
MINUTES OF THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION
March 28, 1969

The meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration was called to order by
Mr. N. R. Feldman, Chairman, in Suite 923, United Bank Building, Phoenix, Arizona,
at 9:15 A.M., March 28, 1969.

PRESENT
N. R. Feldman, Chairman
M. L. Vanlandingham, Secretary
Earle M. Cassidy
C. W. Dryden
Walter J. Fahey
John Girand
Bennie M. Gonzales
Charles W. Newlin
Joseph E. Clifford, III, Asst. Atty. Gen.

ABSENT
Lew Place, Vice -Chairman

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the minutes of the
meeting of the Board on December 13, 1969, be approved as presented. Motion carried.

No meetings and no report.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE

The Executive Secretary reported to the Board that the Board's official seal
required complete revising due to the addition of landscape architects as a
proficiency registered under the Board.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Girand that the Executive Secretary
be authorized and instructed to revise the official seal of the Board and to
make the appropriate change in the By -Laws for adoption at the June meeting.
Motion carried.

A discussion was held by the architects requesting that the Board consider the
possibility of record examinations being given to persons previously registered.
The Executive Secretary handed out Minute Pages 1716 and 1733 for information on
previous actions on record examinations, portions of which are as follows:

SUBJECT: "Record" Examinations for Arizona Registrants

In a way, past actions of the Arizona Board in granting registration on
eduction and experience to persons known to be highly qualified has
worked a hardship on the registrant. These men, because of their expanding
business and standing in the profession, are now faced with securing
registrations in other states which do not grant such registrations without
a written examination. On the case in hand, if we administer an examination
for Hawaii, we would still have no future record of the grade assigned to the
registrant and he would then, if forced to apply in another state, be granted
registration on a written examination from a state other than the state of
his basic registration.

It is reccumended that the Board consider establishing a policy wherein a
registrant granted on education and experience be permitted to take a "record"



examination in Arizona. The proposal would in no way change the man's basis
for registration in Arizona but would permit us to report to other states
as follows:

Granted (date) by education and experience.
"Record" examination taken (date) .
Grade .

This office anticipates that the "record" examination could be given to those
registrants desiring same at the regularly scheduled examination time for
a fee not to exceed $20.00 and such "record" examination would be of eight-
hour duration consisting of Parts III and IV of our written Engineering
examination graded as an indivisible unit.

Under this policy, it is anticipated that the only recorded grades would be
when the registrant has satisfactorily passed an examination. Re-examinations
would be permitted.

These "record" examinations could be reported to the Board under a separate
section when regular written examination grades are recorded.

If such a policy was established by the Board, which in my opinion could be
done without a rule change, this office would endeavor to notify all registrants
by education and experience at the time of the next annual renewal notice that
such examination was available to them.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Royden that the report of the
Executive Secretary on "record" examinations be referred to the Engineering
Examinations Committee for further study and a report at the September meeting
of the Board. Motion carried.

Dr. Shell reported on "record" examinations as per the recommendation of
the Board that the Engineering Examination Committee review the report
of the Executive Secretary and report at this meeting. Dr. Shell reported
that his committee does not recommend at this time allowing the policy
of "record" examinations for persons already registered.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the matter be
referred to a special comudttee of the Rules and By -Laws Committee for report
at the June meeting. Motion carried.

Chairman Feldman appointed the following members to the special committee for
consideration of record examinations:

C. W. Dryden, Chairman
John Girand
Bennie M. Gonzales
Charles W. Newlin
M. L. Vanlandingham
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REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

The Executive Secretary reported on the January Legislative Committee meeting and
was presented to the Board as Minute Page 2381. Mr. Dryden, Chairman of the
Legislative Committee, reported that the suggestions contained as a part of the
Executive Secretary's report on the Statutes were still in the Legislative
Committee and that a further report by the coumdttee would be made at a later

date.

Mr. Dryden further reported that there was considerable activity on the part of
the Arizona Society of Professional Engineers and the American Insitute of
Architects to prepare suggested changes in the Technical Registration Act for the
January, 1970, Legislature. It is the intent of his committee to work closely
with these groups for a unified presentation.

Mr. Vanlandingham reported that he had been approached by the American Insitute
of Architects to serve as a member of their comudttee on this same matter.

Dr. Newlin reported to the Board that the Legislative Committee should consider
the impact to the profession if the category of "Planners" was passed by the

Legislature.

The Executive Secretary passed out Page 4 of the March, 1969, Registration Bulletin,
Minute Page 2382, which summarized the actions and direction proposed by the National
Council of Engineering Examiners and the National Society of Professional Engineers.

REPORT OF THE EVALUATION AND EXAMINATION COMMITTEES

The Board held a discussion on the philisophical aims of the Board and what is
accomplished by written examinations. At the conclusion of the discussion, it
was the consensus of the Board this matter should best be referred to the
Legislative Committee for consideration when proposed revisions to the Technical
Registration Act were contemplated.

It was moved by Mt. Dryden, Chairman of the Legislative Committee, and seconded by
Dr. Newlin that his committee become the entire Board and that special meetings
be held at the call of the Chairman. Motion carried.

Discussion was held by Chairman Feldman and elaborated upon by Dean Fahey of the
possibility, feasibility and possible content of written examinations prepared
for each applicant for registration immediately prior to his appearance before
the appropriate evaluation committee.

Mr. Vanlandingham, speaking in behalf of the Architectural and Landscape Architectural
Evaluation Committees, indicated that they prefer to delay a policy change on the
adoption of written examinations until a further study could be made.

It was moved by Mt. Girand and seconded by Mt. Dryden that the preparation of any
written examination or other procedure for use by the evaluation committee be
referred to the Engineering Evaluation Committee for implementation. Motion carried.
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ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

Date: March 21, 1969

TO: All Board Members

FROM: Executive Secretary

SUBJECT: Legislative Committee

The Legislative Committee of the Board met on January 10, 1969, at 9:00 A.M.,
in the office of the Board, Phoenix, Arizona, with the following members
present:

C. W. Dryden
John Girand
M. L. Vanlandingham -
N. R. Feldman, Ex -Officio

It was the consensus of this Committee that the Board not sponsor any
legislation in the current session but prepare for submittal to the Legislature
in January, 1970, all items requiring changes. It was the belief of the
Committee that approval of the professional and technical societies on
legislative changes should be acquired.

Due to the overlapping of membership by the Legislative and Budget Committees,
this Coamittee directed the Executive Secretary to prepare and present
a supplemental appropriation to the current Legislature and arrange for
such meetings as required on our regular budget for the fiscal year 1969-
1970.

The Executive Secretary was directed to prepare a summary on items in our
present Law which would require changes by the Legislature to make it more
functional.

In regard to the above directions of the Committee, there follows the
Executive Secretary's ideas of items requiring change. Please note the
changes refer to the Chapter under the present Law by section and paragraph.

WJE/js

Attachment
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NSPE CHANGES POLICY
(Continued from page 1)

Education Required
If engineering is to be recognized as a truly

learned profession, then the laws setting up the
qualifications for registration and entry into the
engineering profession must include education at
an acceptable collegiate level. A number of people
in the engineering profession hold the view that
within the next ten years a master's degree will
become recognized by industry, government, and
education, as well as private practice, as being the
minimum educational requirement for an engineer
to perform the duties expected of him. If this is
the case, it would seem realistic at this time for
our state licensing laws to provide that a person
have at least a baccalaureate degree as a require-
ment for registration.

Entry Into The Profession
There is a real need to recognize those people

graduating from a recognized engineering college
as being qualified to enter the engineering profes-
sion. The recommendations proposed by the Reg-
istration Committee would provide such identity
without the immediate certification that these
graduates are qualified to offer their services to
the public.

Immediate Action Required
The task of securing the enactment of legislation

revising the registration laws falls squarely on
the shoulders of the member state societies affili-
ated with NSPE. Unless something is done to up-
date registration laws to attune them to present-
day engineering practice, the whole scheme of
engineering registration is likely to become out-
moded and dropped. There is not much time, and
it is suggested that NSPE and all of the state socie-
ties get about this task on an organized basis in all
states. Revising state laws takes a lot of work and
a lot of time. It would seem appropriate to tackle
the most important problems first. The recom-
mendations of the Registration Committee have
been limited to the most pressing problems con-
cerned with the registration process, and do not
contain all of the revisions in the laws deemed
either necessary or desirable.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR BOARD ACTION
It is recommended that NSPE and the member

state societies accept as an immediate objective
the adoption in all states of the following pro-
visions in the registration laws and their admin-
. .
istration:

1. Establish the bachelor's degree in engineering
or related science as the absolute minimum
educational requirement for registration.

2. Make the sixteen -hour written examination a
uniform requirement in all states.

3. Make the experience requirement:
(a) For graduates of engineering curricula

approved by the State Registration Board,
four years' experience acceptable to the
Board.

(b) For graduates of related science curricula
approved by the State Registration Board,
six years' experience acceptable to the
Board.

4. Allow graduates of engineering curricula ap-
proved by the State Registration Board to
take the sixteen -hour written examination
prior to or at graduation, and allow graduates
of related science curricula approved by the
State Registration Board to take the sixteen-
hour written examination after completion of
two years' experience acceptable to the Board.

5. Award a Certificate of Registration as a Pro-
fessional Engineer without authority to offer
services to the public or to certify documents,
upon:
(a) Graduation from an engineering curric-

ulum approved by the State Registra-
tion Board, and passing the sixteen -hour
written examination.

(b) Graduation from a related science curric-
ulum approved by the State Registration
Board, completion of two years' experi-
ience acceptable to the Board, and passing
of the sixteen -hour written examination.

6. State Registration Boards grant authority to
offer services to the public and to certify
documents, upon:
(a) Graduation from an engineering curric-

ulum approved by the State Registration
Board, passing a sixteen -hour written ex-
amination, and completion of four years'
experience acceptable to the Board.

(b) Graduation from a related science cur-
riculum approved by the State Registra-
tion Board, passing a sixteen -hour written
examination, and completion of six years'
experience acceptable to the Board.

7. Allow experience credit of one year for com-
pletion of a master's degree in engineering or
a related science, and one additional year for
completion of a doctoral degree in engineer-
ing or related science.
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The Executive Secretary presented to the Board a report prepared by Edwyn D. Smith,
Instructor in Electrical Engineering at the University of Arizona, and one of the
graders of the professional engineering examination in electrical engineering,
part 3, Engineering Analysis, given in December, 1968. The Executive Secretary
explained to the members of the Board that this report had been requested by him
due to a report of an implied legal action on the part of a registered Professional
Engineer (Electrical) in the Tucson area.

Discussion of Professor Smith's report indicated that clarification was needed
from Professor Smith on the last paragraph of is report and the Executive Secretary
was instructed to secure same and circulate it to the members of the Board.

The members of the Engineering Evaluation Committee expressed concern over the
apparent proliferation of the proficiencies of engineering presently registered
by this Board and it was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that
the Legislative Committee take cognizance of such proliferations on their
deliberation of changes to the Statutes. Motion carried.

The Executive Secretary reported to the Board on the status of all correspondence
received since the last meeting of the Board regarding landscape architects,
and particularly pointed out the letter dated March 19, 1969, from A. Wayne Smith,
President of the Arizona Association of Landscape Architects, Minute Page 2384,
which commended the Board on its actions.

The Architectural Evaluation Committee reported on its meeting and it was moved
by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the Architectural Evaluation
Coumdttee report of March 11, 1969, which included the grades of December, 1968,
written examination be accepted and implemented and the grades contained therein
be certified, see Minute Pages 2385 - 2389. Motion carried.

Prior to the presentation of the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee report,
the Executive Secretary presented the following report, Minute Pages 2390 and 2391.
Discussion among the members of the Board of the Executive Secretary's report
indicated that it was not their belief that a deliberate misrepresentation was
made by the applicant.

It was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. Dryden that Mr. Laos should be
given an opportunity to correct his landscape architectural application, #68-338,
by deletion of the reference to his registration in California as a landscape
architect designer prior to his being considered for registration at the June meeting.

Mr. Kemper Goodwin, registered Architect, Tempe, Arizona, appeared in behalf
of Rolf Olaf Osland, #69-7, landscape architect applicant, presenting additional
information which could be considered favorably by the committee.

The Landscape Architectural Evaluation Cohuaittee meeting report of March 12, 1969,
Minute Pages 2392 and 2393, were presented to the Board.

It was moved by Mx. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Gonzales that the above report
of the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and
Implemented by the Board.. Motion carried.
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:.:arch 19, 1969

State Board of Technical Registration
Suite 408, Guaranty Bank Building
3550 North Central Avenue,
Phoenix, Arizona

Gentlemen:

The Arizona Association Of Landscape Architects would like to take
this opportunity to express its annreciation relating to the
judicious manner in which the review of Landscape Architectural
applications were handled at your I:arch 12 meeting. 'Ze feel the
sincerity in which you reviewed the applicants at this meeting
is very much according with our desire to register only qualified
individuals who have exerted an effort to make Landscape Archi-
tecture their principle livelihood.

'.7e truly hone the regulations which guided this review will con-
tinue until the termination of the Grandfather Clause and exa-
minations are required.

Very truly yours,

L_Presid

d o

Smith

IL,ePreseauuu-ivel ouruua o.

)

LANDSCAPE'
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TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Architectural Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

DATE: March 11, 1969

The Architectural Evaluation Committee met on March 11, 1969, in Phoenix, Arizona,
with the following members present:

Bennie M. Gonzales
M. L. vanlandingham
N. R. Feldman

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recoumiendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

I. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
the Committee that they are fully qualified, including the treatise on lateral
forces, to receive architectural registration in Arizona under A.R.S. 32-123.A,
A.R.S. 32-123.B and A.R.S. 32-126, are hereby recommended for registration:

Carpenter, Ashley Terry 68-303
Cabarrocas, David Jesus 68-291
Cherry, James L. 68-238
Cipolla, Caesar E. 63-529
Daverman, Herbert George 69-1
Fellows, Rushia Glen 59-14
Fleishman, Maurice Harry 68-330
Ciller, Charles 68-308
Gouvis, Arthur A. 68-160
Hayward, Alan Lee 69-23
Johnson, Stanley W. 63-90
Krueger, Robert Henry 63-329
Mahal, L. Kenneth 68-300
Mastin, Loren Everett 63-237
Ottenheimer, John 65-170
Pansky, Stanley Howard 68-347
Pugh, David Arthur 69-3
Skadberg, Leif 68-340
Stagliano, Francis Michael 69-48
Wade, William Benjamin 68-310
Wegleitner, Alphonse Lawrence 68-317
Williams, Audrey Arthur, Jr. 68-352

It is recommended that the Board certify the following architectural grades
for the December, 1968, examinations which have been approved by this
Committee.



III• The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while
completing the personal audience interview, need demonstration of
additional evidence of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is
recommended to the Board that these individuals be held for the written
examinations indicated:

Applicants held for the June, 1969, examinations

Campisano, John Francis
Lembke, Alfred 0.
Nemtin, Stephen Maurice

68-318
69-13
68-325

C,D,E,F,G,H,I
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
C,D,E,F,G,H,I

The Committee recommends to the Board that Recolimiendations I to III of this report
be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

ennie M. Gonzales, Chai



$.4

C
 
H
i
s
t
o
r
y
 
&

u
 
S
i
t
e
 
P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

m
 
A
r
c
h
i
t
e
c
t
u
r
a
l
 
D
e
s
i
g
n

B
u
i
l
d
i
n
g
 
C
o
n
s
t
r
u
c
t
i
o
n

0
S
t
r
u
c
t
u
r
a
l
 
D
e
s
i
g
n

=
 
P
r
o
f
.
 
A
d
m
i
n
i
s
t
r
a
t
i
o
n

B
u
i
l
d
i
n
g
 
E
q
u
i
p
m
e
n
t
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Passed

67-85 Aros, Bernard Anthony F DNA DNA P 76 P P G

67-62 Aye, Maung Khin F DNA DNA DNA F 76 F H

67-103 Berg, John Anton P F F P P p P

63-290 Brown, Gordon Valiance P P F P P P P

67-80 Bucher, Helmut P P F P P p P

68-118 Burr, James Goerge 86 75 F 83 86 84 82 C,D,F,G,H,I

65-34 Ceton, Raymond Wallace P P F P P p P

68-38 Chase, Melvin Gale 75 F F P P P P C

*63-529 Cipolla, Caesar Edward P 75 P P P P P D

63-36 Cole, Theodore Dow p P F P P P P

65-209 Cook, Jeffrey Ross P P F P P P P

68-109 Cook, Richard E. 76 75 F 80 78 86 81 C,D,F,G,H,I

68-32 Cooper, John Sherman P F 75 P P P P E

*59-9 Davison, Allen Lape P P P 75 P P P F

68-59 de Bias, Romualdo Jose P F P P P P P

68-199 Diethelm, Jerome Kirtley 87 F 75 77 86 82 76 C,E,F,G,H,I

68-210 Edelblut, Walter Joseph,Jr. 84 F F 86 83 85 83 C,F,G,H,I

68-76 Edgar, Cleworth Barlun F F F 80 78 78 77 F,G,H,I

*68-252 Elling, Roland James P 75 80 85 P 85 P D,E,F,H

*59-14 Fellows, Rushia Glen 75 P P P P P P C

68-126 Frankeberger, Robert Russell 82 F F 78 80 84 82 C,F,G,H,I

66-249 Gabriel, Joseph M. P F F P 77 P P G

67-38 Gomez, Robert 76 P F P 78 P F C,G

*67-55 Griffin, Donald K. 75 P P P P P P C
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Passed

67-212 Hanson, Richard Charles 77 77 F P P P P C,D

67-156 Henscheid, Ronald Peter P F P P P P P

66-250 Hermann, Frank Josef P F P P P P P

*67-94 Hunt, David Nathanial P 80 P P P P P D

64-98 Johns, Lloyd Lee F F P P 75 P P G

*63-90 Johnson, Stanley W. P 76 P P P P P D

65-94 Kennedy, Bernard Thomas P P P P F P P

*68-17 Leckman, John M. P 75 P P P P P D

67-82 Leonard, Robert Brooks P F P P P P P

65-231 Lo, Shiu Chi P P P F P F F

67-6 Mangino, Michael Wayne P P F P P P P

67-117 Martinson, Gudmund P F F P 89 P P G

68-271 Mosher, Charles Andrew P 75 F 81 P 84 P D,F,H

68-11 Nardini, Matteo 75 F P 75 F P 77 C,F,I

*67-110 Nickels, Ernest Lee P P P P 80 P P G

*68-267 Orcutt, Herman Lawrence 84 78 78 80 89 84 81 C,D,E,F,G,H,I

*67-313 Orr, James Ritchie P 76 P 75 81 P 77 D,F,G,I

*65-170 Ottenheimer, John P 75 P P P P P D

*66-106 Palafox, Frederick A. P 80 75 P P P P D,E

66-253 Rossland, Willis Dean 78 F P P P P P C

67-278 Roth, Howard Kellogg P F 75 P P P P E

66-203 Shimels, Thomas Anthony P 75 P P F P P D

67-133 Slayter, Dale W., Jr. 75 F F P F P P C
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C D E F G H I Passed

*67..,230 Smith, Donald Eugene P 75 P P P P P D

*68-228 Taylor, Robert John 78 76 75 78 76 78 78 C,D,E,F,G,H,I

65-180 Thurman, Edward Adair P F F P P p P

67-209 Tremoulis, John P P 75 p F P P E

*67-96 Turek, Robert Ladd P 75 P P P P P D

67-244 Wilhelm, George Richard 75 F F P F P P C

66-199 Wonsley, Ronald Clayton F P P P F P p

67-48 ZeamaA Andrew N. P F P p 76 P P G

ARCHITECT -IN -TRAINING C G I Passed

•68-15 Davis, Richard Allen 83 75 78 C,G,I

68-16 Gilbertson, James C. 77 75 79 C,G,I

68-19 Harrington, James Edgar 82 79 84 C,G,I

68-17 Johnson, Roger Louis 79 F 77 C,I

68-18 Mrozinski, Robert W. F F F

68-14 Snider, James Edgar, Jr. 86 79 75 C,G,I

68-13 Zimmerman, Gail Paul 85 85 88 C,G,I

68-12 Zinkhan, Robert G., Jr. 83 78 75 C,G,I
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TO:

FROM:

ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

All Board Members

Executive Secretary

DATE: March 21, 1969

SUBJECT: Hector Elias Laos, Landscape Architectural Applicant, #68-338

Mr. Laos submitted an application for landscape architectural registration
and was evaluated at the March 12th meeting, and scheduled for granting
of registration as a Landscape Architect under the Grandfather Clause at
this meeting.

We have enclosed Xerox copies of the cover sheet of Mr. Laos' application
on which #6188 architectural registration was granted and his landscape
architectural application which shows a difference in Section 3. Previous
Registrations.

At the time of Mr. Laos' personal audience he was questioned on the statement
shown on his application "Landscape Designer, California, 1956, Grandfather
Clause, Lapsed," and at that time made a statement that he had applied to
the California State Board of Architectural Examiners in 1956 for registration
under the Grandfather Clause as a Landscape Designer. Mr. Laos further stated
that he did not have the correspondence available. At the request of a member
of the Board, Mr. Laos was to explain his statement further and he has done so
per the attached letter.

I am somewhat acquainted with California architectural and landscape architectural
registration and could not, in my mind, reconcile Mr. Laos' statements to what .
I believed to be the facts and conducted the following investigation.

In a conversation with Mr. William E. Barbeau, Executive Secretary of the
California State Board of Landscape Architects, I ascertained that Mr. Laos
had never applied nor be registered as a Landscape Architect or Landscape
Designer in California and their Grandfather Clause required an application
between June, 1953, and aine, 1954. Mr. Barbeau further repudiated Mr. Laos'
statement that landscape architects or landscape designers had ever been under
the California State Board of Architectural Examiners.

My next call was to the California State Board of Architectural Examiners
and they reaffirmed that they had never handled landscape architects or landscape
designers and a complete review of Mr. Laos' file dating back to 1952 indicated
that no correspondence had ever been received by them from this individual
relating to anthing except his application for architectural registration in
California. The California Board further verified that Mr. Laos' registration
as an architect in California has been lapsed since 1967 and will at the end
of a five-year period be unrenewable.
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Re: Hector Laos - Continued Page 2

It is the opinion of this office that because of Mr. Laos' failure to show
the alleged landscape designer registration on his architectural application
of 1965 and showing it on his landscape architectural application of 1968
together with his information letter of March 17th poses a distinct problem
to the Board regarding his landscape architectural application under
A.R.S. 32-128, quoted in part as follows:

"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 quali-
fication, whether in the application or qualification examination."

It is respectfully suggested that for the record the Board take a position
on Application No. 68-338 as to whether or not misrepresentation was
made on the landscape architectural application before such registration
is granted.

WJE/js

Attachmiptts
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DATE: March 12, 1969

TO:

FROM:

State Board of Technical Registration

Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Applicants

The Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee met on March 12, 1969, in Phoenix,
Arizona, with the following members and representatives of the field of Landscape
Architecture present:

Earle M. Cassidy
C. W. Dryden
N. R. Feldman
John Girand
Charles W. Newlin

Bennie M. Gonzales
M. L. Vanlandingham
A. Wayne Smith, Landscape Arch. Consultant
William N. Walton, Landscape Arch. Consultant

There being a quorum present at all times the Coumattee reviewed the
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding
professional registration in Arizona:

following
their

I. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
the Collmtittee they are fully qualified to receive registration in Arizona
under A.R.S. 32-123.A, A.R.S. 32-126 and A.R.S. 32-146, are hereby recommended
for registration in Landscape Architecture:

Beard, Caron Nathan
Carter, Robert Herrick
Cox, Howard L.
Doyle, Gerald A., Jr.
Greene, Guy Shepard
Harlow, John Miller
Larsen, William Martin
Mlnarik, Ronald Joseph
Moline, Lawrence Reed
Moriuchi, Roy Shoji

69-12
68-360
68-324
69-4
69-10
68-358
68-335
69-14
68-361
69-8

II. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence of
their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.8, and it is recommended to the Board that
these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

Applicants held for the June, 1969, written examinations:

Clovicko, Philip Jerome
Defiel, Michael Bowen
Langmade, Beatrice Rogers
Nickels, Ernest L.
Woelzlein, Harry Edward

69-32
68-346
69-9
69-36
68-319

Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6
Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6
Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6
Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6
Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6
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III.

IV.

The following applicants appeared before the Committee and the evaluation of
their applications determined that they should be denied for lack of experience
under A.R.S. 32-146 with the refund as shown:

Clouse, Paul E.
Patmor, Stanley A.

68-348 $10.00
69-15 $10.00

The following applicant appeared before the cmumittee and the evaluation of
his application determined that he should be denied for lack of experience
under A.R.S. 32-123.A with the refund as shown and the additional years of
experience required followsthe refund amount:

Powers, Peter Christian 69-11 $10.00 11/2 years

V. The following applicants appeared before the Committee and requested that
their applications be withdrawn and it is the recommendation of the Committee
that they be denied without prejudice and without refund:

Daly, John Thomas 69-27
Lakin, James McDaniel 68-362
Nelson 69-31

VI. The following applicant having apparently misunderstood the application
blank be given an opportunity to correct his application, by deltion of
the reference to his registration in California as a landscape architect
designer prior to his being considered for registration at the June meeting:

Laos, Hector Elias 68-338

VII. The following applicant having apparently misunderstood the intent of the
Grandfather Clause be given an opportunity to submit a new Certificate T o

Practice and be further evaluated at the next meeting of the Committee:

Osland, Rolf Olaf 69-7

The Committee recommends to the Board that recommendations I through VII of this
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

Vanlandingham, ChailCa
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are
the

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the schedule of
the June, 1969, architectural examinations, Minute Page 2395, be approved. Motion

carried.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the schedule of the
June, 1969, landscape architectural examinations, Minute Page 2396, be approved.

Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham
architectural examinations must be prepared under the direct
approved by the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee

The Executive Secretary reported on the Assayer Examination, Minute Page 2397, and
was directed by the Chairman to proceed at no cost to the Board.

Dr. Newlin as Chairman of the Engineering Evaluation Committee presented to the
Board the report of the Engineering Evaluation Colmaittee meetings of January 31,
March 10, 13 and 14, 1969, which included the grades of the examinations given

in December, 1968.

that the landscape
supervision of and

It was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. Dryden that the Engineering
Evaluation Committee reports as stated above, which included the grades,
be accepted and implemented and the grades contained therein be certified,
see Minute Pages 2398 - 2409. Motion carried.

Dr. Newlin presented to the Board a letter from Louis D. Rainery, Minute Page 2410,
requesting reconsideration of the Evaluation Committee's recommendation.

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Dryden that the Board having
considered the letter of Mr. Louis D. Rainery reconsider their immediately
previous action. Motion lost;

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the following applicants
to be denied for failure to complete the written examinations, as required by
Board, within a reasonable length of time. Motion carried.

Beene, James Ralph
Burroughs, Floyd Edward
Cole, Travis H.
DePalma, James R.
Hadra, Carl Minton
Hundley, Kenneth Elbridge
Key, Orin William
Klingmueller, Lothar M. L.
Kong, Albert
Lippuner, Nick
Peters, Leland B.
Pidskalny, Robert Andrew
Rivera, Edill Valentin
Tang, May Wu
Wilson, Michael Jack
Winters, Harry J., Jr.
Wright, Robert Bruce

67-70
67-139
67-290
67-228
67-104
67-96
67-222
67-79
67-74
67-141
67-5
67-159
66-115
63-446
67-12
68-1
67-229

Engineer -in -Training
Structural Engineer
Civil Engineer
Mechanical Engineer
Electrical Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Highway Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Electrical Engineer
Architect -in -Training
Land Surveyor
Electrical Engineer
Architect -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Geologist -in -Training
Civil Engineer



TWO LOCATIONS:

1 . Tern

SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS
FOR

ARCHITECTS AND ARCHITECTS -IN-TRAINING

e, Arizona

* Old Payne Training School, Rooms 2 and 3, Arizona State University

2.

School of Architecture, Room 205, University of Arizona

Saturda ' e 14, 1969
9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon

Examination F, Building Construction

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination D, Site Planning

Sunday, June 15, 1969

8:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Examination E, Architectural Design

Monday, June 16, 1969

9:00 A.M. to 1:00 Fag.
Examination C, History and Theory

1:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination I, Building Equipment

Tuesday, June 17, 1969

9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon
Examination H, Professional Administration

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination G, Structural Design

PLEASE NOTE:
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Examination C, History & Theory, is now 4 hours duration and will contain theory
questions on site planning and architectural design.

Examination I, Building Equipment, has been reduced to 4 hour duration instead
of the previous 5 hours.

*This location can best be described as being about midway in the block between

Gammage Auditorium and the El Rancho Market in Tempe Center.



SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS
FOR

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS

TWO LOCATIONS:

1. Tempe, Arizona

* Old Payne Training School, Rooms 2 and 3, Arizona State University

2. Tucson, Arizona

School of Architecture, Room 205, University of Arizona

Saturday, June 14, 1969

9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon
Part 1 - History and Theory

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Part 4 - Site Planning

Sunday, June 15, 1969

8:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Part 3 - Landscape Architectural Design

Monday, June 16, 1969

9:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M.
Part 2 - Planting, Design and Identification

1:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Part 5 - Construction

Tuesday, June 17, 1969

12:30 P.M. to 4:30 P.M.
Part 6 - Professional Administration

*This location can best be described as being about midway in the block
between Gammage Auditorium and the El Rancho Market in Tempe Center.
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ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

DATE: March 21, 1969

TO: All Board Members

FROM: Executive Secretary

SUBJECT: Assayer Examinations

Considerable discussion has been held with Professor Sigmund Smith,
College of Mines, University of Arizona, concerning the Assayer
examination. This examination was last revised many years ago and
the content has not been updated to reflect new procedures in the
assaying of materials in atomic absorption and spectograph.

It is the feeling of Professor Smith that we are continually licensing
assayers by written examination when the examination is still in
the fire assaying stage and should be revised to include the new methods.

Discussion with Professor Smith indicated that possibly the best way
to revise this examination was to have the Board sponsor a conference
at the University of Arizona sometime prior to June first and the Board
invite voluntary participation by all registered assayers in Arizona,
approximately 19. The cost for this conference would be borne by the
registrant in the form of a luncheon and participation charge.

It is hoped that out of this conference Professor Smith Would be able
to incorporate all of the thinking of our practicing registered assayers
and be able to revise the examination for the December, 1969, examination
in line with the improved technology.

WJE/js,//
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TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Engineering Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

DATE: January 31, 1969

The Engineering Evaluation Committee met on January 31, 1969, in Phoenix, Arizona,
with the following members present:

Earle M. Cassidy
C. W. Dryden
N. R. Feldman
Charles W. Newlin

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

I. The following applicants having appeared before the committee and satisfied
the Committee that 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:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Almond, Rodney Mead
Durnell, Jesse Owen
Fangmeier, Delmar D.
Garber, J. Roy
Moser, Theodore Harrison

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
68-288 Bybee, Roger Wyett 68-262
68-261 Lydick, Henry W. 68-290
68-242 Moses, Donald Wadia 68-320
68-298
68-259 GEOPHYSICAL ENGINEERING

Gallaher, Billy Jack 68-273

II. The following applicant, requested reconsideration, and the Committee
recommends that the previous action of the Board be reaffirmed which
held him for Parts 3 and 4 of the written examination:

Jones, Robert Raymond 67-279 Electrical Engineer

III. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while
completing the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional
evidence of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recoumlended to
the Board that these individuals be held for the written examinations
indicated:

Applicants held for the April, 1969, written examinations:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Frazier, Wilfred D.
Hathaway, Lincoln Louis
Iannella, George C.
Schultes, Joseph Vincent

68-266
68-257
68-274
68-275

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4



ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Battistelli, Joseph John 68-265
Mattausch, Armond Joseph 68-260

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
Brooks, Wahner Emalus 68-270

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Johnson, Robert Willis 68-315

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4

Parts 5 and 6
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The Committee recommends to the Board that recommendations I through III of this
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

azu\LAN(7.1e.,u
Charles W. Newlin, Chairman
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TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Engineering Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

DATE: March 14, 1969

The Engineering Evaluation Committee met on March 10, 13 and 14, 1969, in Phoenix,
Arizona, with the following members present:

Earle M. Cassidy
C. W. Dryden
Walter J. Fahey

N. R. Feldman
John Girand
Charles W. Newlin

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

I. It is recommended that the following applicants who were previously
held for all four parts of the written examination and who hold a
degree from an accredited ECPD school be waived Parts 1 and 2 of the
written examination in accordance with the new rule adopted December 13,
1968, Rule II, B.7:

Farrer, Robert E. 67-223 Civil Engineer
Malley, Richard J. 67-44 Mechanical Engineer
Ohnesorgen, William B. 68-75 Civil Engineer"'

II. It is recommended that the engineering grades following this report for
the December, 1968, examinations be certified by the Board which have been
approved by this Committee.

III. The following applicant requested reconsideration of his application since
applying in Arizona he has successfully passed the 16 -hour written examination in
New Mexico and it is the recommendation of this Committee that he be granted
registration:

Marquez, David J. 67-288 Civil Engineer

IV. An evaluation of the following applicant determined that he should be denied
for lack of experience under A.R.S. 32-123.A with the refund as shown and the
additional years of experience required follows the refund amount:

V.

Boulter, Dare Bibber 68-355 Land Surveyor $5.00 4 years

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
the Committee that they are fully qualified to receive registration in Arizona
under A.R.S. 32-123.A, A.R.S. 32-123.B and A.R.S. 32-126, are hereby recommended
for registration:
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Adams, Charles MacLain
Booth, William R.
Brown, Charles Dargie
Farrer, Robert E.
Foreman, Hugh H., Jr.
Grant, Donald Wilson
Grusendorf, Henry Clay
Herkenhoff, Phillip Gordon
Meldrum, John Valens
Murphy, George Robert
Nicklaus, Eldon Vonne
Rady, Joe James
Samples, Everett Etsel
Schafer, Richard Lewer
Sykes, Robert Frank
Telfair, John S.
Williams, Laurens

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Barnett, Richard Dean
Hacker, Robert William
Helmick, John Charles
Hopkins, George Hamilton, Jr.
Masson, Milton Michael, Jr.
Purdy, James Marion
Schick, Larry Lee
Schwartzer, Arthur Richard, Jr.

68-219
68-349
68-278
67-223
68-313
68-289
66-34
68-280
68-254
68-284
67-68
68-336
68-299
68-286
68-282
68-331
68-322

68-375
69-22
68-306
68-174
69-24
68-294
67-121
67-30

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING
Estes, Leon D. 66-262

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
Holsclaw, Raymond H. 67-152
Young, Hewitt Hartley 68-366

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Brenna, Lloyd Jerome
Cowan, Armand Leon
Egilsrud, Philip E.
Purdy, James Marion
Steele, Richard Warren

68-287
68-307
68-337
68-295
68-293

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Horst, William Edward 68-372

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Birnbaum, Eugene David 68-279
Siebold, Eugene R. 68-276

LAND SURVEYING
Beck, Ralph George
Booth, William R.
Jasmann, Myron Gene.
Meldrum, John Valens
Miller, Richard L.
Smith, William Henry
Willis, Mather Lloyd

68-305
68-350
63-415
68-253
68-321
68-263
67-198

VI. The following applicants having appeared before the Colmaittee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence of
their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that
these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

Applicants held for the April, 1969, examinations:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Kmetty, Geza Emmerich
Rainery, Louis D.
Scavo, Anthony
Saunders, J. Sidney
ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Kuhler, Dennis George
Ossana, Angelo Vigilio
Shaver, John Wesley

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Dibbens, Norman Clyde
Dobler, Lloyd J.

68-368
68-136
68-277
68-343

69-35
69-36
68-341

68-377
69-33

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 1,2,3,4
Parts 1,2,3,4



MINING ENGINEERING
Bissett, Alexander Forbes

SANITARY ENGINEERING
Klock, John Weston

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Amin, Kamal M.
Rainery, Louis D.

GEOLOGY
Nevin, Andrew Emmet

68-311 Parts 3 and 4

69-41 Parts 3 and 4

69-42 Parts 3,4,5,6
68-137 Parts 3,4,5,6

68-376 Parts 3 and 4

LAND SURVEYING
Beene, John Martin 68-374 Parts 1,2,3,4
Olmstead, Ronald Glenn 68-370 Parts 1,2;3,4
Talbow, William Thompson 68-281 Parts 1,2,3,4
Wier, Michael Paige 68-378 Parts 1,2,3,4

Applicants held for the December, 1969, examinations:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Keagan, Edmund Francis

LAND SURVEYING
Beilmann, James Joseph, Jr.

68-326 Parts 1,2,3,4

68-256 Parts 1,2,3,4

1-1dr..) r i

VII. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee did not
satisfy the personal audience requirement but need demonstration of
additional evidence of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is
recommended to the Board that these individuals be held for the written
examinations in April, 1969, and again appear for their personal audience
at the next evaluation meeting:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Wetstein, Lawrence J.

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Peterson, Harlow Ross

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Groh, John Eliot

69-40 Parts 3 and 4

69-45 Parts 3 and 4

69-39 Parts 3 and 4

VIII. The following applicant appeared before the Committee and requested that his
application be withdrawn and it is the recommendation of the Committee that
he be denied without prejudice and without refund:

Sultan, Hassan Ahmed 68-312 Civil Engineer

The following applicant having appeared and satisfied the personal audience
requirement was held for new references before further evaluation:

Courtright, Donald E. . 69-34 Land Surveyor

The Committee recommends to the Board that recommendations I through IX of this
report be accepted and implemented.

ReApectfH_plly_Alibmdstxed,
1/1/114

'Q=A142TAA24) r MAAJ14.4
Charles W. Newlin, Chairman



Name
No. Part

AGRICULTURAL ENGINEERING

*68-93 Franzoy, Carl Eugene Ex

68-123 Lee, Roland Earl, Jr. Ex

67-284 Moore, Robert E. Ex

*67-280 Rice, Robert Cecil Ex

Part
II

Ex

Ex

Ex

Ex

02 _103

Part Part
III IV Passed

95 70 3,4

80 F 3

80 F 3

83 3

ENGINEERINGCHEMICAL

*68-71 Glenn, John Harlan Ex Ex 70 70 3,4

CIVIL ENGINEERING

68-149 Blasingame, Jack Wayne Ex Ex F F

68-132 Bonhorst, Leonard W. Ex Ex F F

*68-3 Carlier, Eugene N. P P 75 P 3

*67-289 Clem, Carrell A., Jr. Ex Ex p 70 4

68-33 Clouser, Kenneth L. 75 75 F P 1,2

63-489 Delaney, John Leo Ex Ex F P

67-41 Deskins, John Wesley P P F P

68-24 Doolittle, Russell C., Jr. Ex Ex Ex F

*67-223 Farrer, Robert E. DNA DNA 73 P 3

*66-34 Grusendorf, Henry Clay Ex Ex 74 P 3

67-316 Hardt, August V., Jr. P P F 84 4

68-161 Herp, James Donald Ex Ex F 78 4

*68-4 Jordan, Frank Edward Ex Ex P 95 4

67-286 Kienow, Paul Edward P P F P

67-23 Kilgore, John Douglas F F P P

*68-20 Lewis, Ezra Harold Ex Ex 73 P 3

67-247 Lowe, Archie Benjamin F F Ext. Ext.

68-159 Mundinger, Thomas M. P p F F

67-322 Newton, Thomas Monroe P p F p



02 SO
N Name
No. Part Part Part Part
CIVIL ENGINEERING - Cont'd. I II III IV Passed

*67-68 Nicklaus, Eldon Vonne Ex Ex 70 P 3

68-75 Ohnesorgen, William B. F F F P

67-142 Ong, Benjamin Wah P P F P

66-127 Raymo, William James P P F P

*67-255 Rikard, Kenneth Ray Ex Ex 71 77 3,4

68-171 Rushton, Donald P. Ex Ex F F

68-184 Saldamando, Mario Benjamin 70 70 F 90 1,2,4

67-274 Sheldon, William Paul Ex Ex F P

61-96 Smith, Robert H. P P F P

*68-12 Sommerfield, William Vincent P P 74 P 3

68-34 Steele, Travis Carleton P P 71 F 3

67-257 Vezzetti, Michael J. Ex Ex F P

67-266 Wilson, Sammy Love Ex Ex F 82 4

61-113 Wittman, Joseph M. Ex Ex F P

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

*68-234 Butler, Thomas Alson P P 92 90 3,4

66-260 Day, David S. P P P F

*68-144 Goldman, Norman Clifford 79 79 80 83 1,2,3,4

67-301 Jarman, Charles Duayne 88 88 Ext. Ext. 1,2

*68-55 Lash, Robert Royal P P 70 76 3,4

*68-215 Lewis, Rodney Byron Ex Ex 78 73 3,4

68-111 Magee, Darel Gene Ex Ex F 90 4

*67-121 Schick, Larry Lee Ex Ex P 80 4

*67-30 Schwartzer, Arthur R., Jr. Ex Ex P 90 4

68-187 Thompson, Wilbur Gerald Ex Ex F 100 4

ENGINEERING SCIENCE

67-50 Aadland, Donald Ingvald Ex Ex
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No.
Name

Part Part Part Part
GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING I II III IV Passed

*68-220 Call, Richard Drake Ex Ex 91 83 3,4

*66-262 Estes, Leon D. Ex Ex 78 P 3

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING

65-229 Blain, John Ex Ex Ex F

68-21 Cantrell, Harvey Glenn F F F P

*68-227 Cislaghi, Daniel Paul 75 75 74 71 1,2,3,4

66-239 Collon, William P. Ex Ex

67-314 de la Garza, Trinidad

66-295 Evans, James Marshall

68-25 Horne, William Henry

67-129 Howard, Robert L. Ex Ex F P

65-250 Kleiner, Frank Edward Ex Ex F F

67-183 Lansdon, Horace Greeley,Jr. Ex Ex F 76 4

66-144 Minter, Charles Bernard Ex Ex F P

67-132 Ryan, Seymour William Ex Ex F P

67-53 Simonson, Lee Idor F F F P

*68-240 Tang, Roland P P 73 79 3,4

67-73 Turner, John McLean, Jr. Ex Ex Ex F

67-154 Webb, Nelden J. Ex Ex F F

Ex Ex

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING

68-94 Bialkawski, Michael Ex Ex F F

*67-152 Rolsclaw, Raymond H. Ex Ex P 70 4

68-127 Johnson, Iver C. Ex Ex F 75 4

68-83 Smith, William Joseph Ex Ex F 70 4



02103

No. Name
Part Part Part Part

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING I II III IV

68-19 Benson, John Paul P P P F

67-12 Brooks, Philip Benjamin Ex Ex F F

67-276 Buchanan, Robert Neal P P 79 F 3

68-148 Carson, Alan Barrow Ex Ex 85 F 3

67-167 Clayton, Orley John

66-174 Criger, Robert Bruce Ex Ex

Passed

68-23 Dow, Richard Allison P P P F

68-122 Gass, C. Bernard, Jr. Ex Ex 75 F 3

67-211 Hatch, David Jenner Ex Ex F F

68-117 Lette, LeRoy Leland Ex Ex F 82 4

67-44 Malley, Richard Joseph DNA DNA F P

68-99 Owens, Francis Leslie, Jr. Ex Ex 81 F 3

68-35 Plott, Julian Lamoine 82 82 F 70 1,2,4

65-169 Wellington, Charles Kampfert P P F P

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING

68-133 Campbell, Gordon A. Ex Ex

68-145 Senior, Franklin C. Ex Ex 80 F 3

MINING ENGINEERING

67-297 Allen, William Richard Ex Ex F 70 4

PETROLEUM ENGINEERING

68-155 Brent, Kelly Ex Ex F 75 4

SANITARY ENGINEERING

66-139 Gantenbein, Robert Lowell,Jr. P

*68-255 Wilson, Jerry Charles Ex Ex 78 90 3,4
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Name
No. Part Part Part Part Part Part
STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING I II III IV V VI Passed

*67-143 Ballard, Donald Sullivan Ex Ex Ex Ex P 75 6

*68-10 Baruch, Richard Michael Ex Ex Ex Ex P 80 6

*67-206 Cole, Theodore Dow Ex Ex 77 P P P 3

68-233 Harris, Michael Emery Ex Ex 78 95 99 F 3,4,5

*68-57 Martin, Arthur Henry Ex Ex Ex Ex 84 77 5,6

68-232 Sheydayi, Esfandiar Yury 84 84 F 70 94 91 1,2,4,5,

66-42 Womack, Luther Dale P P P P P F

GEOLOGY

*68-82 Owens, Willard Glennon

Part Part Part Part
I II III IV Passed

Ex Ex 70 85 3,4

ASSAYING

*68-163 Garcia, Robert Galindo

*68-173 Rochin, Carlos

81 75

71 70

1,2

1,2

LAND SURVEYING

66-128 Baldwin, Troy L.

*63-415 Jasmann, Myron Gene

68-14 Lenderking, Carroll Milton,Jr.

*67-157 McLain, Gordon Wallace

68-88 Mataya, William P.

*67-251 Rowe, James Herbert, Jr.

68-50 Stratton, David Andrew

*67-198 Willis, Mather Lloyd

70 1

80 P P P 1

Ex

Ex

73

Ex

Ex

72

71 72 3,4

81 2,3

1
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No.
Name

. _TM-TRATNTNG Grade_
EN

68-51 Ange

68-76 Bernal, John M. 76

68-1 Bitterli, Robert John

Chitwood, John Stephen, Jr. 79
- -

67-80 Clinger, Robert C. 76

68-59 Cornell, Christopher S. 76

68-85 Davis, Phillip Ray 73

68-84 Donovan, Dennis Lynn 79

lico, Salvatore Joseph 72

68-88 Erwin, Richard Kent 73

68-64 Fay, James W.

68-63 Forstie, Douglas Arthur 82

68-55 Frobel, Ronald Kenneth 79

68-12 Grommes, William K.

68-40 Hackert, Donald Dale 80

68-60 Helseth, Charles A. S., II

68-53 Herz, Robert Thomas 79

68-54 Higley, James Stewart 70

68-58 Kimmel, Richard J.

66-7 King, Glenn E., Jr.

68-66 Kuhn, John, Jr. 79

68-52 Lee, Vance G. 85

68-69 Lundin, Frank Arriola 71

68-57

66-44

67-63

68-31

68-74

McAnally, William H., Jr. 70

McCassalin, Wade L.

Maria, Charles E. 78

Marrujo, Ralph A.

79Matsuda, Eugene S.
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No.

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING - Cont'd. Grade

68-73 Matsumura, Melvin

68-77 Maucher, Lawrence Edward 82

Name

68-91 Mueller, James D.

68-19 New, Weston K.

68-71 Nishiya, Kunihiro

68-90 Northon, Francis E.

68-80 Paez, Antonio Contreras

68-68 Rambo, Steven Lee

68-79 Rice, Garry W.

68-65 Richards, Donald Phillip

68-62 Rogers, Richard Earl

68-83 Sefferovich, John T.

68-50 Selby, Garry J.

68-87 Snitzer, James A.

68-92 Spencer, Frank Addison, Jr.

68-72 Stanford, Warren David

68-70 Thomson, Steven Craig

68-82 Trujillo, Alfonso M.

68-86 Tucker, Albert M.

68-18 Vlastelich, Rudolph John

68-81 Whitson, Ken Allen

68-78 Yamamoto, Richard S.

68-48

68-67

67-9

Yaziji, Habib M.

Yeung, David H.

Zaleski, Robert J.

85

70

86

90

84

88

81

83

82

72

74

97

76

93

93

75

77

79
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March 26, 1969

state Board of Technical Registration
3550 N. Central Avenue, Suite 923
phoenix, Arizona 85012

Re: Civil Engineer #68-136
Structural Engineer #68-137

Gentlemen:

On Narch 13, 1969, I appeared before the Evaluation Committee of this
Board and was informed that it was the normal practice of th) Board to require
applicants to submit to written examination and the Committee would so re-
commend to the Board. I hereby petition the Committee and the Board to review
the decision of the Committee and grant registration to the applicant by
reason of. extensive and comprehensive experience as a professional engineer
of 17 years in the state of Alaska.

Since a complete resume of my education and profession- experience are
in the hands of the Board, I will submit a brief statement in behalf of my .
application requesting registration by reproeity as allowed by the Code of
the Board under Article 2, Section No, 32-123.A.

At the time of my graduation from the University of Texas in June, 1947,
Texas did not have an E.I.T. program. I moved to Alaska in January of 1949
and apply for registration in 1950. This application was denied as the State
Eoard for Registration was in the process of drawing up a new code for regis-
tration which would require written examinations for registration. I re-
applied for registration again in 1951 and in 1952. The State still had not
adopted a new Code and the Board granted registration to the writer in 1952
on the basis of an oral examination and experience.

As an engineer, I have been in responsible charge of engineering works
for 20 years. Four of these years included my association with a consulting
office as an associate partner. During the past eleven years I have been in
Private practice as a consulting civil and structural engineer in my name.
During that time, my office has handled some $50,000,000 in projects in the
civil and building fields. Our clients have included the federal, state, county, and
City governments as well as private interests. These facts are shown in detail
lh the resume submitted with the applications for registration.

r31nce registration by examination has never been available to me due to
circumstances beyond my control,

T hereby request registration by reason ofcomprehensive and extensive experience as a professional engineer while a
resident of another state.

Sincerely

0 4 1 e;)((oke4eie.e'xe)
Louis D. Rainary



0241

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the following applicants
are to be denied without prejudice and refund at their request. Motion carried.

Allen, George Leslie 68-39 Highway Engineer
Gantenbein, Robert Lowell, Jr. 66-139 Sanitary Engineer
Kleinrock, Michael Harris 68-44 Engineer -in -Training
McDowell, Ralph Douglas 68-38 Engineer -in -Training
Moore, Donald C. 68-36 Engineer -in -Training
plyer, William A. 68-328 Architect
Riedel, Willy Christian 68-157 Architect
Smith, Robert Aubrey 68-25 Engineer -in -Training

Max 68-164 Civil Engineer
porcarello, Patrick Henry 68-354 Landscape Architect

It was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. Dryden that the following applicants
for professional registration having completed the personal audience and all other
requirements of this Board be granted registration and assigned the registration
numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

ARCHITECTURE
Cabarrocas, David Jesus
Carpenter, Ashley Terry
Cherry, James L.
Cipolla, Caesar Edward
Daverman, Herbert George
Ening, Roland James
Fellows, Rushia Glen
Fleishman, Maurice Harry
Giller, Charles
Gouvis, Arthur A.
Griffin, Donald K.
Hayward, Alan Lee
Hunt, David Nathanial
Johnson, Stanley W.
Krueger, Robert Henry
Leckman, John M.
Mahal, L. Kenneth
Mastin, Loren Everett
Nickels, Ernest Lee
Orcutt, Herman Lawrence
Orr, James Ritchie
Ottenheimer, John
Palafox, Frederick A.
Pansky, Stanley Howard
Pugh, David Arthur
Skadberg, Leif
Smith, Donald Eugene
Snyder, Daniel Ardellas
Stagliano, Francis Michael
Taylor, Robert John
Turek , Robert Ladd
Wade, William Benjamin
Wegleitner, Alphonse Lawrence
Williams, AudreyA-thur, Jr.

7025
7026
7027
7028
7029
7030
7031
7032
7033
7034
7035
7036
7037
7038
7039
7147
7040
7041
7042
7043
7044
7045
7046
7047
7048
7049
7050
7051
7052
7053
7054
7055
7056
7057

AGRICULTURAL ENGINEERING
Franzoy, Carl Eugene
Rice, Robert Cecil

CHEMICAL ENGINEERING
Glenn, John Harlan

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Adams, Charles MacLain
Almond, Rodney Mead
Booth, William R.
Brown, Charles Dargie
Carlier, Eugene N.
Clem, Carrell A., Jr.
Durnell, Jesse Owen
Fangmeier, Delmar D.
Farrer, Robert E.
Foreman, Hugh H., Jr.
Garber, J. Roy
Grant, Donald Wilson
Grusendorf, Henry Clay
Herkenhoff, Phillip Gordon
Jordan, Frank Edward
Lewis, Ezra Harold
Meldrum, John Valens
Moser, Theodore Harrison
Murphy, George Robert
Marquez, David J.
Nicklaus, Eldon Vonne
Rady, Joe James
Rikard, Kenneth Ray
Samples, Everett Ersel
Schafer, Richard Lewer
Sommerfield, William Vincent
Sykes, Robert Frank
Telfair, John S., Jr.
Williams, Laurens

7058
7059

7060

7061
7062
7063
7064
7065
7066
7067
7068
7069
7070
7071
7072
7073
7074
7075
7076
7077
7078
7079
7133
7080
7081
7082
7083
7084
7085
7086
7087
7088
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Barnett, Richard Dean
Butler, Thomas Alson
Bybee, Roger Wyett
Goldman, Norman Clifford
Hacker, Robert William
Helmick, John Charles
Hopkins, George Hamilton, Jr.

- - -Lash, Robert KOyal
Lewis, Rodney Byron
Lydick, Henry W.
Masson, Milton Michel, Jr.
Moses, Donald Wadia
Purdy, James Marion
Schick, Larry Lee
Schwartzer, Arthur Richard,

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING
Call, Richard Drake
Estes, Leon D.

GEOPHYSICAL ENGINEERING
Gallaher, Billy Jack

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Cislaghi, Daniel Paul
Tang, Roland

7089
7090
7091
7092
7093
7094
7095
7096
7097
7098
7099
7100
7101
7102

Jr. 7103

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
Holsclaw, Raymond H. 7109
Young, Hewitt Hartley 7110

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Brenna, Lloyd Jerome
Cowan, Armand Leon
Egilsrud, Philip E.
Purdy, James Marion
Steele, Richard Warren

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING

SANITARY ENGINEERING
Wilson, Jerry Charles 7117

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Ballard, Donald Sullivan
Baruch, Richard Michael
Birnbaum, Eugene David
Cole, Theodore Dow
Martin, Arthur Henry
Siebold, Eugene R.

GEOLOGY
Owens, Willard Glennon

ASSAYING
Garcia, Robert Galindo
Rochin, Carlos

7104 LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
7105 Beard, Caron Nathan

Carter, Robert Herrick
Cox, Howard L.

7106 Doyle, Gerald A., Jr.
Greene, Guy Shepard
Harlow, John Miller

7107 Larsen, William Martin
7108 Mlnarik, Ronald Joseph

Moline, Lawrence Reed
Moriuchi, Roy Shoji

Horst, William Edward 7116

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Gonzales that the following
_applicants for in -training certification, having completed all of this Board's

requirements, be granted registration and assigned the registration numbers as
,auicated. Motion carried.

ARCHITECT-IN-TRAINING
Davis, Richard Allen
Gilbertson, James C.
Harrington, James Edgar
Snider, James Edgar, Jr.
Zimmerman, Gail Paul
Zinkhan, Robert G., Jr.

7118
7119
7120
7121
7122
7123

7124

7125
7126

7127
7128
7129
7130
7131
7132
7134
7135
7136
7137

LAND SURVEYING
Beck, Ralph George
Booth, William R.

7111 Jasmann, Myron Gene
7112 McLain, Gordon Wallace
7113 Meldrum, John Valens
7114 Miller, Richard L.
7115 Rowe, James Herbert, Jr.

Smith, William Henry
Willis, Mather Lloyd

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING
80 Adams, William Pearson
81 Angelico, Salvatore Joseph
82 Brooks, Arthur Neal
83 Clark, Wayne Luick, III
84 Gantebein, Robert L, Jr.
85 Matsuda, Eugene S.

7138
7139
7140
7141
7142
7143
7144
7145
7146

775
776
777
778
779
780
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RAINING - Continuedgggg2gifI 781

New, Weston K.
Northon, Francis E. 782

overiS, mark Lucian 783
Selby, Garry J. 784
Spencer, Frank Addison, Jr. 785
Tanner, Stephen Leetham 786
Wilcox, Lynn Frederick 787
yamamoto, Richard S. 788
yaziji, Habib M. 789
Allen, M. G. 790

The Executive Secretary reported, for the information of the Board, the status of
the temporary certificates presently in force. Chairman Feldman presented for
discussion a report dated March 21, 1969, on the temporary certificates, Minute
page 2414, and at the conclusion of the discussion, Chairman Feldman directed
that this matter be forwarded to the Legislative Committee for consideration.

No report.

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE BUDGET COMMITTEE

i There was no committee meeting and report but the Executive Secretary was able to
inform the Board that the request for a supplemental appropriation in the amount

; of $7,900 had passed and was signed by the Governor as Chapter 46, Laws 1969.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #1

Chairman Cassidy reported on the actions considered by Grievance Committee #1
and their recommendations to the Board as were Minute Pages 2415 - 2427.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Dr. Newlin that Items one through five
of the report of Grievance Committee #1 be accepted and implemented by the Board
and investigation and action by the Executive Secretary and Assistant Attorney
General. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Dr. Newlin that Item six, letter from
Keller Engineering Company, be investigated by the Executive Secretary and Assistant
Attorney General and that they shall report to Grievance Committee #1 prior to the
next regular meeting. Motion carried.

Mr. Dryden reported hearing of a Sedona residence being prepared by Jean R. Driskel,
1327 Mt. View Ave., South Pasadena, California, and requested that the Executive
Secretary investigate and inform the California architect if a violation existed.
Chairman Feldman directed that the recommended action be taken.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #2

Copy of letter from Cain, Nelson, Wares, Cook and Swaim to the City of Tucson,
Minute Page 2428, was forwarded by Mr. Place for Board information and investigation.
It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the Executive Secretary
.7-nd Assistant Attorney General investigate Mt. Clyde Cook's action and report to
Grievance Committee #2. Motion carried.



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

All Board Members

Chairman of the Board

Temporary Certificates

0 (7.: • 1 1_ ;

DATE: March 21, 1969

It has come to my attention that in the past temporary certificates have
been issued to various applicants from other states and the Board had no
knowledge of construction costs of the project.

The Executive Secretary has, as per my instructions, been securing the
estimated construction costs covered by a temporary since February first,
and it is my belief that this policy should continue so that the Board
could inform, if required, to its Arizona registrants as to the amount
of work leaving the State through temporary certificates.

It is respectfully requested that the Board concur with this executive
action and instruct the Executive Secretary to continue securing data
as to construction costs covered under the temporary.

NRF/js



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman

Grievance Committee #1

Date: March 21, 1969

Grievance Committee #1 functioned this last quarter only through its Chairman
as the press of other scheduled meetings indicated an additional meeting
would not be advisable. Having reviewed as Chairman the complaints filed
with the office of the Board since last regular meeting, the following
recommendations to the Board are made in behalf of the Committee:

1. Complaint from Central Chapter, American Institute of Architects,
copy of letter attached, regarding a Mr. Joseph W. McShane, Jr.,
of Prescott, holding himself out as an architect. The information
provided was through the newspaper in Shaw Low, Arizona.

The Coumlittee should recominend to the Board that the Executive
Secretary and the Assistant Attorney General investigate this
person and if the allegation made can be substantiated, the
Attorney General be directed to file a complaint in the appropriate
civil court under A.R.S. 32-145.

2. Complaint from an unknown person in the form of a newspaper
clipping, copy attached, of January 16th, Mohave Miner, alleges
that a Harry Herman holds himself out to be an architect and
engineer of Holiday Shores, Inc., Bullhead City, Arizona.

The Committee should recommend to the Board that the Executive
Secretary and the Assistant Attorney General investigate this
person and if the allegation made can be substantiated, the
Attorney General be directed to file a complaint in the appropriate
civil court under A.R.S. 32-145.

3. Complaint from Gordon H. Long, registered Land Surveyor, #6713,
with the Tonto National Forest, copy of letter attached, alleges
that Robert L. Owen of Payson, not registered, is performing
land surveying. The drawing referred to will be passed around
at the meeting.

4.

The Committee should recommend to the Board that the Executive
Secretary and the Assistant Attorney General investigate this
person and if the allegation made can be substantiated, the
Attorney General be directed to file a complaint in the appropriate
civil court under A.R.S. 32-145.

The office of the Board received a drawing through the assistance
of a member for a residence in Sedona, Arizona, wherein the designer,
not registered, Douglas E. Perkins, has acquired a seal which would
indicate to the public that he is qualified to provide engineering
services and would appear to be in violation of A.R.S. 32-145.



Grievance Committee #1 - Continued

Drawing will be passed around at the meeting. Investigation
would be made to determine whether or not the offense took place
in Coconino or Yavapai County.

The Committee should recommend to the Board that the Executive
Secretary and the Assistant Attorney General investigate this
person and if the allegation made can be substantiated, the
Attorney General be directed to file a complaint in the appropriate
civil court under A.R.S. 32-145.

5. Attached to this report please find a contract for design,
engineering, drafting, and construction observation services on

Lot 4, Block 3, Havasu City, between Verne E. Dregoux, CSI, -
Carl Adam, S.E., hereinafter called the designer. This matter
is being investigated by the Central Chapter, American Institute
of Architects, and apparently Carl Adam of Foltz, Hamlyn and Adam
has disclaimed any knowledge of same. Mr. Dreagoux is a non-
registrant and it is rumored that he operates out of an office of
William F. Cody in Havasu City. The document attached would indicate
a violation of A.R.S. 32-145 in the case of the non -registrant and
and also other charges against Cody/Adam.

It is recommended to the Board that the Executive Secretary and
Assistant Attorney General investigate this person and if the
allegation made can be substantiated, the Attorney General be
directed to file a complaint in the appropriate civil court under
A.R.S. 32-145, and investigation conducted with the Central Chapter,
American Institute of Architects.

6. Attached herewith please find copy of complaint from Mr. William
Keller which should be discussed by the Board. Drawing referred to
will be passed around at the meeting.

It is respectfully requested that the report of Grievance Coimaittee #1 be
accepted and implemented by the Board.

Respectfully submitted,

Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman



‘Air -4)

THE CENTRAL ARIZONA ••• PHOENIX, ARIZONA
THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS 2720 NORTH SIXTEENTH STREET

January 8, 1969

Mr. Walter Edeiblut, Executive Secretary
Arizona State Board of Technical Registration
3550 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

TELEPHONE 279-2248

?he Executive Board of Central Arizona Chapter, MA, would like to
3all your attention to a newspaper article carried October 4, 1968,
in the White Mountain Eagle in which r. Joseph W. McShane, Jr.,
Prescott, was designated as "architect" for the White Mountain
United Methodist Church. The newspaper article is enclosed.

Although the newspaper may have erroneously designated him as an
"architect," we would like to have his status clarified as he may
be operating as an architect in violation of the state law.

3incerely,

Herbert W. Schneider, AIA
Secretary

HNS:cmc
Enclosure
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Show Low, Navajo County, Arizona 85901
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riday, October 4, 19G8

. . . . .

A TO -SCALE Model of the
,ch-school for the White IVIour,
has been prepared b y Joseph
chitect. Bids are being r e eiv
new church will be locagted
county building.

••proposed sanctuary and chur-
-Lain United Methodist Church
W . McShane, Jr. Prescott ar-
e d o n the construction of the !
o n a site i n back -of the city..

71, 4,••••••••-••••••,••••••••,
t •
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Thursday, January 16, 1969
Friday, Jail.

S r
t "I

Due t o the
area, Holiday
i n the process
capacity of its
system plant,
4133, i n the
development.

Cti
,:c

growth of the
Shores, Inc. i s
of doubling the
arobotic sewer

located i n tract
Holiday Shores

Harry Herman, architect and
- engineer on the Holiday Shores
staff, said that after completion
of the increase to the plant the
sewer system plant will pump

. approximately 40,000 gallons

?,f1

stated that the plant must b e
approved by the State Health
Department and that the water •
is chlorinated processed and i s
drinkable before entering the
Colorado River.

This i s the first of a series
of increases planned for the
sewer plant. Another 40,000
gallon capacity change will b e
made a s the growth i n the
area warrants it, according to
Herman.

of water a day. Currently the RAMMO•16111.061.10.2=0.63.....0,, , , , ..- . ' , ....."<.0.1..%
9

plant pumps 20,000 gallons of 0 Abbo't's i n :•cwilozez
water per day. Herman further .1 Furniture — Carpets

- Eric Allen, Michigan State Drapes
freshman halfback, carried the "FIRST" i n Lake Havasu City
football 71 times in his team's twoij,

0 AcC lio h Blvd. - 855-25741968 games with Notre Dame's
yearlings.

Swanson &Smoketree 855-2515

Ce pIete Line of Hardware, Garden Supplies,
Pcwts, Household Items.

A 7

I I



State Boa
Suite 4o8
3550 Nort
Phoenix, .

Gentlemen

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

FOREST SERVICE

TONTO NATIONAL FOREST
250 N . FIRST AVENUE ROOM 6208

PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85025

'

I N REPLY REFER T O 7150

AA
Ji-AN 11939

January 20 1969 STAL:' HLI)

rd of Technical Registration
, Guaranty Bank Building
h Central Avenue
Arizona 85012

Recently I was doing, some research on private surveys in the Payson
area. Mr. Charles H. Connolly furnished a survey plat that had been
made by Robert L. Owen of Payson. I could not find him listed as a
registered surveyor or engineer. When I inquired in Payson as to
his activities, local residents told me he did perforiii surveys for
hire.

I believe

Enclosure

that this matter should warrant the attention of the Board.

Sincerely,

//,/

Gordon H. Long )
7,e

Cadastral Surveyor (LS6713)
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i To Whom It

This
Dreasoux,
on ny beha
struction
3, Tract 2

Willi

October 28, 1968

May Concern2

letter shall be considered as authority for Verne E.
CSI. P.O. Box 1181, Lake Havasu City, Arizona, to act
if for the purpose of securing financing for the con;:,
of an apartment complex I have planned for Lot 4, Block
249, Lake Havasu City, Mohave County, Arizona,

am Haag

1202
Phoen

qorth Second Street #5
lx, Arizona 85004

P
L L Jn

MAR 3 1969
STATE133,U3 iffri;;;CAL RECISPA1111
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Yr. Willi1202a
North

phoenix, A

AGREEMENT
AFTER CALL
OWNER, for
tion servi
structed b
Mohave Cou

The follow

PHASE I

P.O. Pox 1181
Lake Havasu City, Arixona
October 28, 1968

TI Haag
Second Street #5
rizona 85004

3ETWEEN VERNE E. DREAGOUX, CSI,- CARL ADAM, S.E., HEREIN-
F,D THE DESIGNER, AND WILLIAM HAAG, HEREINAFTER CALLED THi,:
design, engineering, drafting and construction observa-
.;es relative to a multiple residential proposal to be con-
the Owner on Lot 4, Block 3, Tract 2249, Lake Havasu City,

lty, Arizona.

Ing services shall be performed by the Designer:

a. The design layout of all necessary structures, floor
plans, elevation, placement on the site and all other
considerations necessary for the proper function of the
development purpose shall be presented in preliminary
form after due consultation with the Owner.

b. Studies (Scale: 1/4" = 1'-0") shall be made in consul-
tation with the Owner for floor plan arrangement, ex-
terior elevations, material selection and site location
to determine the overall design concept.

c. Phase II shall not be started until the Owner approves
Phase I by signature appropriately afixed to said pre-
-' 'liminary studies.

PHASE II

a. Working drawings. shall be prepared after written order
from the -Owner to commence.

b. Working drawings shall consist:of.:.thefollowing:

Sheet A-1:
Sheet A-2:

Sheet A-3:
Sheet A-4:

Sheet A-5:

Sheet
Sheet
Sheet

Sh

A-6:
A-7:
A-8:

eet A-9:

Site Plan - General Notes
Floor Plan - Parking Structure, Laundry,
Bulk Storage
Floor Plan -Living Units
Interior Finish Schedule, Door Schedule,
Window Schedule
Large Scale Floor Plans, Bath Rooms and
Kitchens
Exterior Elevations
Interior Elevations
Finish Details, Foor Details, Window
Details
Finish Details



Sheet
Sheet
Sheet
Sheet
Sheet

Sheet
Sheet
Sheet

S-11
S-2:

S-5:

M-1:
M-2:
M-3:

Sheet E-1:
Sheet E-2:

Foundation Plan, Details
Floor Framing Plan, Details
Roof Framing Plan, Details
Structural Elevations and Details
Typical Details and Notes

Mechanical Site Plan, Notes
Floor Plan, Plumbing
Floor Plan, Air -Conditioning

Electrical Site Plan, Notes
Floor Plan, Electrical

1 , 4r1

0. Specifications shall be short -form detailing all materials
and equipment required for complete, accepta construction
of the Project. •

d. PHASE III shall not be started until the Owner approves
Phase II by signature appropriately affixed to said Work-
ing Drawings.

PHASE III

The

a. Preparation of all required bidding documents and obser-
vation and control of all negociations required to secure
acceptable proposals for the work.

b. Recommendation of technically proficient persons for
employment as supervisory personnel required for the
satisfactory completion of the Project.

c. Observation and control of the construction of the Project
preperation and approval of all payment requests during

• the construction period. Checking and authorization of
the use of all shop drawings and samples required for the
project.

d. Filing the NOTICE OF COMPLETION jointly with the Owner.

Owner shall assume all responsibility for the following;

a. Obtain, at the Owner's cost, a topographic and boundry
survey of the site showing one foot (1') contours at
1/8" = 1'-0" scale.

b. Assume direct costs of all printing of construction docu-
ments and preliminaries attributeable to the Project.

0. Assume direct costs for all necessary long distance tele-
phone calls directly related to. the Project.

d, Assume direct costs for Plan Check and Building Permit
Fees required for the Project.

II



Assume direct costs for :transportation, lodging and meals
directly attributeable to the Project when the distance
traveled, one way, is greater than sixty (60 miles from
the Designer's office in Lake Havasu City, Arizona.

nwner and the Designer further agree as follows:

METHOD

Major changes ordered by the Owner after the working
drawings have been started shall be paid for by the
owner at a rate of three (3) times the drafting costs
plus twenty-five dollars ($25.00) per hour for the
Designer's time. The Designer shall notify the Owner
of the approximate cost of said major changes before
the work is incorporated into the working drawings.

The drawings and specifications shall become the ex-
clusive property of the Owner and shall not be used
by the Designer on any other project.

It is understood that no Mechanial or Electrical Engineers
will be employed on the Project, except as specifically
required by Building Code or local ordinance.

It is understood that all work required for the Project
shall be performed in the Lake Havasu City office of the
Designer and that said work shall be open for review of
the Owner at any time.

It is understood that the Designer assumes no respon-
sibility for the accuracy of cost estimates on the Project.
Cost estimates provided by the Designer are not to'cbea-fide
considered as contractural agreements or bona -fide bids
on the Project or any part thereof.

OF PAYMENT FOR ABOVE DETAILED SERVICES

Upon execution of this agreement the Owner shall pay
to the Designer, in the form of a retainer, an amount
not less than one thousand two hundred fifty dollars
($1,250.00), of which two hundred fifty dollars ($250.00)
will pay for the topographic and boundry survey.

Upon completion and written approval of Phase I and prior
to the commencement of Phase II, the Owner shall pay to
the Designer and amount not less thannthree thousand
dollars ($3,000.00).

Upon completion of fifty percent (50%) of the working
drawings and specifications, the Owner shall pay to the
Designer andamount not less than four thousand four hundred
dollars ($4,400.00).

Upon completion of Phase II and approval thereof, the
Owner shall pay to the Designer and amount not less than
four thousand four hundred flinty -five dollars ($4,495.00).
Upon filing the NOTICE OF COMPLETION, the Owner shall
pay to the Designer the final payment or not less than

III
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three thousand dollars (#3,000.00) plus all direct costs
involved in the project as defined herein above.

The conditions and terms of this agreement being hereby made binding
parties whose signatures are affixed hereto below, execution

b
re all
i1 day Of ,1968./,-s performed this

For the OWNER

ITIIITam Haag

For the Designer:



KELLER ENGINEERING CO., INC.-CONSUL T I N G E N G I N E E R S

1528 EAST MISSOURI AVENUE + PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85014 + PHONE 277-7235

WILLIAM B. KELLER, P. E. - PRESIDENT

REGiSTERED - ELECTRICAL ENGINEER

December 16, 1968

State Board of Technical Registration
3500 North Central Ave. S-408
Phoenix, Arizona

Attn: Mr. Walter Edlebutt

Subject: Items for action by Grievance Committee and action by the State

Item No. . Employees of all municipalities are sworn t o uphold the laws of
the sovereign State of Arizona, and city governments cannot enact
laws that circumvent or overrule state statutes.

2. I f I understand the Registration Act, each registrant i s only
permitted t o practice i n his approved field of competitence.
Whenever a registered architect includes plans of a non -regis-
tered engineer and seals them he is guilty o f aiding and abetting.

All architects who have included electrical plans signed and
sealed by Carl Hadra Mechanical Engineer are therefore guilty of
this offense,

Guirey, Srnka & Arnold
Flatow, Moore, etc.
Wm. Lockard
Russell McCaleb
Daniel Brodsky
Wong Associates

and a long l i s t of others are guilty.

3. The City Plan Check Department has uncovered many sets of plans
that are i n direct violation or fail completely t o comply with
the accepted minimums of good engineering practice.

Drawings sealed with notes saying mechanical, electrical, and
plumbing by owner or contractors who are not registered are also
guilty o f encouraging malpractice and are definitely guilty of
aiding and abetting.

The electrical engineers have set up some minimum standards for
electrical plans which have been reviewed and accepted as guide
lines for basic requirements.

As an interested electrical engineer, I have been working closely
with the City on codes, standards, and revisions, and feel the
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Please let
for further

Very truly

1 6 L 6 & . ,
William B.

Plans and

rpro)
1.11Co`±X,

of Technical Registration
1968

following from a l is t of unsatisfactory plans should be reviewed
by the Board as a start.

These are logged i n at the City of Phoenix Plan Check by numbers:

NO. PROJECT ARCHITECT
6466 48 unit apartment bldg. John Hamilton
6565 115 unit apartment bldg. P. E. Buchli
6729 Robee's Restaurant Devenney-Stahm
6735 39 unit apartment bldg. Barrie Groen
6764 Ironwood Apartments George McGrath
6804 motel addition W. Witte
6875 32 unit apartment bldg. Barrie Groen

These can be reviewed ,t the City with Mr. Russ McDaniels, oritney can be removed r" o the Entire Grievance Committee meeting

by order from the Attorney General's Office. His staff repre-
sentative for the Board will take care o f this matter. I will
be happy t o assist you and the committee i n any way.

I submit a print o f the electrical drawings for Indian School
Parcel B 32 unit apartment engineered by Acme Electric Service
Co. and signed John B. Syers, Jr. The red marks are foom City
of Phoenix Plan Check Department.

Per the Attorney General's representative, this now is i n vio-
lation o f the latest statutes, and I suggest the Board investi-
gate and prosecute.

I submit my tracings for apartments at 919 Lemon Street i n Tempe,
and a copy o f the final plans submitted by the owner and Mr. Bil l
Meier which have been traced from my originals. The copied plans
have been modified to meet the owner's final requirements, and
we agreed t o make all of the changes, but one, using a common
conduit from meter panel t o serve two or more apartments. This
we said was contrary t o good professional design and installation
pr actice. This problem was resolved i n court t o that I was paid
for my services less attorney fees and court costs, so I s t i l l am
out approximately $350.00.

Mr. Meier copied these drawings without our knowledge or permission
and collected for his work. I was forced t o take legal action t o
be partially_paid for my time. Mr. Meier's license should be sus-

-:pended_Oliji/ he has compensated me for my costs and then the Board
can decide what further action i s necessary.

ne know what, i f any, action i s taken, and do not hesitate t o call me
assistance or information.

yours,

Keller, P.E.
ee.

prints i n separate packages.
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aichard fliggenbotham
Building Inspector •
City of Tucson
Tucson, Arizona
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Dear Dick:

I think you should be aware of the provisions of the
code of the State Board of Technical Registration, en-
closed.

- MT. Clyde Cook is practicing illegally as an architect
i f he offers services not .incidental to 'engineering. A
registrant who .assists him b y granting a i;uilding Permit
would be aiding and abetting.

We would appreciate your cooperation.

O r t J . Sw

"?. .
. 4..)C

CC: Verne Tregonis
Director o f Public Works

Mr. Lew Place
',4e-ber, q4-at- Bd. of Technical

Registration
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Mr. Vanlandingham reported
our new office, Suite 923,
satisfactory.

REPORT OF SPECIAL OFFICE PROCEDURES COMMITTEE

that as the members were well aware we had moved into
United Bank Building, which appeared to be most

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

The Executive Secretary presented for information of the Board Cash Flow Report #3,
Minute Page 2430, and indicated of our total 907 estimate for the fiscal year
1969 of $58,171 we had of this date collected as our 907 portion $52,734 and that
the prognosis for collection between now and July first were very good.

READING OF COMMUNICATIONS

Letter from Robert B. Rice, Sec.-Treas., North Carolina State Board of Registration
for Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors, regarding waiver of the professional
e:vmdnation was noted by the Board, Minute Page 2431.

page two of the Registration Bulletin, March, 1969, regarding decision of the Florida
Board was noted by the Board, Minute Page 2432.

Letter from City of Chandler regarding an opinion from their attorney, Mr. Walter
Reynolds, Minute Pages 2433, 2434 and 2435, was read to the Board as well as
letter, dated March 25th, from the Assistant Attorney General Joe Clifford,
Minute Pages 2436 and 2437. Discussion on these items indicated that the Board
should renotify all of the cities and towns in Arizona of the previous opinion
from the Attorney General's Office, #67-32-L of September 15, 1967. By direction
of the Chairman the Executive Secretary was instructed to recirculate the
aforementioned letter opinion of 1967 to all persons previously receiving same.

NEW BUSINESS

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Girand that the following meetings
be scheduled by the Architectural, Landscape Architectural, Engineering Evaluation
Committees and the Board for the dates and places indicated:

Architectural - May 19, 1969, Phoenix, Arizona

Landscape Architectural - May 20, 1969, Phoenix, Arizona

Engineering - May 21, 22 and 23, 1969, Phoenix, Arizona

Regular Board Meeting - June 27, 1969, Flagstaff, Arizona

The following meetings were scheduled by the appropriate committees for which Board
action was not required:

April, 1969, Engineering Examination Committee - April 11, 1969, 10:30 A.M.,
office of Dean Fahey, Tucson, Arizona

Conference by architectural members of the Board with unsuccessful applicants on
the Site Planning and Architectural Design examinations in December, 1968,
May 20, 1969, 7:00 P.M., in the Auditorium, United Bank Building, Phoenix



CASH FLOW REPORT - #3 )
Date: March 21, 1969

Aslarwe on Deposit as of July 1, 1968 - $20,187.87
Liance on Deposit as of Report Date - $72,619.77 Total Appropriated Receipts to Date
9- -4,0red Balance as of Report Date- $33,231.52 $52,734.00

Code

110

211

212

220

230

240

262

293

295

296

299

310

370

390

411

413

417

425

427

430

611

93o

995

Classification

Salaries

Other Current Expenditures

Postage

Telephone

Travel - State

Travel - Out of State

Professional Services

Equipment Maint. & Repair

Janitor Services

Railway Express

Annual Report

Miscellaneous

Office Supplies

Keys

Photographs

Rent - Office Equipment

Rent - Office

Rent - Other Offices

State Retirement

OASI

Subscriptions & Org. Dues

Office Equipment

Refunds

Revolving Fund

Personnel Commission

Amount
Appropriated

$25,600.00

$25,178.00

Total Spent
To Date

Balance for
Year

$19,199.88 $ 6,400.12

$ 1,853.47

824.85

1,657.59

581.35

-0-

93.97

66.16

18.67

814.70

4,121.54

3,221.24

6.40

36.87

65.52

3,524.76

80.00

853.28

495.20

1,131.40

-0-

99.00

550.00

67.50
$20,163.47 $ 5,014.53

TOTALS $50,778.00 $39,363.35 $11,414.65



1 December 1968

Order of the Board:—
instructed to announce that the Board will

IDT accept or consider requests for WAIVER of The
professional Examination - Part I (in Fundamentals

— • —:--)
i c t o

Eng1flem.6,
AFTER

1 MARCH 1969.
Respectfully

Robert B. Rice
Secretary - Treasurer

ION

SURVEYORS

1147) 4,-2
kl

George S. Rawlins, Chairman
Chilton R . Jones, Vice -Chairman
Robert B. Rice, Secretary -Treasurer
Ernest Elsevier
William N . Turner
Alonzo E . Little

VL j
r."

STATE BOAPia ETON
Pi--;VT.,'T!

On Order of the Board I am instructed to provide you with a copy of 2 c (4) of
the minutes of 4, 5 , 6 , and 7 December 1968 and today approved by the Board.
This has to do with the Waiver of the first-day of the Professional Examination
(Examina.tion I):

(4) Inasmuch as the Board office has been instructed to notify all
future Applicants for Engineering Registration concerning
Termination of the Waiver of Examination I and specifically
with regard to the Statute requiring all Candidates for Engineer-
ing Registration in North Carolina - including those from other
states who apply on a Comity basis - who file on and after
I March 1969 to stand the Complete Sequence of Examinations
(Examination I in Fundamentals, Examination II in Applied
Engineering, and Examination III the Oral Examination), the
following rules pertaining thereto were adopted by the Board:

RBR:mw
c

(a) A suitable Notice shall be included this year in the envelope
in which is enclosed each Registrant's 1969 pocket card;

(b) A suitable Notice shall be sent to all Chapters of NCSE,
PENC, and the technical societies in.North Carolina;

(c) A suitable Notice shall be sent to the Editor or Publication
Committee of the NCSE and the PENC publications;

(d) A suitable Notice shall be sent to each of the Colleges,
Universities, and Technical Institutes through their
principal executive officer; and,

(e) A suitable Notice shall be sent to all State and Territorial
Board Secretaries.

Res,pectfully submitt elN,

Robert B. Rice
Secretary -Treasurer
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?,e oed SdIeØ ead 'Wave - -
Colorado now ranks first among the states with

over 5000 registrants i n the density of engineers
for their population, with a population of 243 per
registrant. Massachusetts is second with 287, Okla-
homa third with 354, Oregon fourth with 374 and
Louisiana fifth with 392. You might suspect that
Henry Ochs of Colorado supplied the information.
He did.

The Texas State Board activity report last month
showed investigations into unlicensed practice
with 24 pending, 12 opened, 3 closed for a net of 33
left pending. Illegal use of seal one pending.
Revocation — one pending. Illegal use of Engi-
neer title — 130 pending, 16 opened, 19 closed, 127
left pending. Corporate name inquiry —33 pend-
ing, 10 opened, one closed, 42 left pending. Of the
total closed, 20 were closed by voluntary compli-
ance and seven closed due t o no apparent viola-
tion. In 1968 the closures included 24 pending
which were referred to the Attorney General, 91
were closed by voluntary compliance and 66 for no
apparent violation.

Michael Baker, Jr., President of the Pennsylvania
Board, will serve as a member of the task force on
transportation recently appointed b y President
Nixon.

Frederick H. Rogers, Sr., Chairman of the Mary-
land Board was recognized for meritorious service
to the engineering profession during Engineer's
Week 1969.

George J. Toman of North Dakota received the
Elwyn F. Chandler Award for 1968 for his con-
tribution to the advancement of the engineering
profession.

The Florida Board has announced a change in its
rules applicable to waiver of parts of the written
examination. Effective with the cut-off date for
the November 1970 examinations, the provision
for the waiver of the first day examination for
certain applicants in fundamentals will b e can-
celled. After that time all applicants will be re-
quired to pass the full 16 hour examination un-
less comparable examinations have been passed
in another state. After November 1970 n o emi-
nence applications will be considered.

The Commission on Engineering Education, Inc.
which was set up in 1963 thru the National Science
Foundation, and partly financed by NSF, has re-
cently become a unit of the National Academy of



City Of Chandler

Public Works Department

State Board of Technical Registration
State o f Arizona
Suite 408, Guaranty Bank Building
3550 N. Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012
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March 20, 1969

Attention: M. L. Vanlandingham, Chairman

Dear Mr. Vanlandingham:

Attached i s a legal opinion from the City's Attorney, Mr. Walter Reynolds,
indicating that, i n his opinion the State Law requires an Architects seal
on construction plans only on public building construction projects.

I t is my feeling that this i s not i n the best interests o f the citizens
of the State of Arizona, as chaotic and unsafe building construction will
result i f untrained people are permitted t o construct buildings, only
according t o their own personal desires and experience. As you know, most
building codes are enforced through the plan check proceedure as i t i s
impossible for building inspectors t o be on all construction sites for any
length of time. I f incomplete and inadequate plans are submitted, the
building inspection check will certainly be incomplete.

I f there i s any Attorney Generals opinion or Court decision which refutes
the City Attorney's opinion, I would be most anxious t o receive a copy
of this document. Also I would appreciate your comments, o r the boards
comments, concerning this problem.

Very truly your

Stuart K.K. Harrah,
Public Works Director

SKH/ek
Attach.



MEMORANDUM TO ZONING BOARD

from: City Attorney

Subject: Architectural Seals requirement

March 18, 1969

02 S

This Memorandum is in reply to the Memorandum Request dated March 11,
1969, from the City Manager relative to matters in connection with architectural

seals'

Under the law, there is no requirement that plans and specifications
be stamped. However, a registered architect or civil engineer is required to

stamp
his plans when he has finished them for his client. These seals merely

indicate the status of the individual who has prepared the plans and serve no
other purpose. Therefore, the mere fact that plans and specifications are sub-
mitted to someone which do not bear a stamp or seal is not significant, at least
as far as the person who is accepting the plans is concerned. With respect to
the person who prepared the plans and specifications, he might be in trouble
under the law for either failing to put his seal on the plans, or he might be
in trouble because he does not have a seal to put on the plans. That is, if he
has no seal, he is not a registered architect or engineer.

So it doesn't really make any difference whether the plans are stamped
by a registered architect or registered civil engineer, as far as the recipient
of the plans is concerned. It might be very significant, on the other hand, with
respect to the person who actually prepared the plans. A civil engineer certainly
is not allowed to practice architecture.

It follows, therefore, that the consequences of accepting plans which
are not stamped either by a registered architect or a registered civil engineer
creates no problems for the recipient, at least so long as the plans are not for
public work building or structures. Where the building plans are for private,
commeTcial and industrial developments, only the person submitting the plans could
be in trouble.

Ii

. not have

A, has no authority4
I , an a

rchitect

respect to the issuance of building permits, the building inspector
y to refuse plans, specifications, etc., simply because they do

_ or a civil engineer's seal on them. Under our present. or-dinances, and under the present law of the State of Arizona, municipal building

Our build
can only reject plans and specifications, etc., which do not conform to

uilding code. That is the scope of his authority, and he is not authorized

With reference to the second matter in the above mentioned Memorandum-
Request, there has been no recent opinions from the State Attorney General with
respect to this particular matter. There was an opinion issued some years ago,
but not pertinent to the particular questions asked here. There is also an o-
pinion by Mr. J. LaMar Shelley, General Counsel for the League of Arizona Cities
and Towns, on the question of the consequences of accepting plans and specifications
for public works projects not drawn up by registered architects and/or engineers.
Mr. Shelley was of the opinion that such plans and specifications could be accepted
although they could not be implemented by reason of the statutory prohibition

:gal:nst utilizing plans, specifications, drawings, etc., that were not done by aegistered architect and/or engineer.
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Ii
to reject plans and specifications on any other basis.

One possible exception, of course, would be in the field of public
orks• Under the law, a public works building must be wholly designed, etc., by
a registered Arizona architect. While the building official still would not have
the authority to reject the plans, certainly he could have some authority to hold
the matter up until it was ascertained whether or not the plans and specifications
were made by a registered Arizona architect. This does not mean, however, that
if the plans and specifications submitted met with the minimum standards of our
housing, building and other codes within the City, that he has the right to with-
hold his approval of same. Such approval can only be withheld by the City Council
acting with full knowledge that they could not construct a building that was not
designed by a registered Arizona architect.

I hope that this answers your questions.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Walter Reynolds

City Attorney



DEPARTMENT O F LAW
OFFICE OF THE

Nifornr- 6.rmeral
STATE CAPITOL

Plyronix4vrionzic 851:417

March 25, 1969

Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
Technical Registraticn Board
3550 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

0 12 4
GARY K. NELSON

THEATTORNEYGENEPAL

WILLIAM E. ELI BANK
CHiEF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL

I have reviewed a Memorandum to the Zoning Board, dated
March 18, 1969, prepared by the City Attorney for Chandler,
Arizona. The apparent conclusions of this Memorandum are
two -fold:

1. Registered professional architects and engineers
are not required to put their seal on plans and specifica-
tions except in the case of public works or buildings.

2. Municipal officials exceed their authority by
refusing to issue building permits unless the plans and
specifications bear the seal of registered professional
architects or engineers.

These conclusions are not in accordance with the law as it
has been consistently interpreted by this office.

A.R.S. § 32-125.B provides:

"Plans, specifications, plats or reports pre-
pared by a registrant or his bona fide employee
shall be issued under his seal."

Rule IV.2, Rules and By -Laws of the State Board of Technical
Registration provides:

"An imprint of the registrant's valid seal shall
appear on each and every sheet of drawings and on
the cover and index page of each set of specifica-
tions and/or reports or other professional docu-
ments prepared by a registrant or his bona fide
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Sincerely,

GARY K. NELSON
The Attorney General

r\

JOSEPH E. CLIFFORD, III
Assistant Attorney General

mi.. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
March 25, 1969
Page Two

employee. Superimposed over the imprint of the
seal shall be the original signature of the regis-
trant and the date indicated when the seal imprint
was signed."

With regard to the duty of municipal officials to enforce
seal requirements on plans, specifications, plats or reports,
enclosed is a copy of Attorney General Opinion No. 67-32-L
which specifically states that state and municipal boards

.and agencies are required by their oath of office to uphold
all of the laws of the State of Arizona, including the Tech-
nical Registration Act. The opinion concludes that the
Technical Registration Board may secure an order from the
Superior Court to enforce this compliance.

• Therefore, in view of the clear provisions of the statute
and previous written opinions from this office, I conclude
that plans, specifications, plats and reports prepared by a
registered professional architect or engineer must be sealed,
and that municipal officials are bound to enforce this require-
ment.

Finally, please note the general requirements of the Technical
Registration Act, specifically A.R.S. § 32-121, which provides
that no person may practice architecture or engineering unless
he is registered with the Board of Technical Registration,
except the limited circumstances described by A.R.S. § 32-144.
Persons violating the provisions of the Technical Registration
Act are guilty of a misdemeanor.

JEC:ell

Enclosure

CC: Mr. Stuart K. Harrah
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The Executive Secretary reported that the Western Zone of the National Council of
Examiners would hold their spring meeting on May 7-9, 1969, in Portland

ia.nd the National Council of Architectural Registration Boards would holdEollZ ie r
their annual meeting June 19-21, 1969, in Chicago, Illinois.

it was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Girand that those persons finding
it convenient to attend any of these meetings be authorized to do so. Motion

carried.

ADJOURNMENT

Chairman Feldman adjourned the meeting at 4:00 P.M.

(ThiM
Chairman

Secretary
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MINUTES OF THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

June 27, 1969

The meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration was called to order by
Mr. N. R. Feldman, Chairman, in the Business Administration Building, Room 164,
Northern Arizona University, Flagstaff, Arizona, at 9:10 A.M., June 27, 1969.

ABSENT
PRESENT
N. R. Feldman, Chairman
Lew Place, Vice -Chairman
M. L. Vanlandingham, Secretary
Earle M. Cassidy

C. W. Dryden
Walter J. Fahey
John Girand
Bennie M. Gonzales
charles W. Newlin
Joseph E. Clifford, III, Asst. Atty. Gen.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the minutes of the
meeting of the Board on March 28, 1969, be approved as presented. Motion carried

unanimously.

No meetings and no report.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the By -,Laws, Section I,
4. be amended to read:

4. Organization:

At the regular meeting of the Board in June of each year the Board
shall elect from its members a Chairman, Vice -Chairman and Secretary who
shall assume the duties of their office at the close of this meeting.
The Chairman shall, as soon thereafter as practicable appoint from among
the members of the Board the following standing committees: Executive,
By -Laws and Rules, Public Information, National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards, Budget Committee, Grievance Committee No. 1,
Grievance Committee No. 2, and such other committees as may be required
to facilitate the work of the Board.

Motion carried unanimously.

REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

Mr. Dryden presented the report of the Legislative Committee, dated May 2, 1969,
as shown on Minute Pages 2440, 2441, 2442, 2443, 2444 and 2445, on proposed

,,_anges to the present law. He advised that a joint committee of environmental
:sign professions consisting of representatives from the architectural, structural

gineers, ArOfeSSinnal .nricrinni,re ,nnc111Fina nnainarc landeramn Arrhitg,rtirral
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TO:

FROM:

State Board of Technical Registration

Legislative Committee

DATE: May 2, 1969

SUBJECT: May 2, 1969 Meeting of the Legislative Committee

The following members were present:

Charles W. Dryden, Chairman
John Girand
M. L. Vanlandingham

The Legislative Committee met May 2, 1969, in the office of the Board to discuss
items referred to them at the regular meeting of the Board held March 28, 1969,
and submit for the Board's consideration the following report on items discussed:

1. The Technical Registration Act should be revised to include a preamble
which states that this chapter is enacted for the protection of the public
health, welfare and safety.

2. Individuals, partnerships and corporations offering to practice as conFulting
engineers be qualified and secure certificates of qualification ar urrlish
evidence of financial responsibility before such certificate be

Committee felt that Arizona could consider qualifi'ea_Lc,n of the abc., e
oow presently done in the Florida statutes.

3. 1 oners be registered by this Board and appropriate exemp:ion.s
architects, engineers and landscape architects be included in A.R.S. 32-141.

0 .

- tonsideration of whether or not proficiencies of engineering be
and registrants be professional engineers be referred back to

foz its discussion and decision.

--:=e-r a discussion on temporary certificates, the Committee
item. be revised to require that a person receiving a temporary
---- -7e on file an application for permanent registration in Arisona. she

....... ee further recommended that the fees for tempo:ary certificates __a

-

- __-_ittee recommends that no action be taken to require persons iound
one misdemeanor charge be charged with a felony on second or

s -s-Ls•equent charges.
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7. The Committee recommends that regarding manufacturers' exemptions under
A. R.s. 32-144 be discussed further with the various professional societies
in Arizona for acceptable language and restricting manufacturers to in -plant
engineering only.

3. At the March meeting of the Board there was a summary of the Technical
Registration Act circulated to the members but no report was released by
this Committee. The Committee now recommends to the Board that this
summary of the Technical Registration Act, which may include recommendations
heretofore mentioned, be considered by the Board. The report, as amended,
reflecting the thoughts of this Committee, is as follows:

A.R.S. 32-101

Subparagraph 1.

Subparagraph 2.

Subparagraph 3.

Subparagraph 4.

Subparagraoh 5.

Subparagraph 6.

Subparagraph 7.

- No change

- Perhaps architects should have protection for site development
as related to buildings or structures as well as protection
from the additional use of any prefix or suffix to the word
architect or holds himself out as an architect except as defined,
i . e . , landscape architect in this Chapter.

- Architects-dn-Training should have a five year degree or
experience rather than four.

- No change

- No change

- No change

- Engineering requires definition to protect fro . Inclusion from
future splinterized categories, i . e . , landscape architecture,
and perhaps the engineering -land surveying relationship should
be formalized. (Committee recommends no actioh unless change
to professional engineer is authorized.)

Subparagraph 8. -No change

Su'r)paragraph S. - No change

Subparagraph 10. -No change

11. -No change

Sul-,paragraph12. -No change
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32-101 Cont'd 02442

ph13. - If in the second sentence after "shall not include the design",
the words "or location" were added, then perhaps this wouldSubparagre

clarify the architect -landscape architect relationship.

Subparagraph 14.

Subparagraph 15.

S 32-102

Subparagraph A.

- No change

- Perhaps it should be spelled out that no engineering is to be
performed by Land Surveyors.

- It was felt by the Committee that the membership of the Board
should be increased by one and that the Deans of the accredited
Engineering Colleges and the Deans of the accredited Archi-
tectural Colleges have the opportunity of serving alternately.
However, at no time should both serve from the same university.
Terms and schools should be alternated on a three year basis.

Subparagraph B. - Any changes in this section will be dependent upon any changes
in the above Section A.

A. R. S . 32-103

.Subparagraph 1. - No change

Subparagraph 2. - No change

Subparagraph 3. - Perhaps here it would be better that the engineer -architect
words were deleted and the sentence read "have had at least
ten years of active experience as attested by registration
under this Chapter."

Subparagraph 4. - No change

Subparagraph 5. - No change

A.R.S. 32-104 - No changes

A.R.S. 32-105

Perhaps it is best to have the annual election of officers changed to July and show
that :hey serve for one year. (Approved by the Committee) (No change of law i s

S 32-106

(This entire section referred back to the Board for discussion and decision, depends
Upon professional engineer.) The Committee makes no recommendation.
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A. 32-10 6 Cont' d

subparagraph A.

subPara rg aph B.

- No change

- Perhaps by deleting this paragraph in its entirety by sub-
stituting the following, in quotes, w e could accomplish
professional registration:

"The Board shall issue a certificate of registration to each
registered architect, assayer, professional engineer, geologist,
landscape architect and land surveyor, and shall authorize the
use of the title shown thereon."

Subparagraph C. - This section needs broadening and after the words "represented
at" delete through comma, and substitute National Councils
or organizations of proficiencies registered under this Chapter.

Subparagraph D. - No change

• Subparagraph E. - No change

A. R. S 32-107

Subparagraph A. - No change

. Subparagraph B. - Delete with no substitution.

A.R.S. 32-108 through A.R. S. 32-123 - No changes

A.R.S. 32-124 - Correct title to: Registration, examination and miscellaneous
fees.

Delete in its entirety and substitute:

The Board shall establish and publish in its rules a schedule of fees for applications,
examinations, temporary certificates and such other miscellaneous fees for services
rendered as required. The Board shall further publish in its rules the requirements
for receiving a temporary certificate.

A. R . S. 32-'25

SubParagraph A.- Delete in its entirety and substitute the Board shall adopt and
shall prescribe 'seals for the use of registrants who hold valid
certificates. Each seal shall bear the name of the registrant,
shall state the vocation, registration number and other such data
the Board deems pertinent. (Changes to this section depend upon
the decision of professional engineer.)
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graph B. - No change
su bpara

Subparagraph C.- No change

Subparagraph D.- No change

A.R.S. 32-126 - No changes

Subparagraph A. - No change •

subparagraph B. - No change

Subparagraph. C. Delete in its entirety and substitute the Board shall establish
the annual renewal fee for each proficiency registered under
this Chapter.

A.R.S. 32-128 - No change

A.R.S. 32-141 through 32-143 - No changes

A.R.S. 32-144

Make the present Section A. with the following changes:

Subparagraph 1. - No change

.Subparagraph 2. - No change

. Subparagraph 3. - No change

Subparagraph 4. - Ten thousand changed to thirty thousand and three thousand
to ten thousand.

Subparagraph 5. - No change

Add B. - The requirements of this Chapter shall not apply to the performance of

engineering work by a manufacturing or public service corporation or
by full time employees of any such corporation, provided such work is
in connection with or incidental to products., systems or non -engineering
services of such corporation or its affiliates. The terms products or
systems a s used in this subsection shall not include buildings, structures,
site development, transportation facilities, route design or location except
a s defined in Subparagraph A.5. (or other suitable wording).
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A.R.S. 32-145 - No change

A.R.S. 32-146 is automatically eliminated the 21st of June, 1969, and
following new section could become A.R.S. 32-146. The Committee refers

s section to the Board without recommendations:

Upon request of the State Board of Technical Registration, the Attorney
General shall apply to the Superior Court within the judicial district in
which a violation of any of the provisions of Sections 32-101 to 32-147
is alleged to have occurred for an order enjoining or restraining commission
or continuance Cf the acts complained. Thereupon the court shall have
jurisdiction of the proceeding and shall have power to grant such temporary
or permanent relief as it deems just and proper. In such proceedings it
shall be unnecessary to allege or prove that an adequate remedy at law
does not exist or that irreparable damage would result if such order were
not granted. The remedy provided by this section shall be in addition to
any other remedy provided by law.

If professional engineer is adopted under 32-106.B, the following is needed:

32-147

Persons holding a valid certificate of registration as a registered Professional
Engineer in a proficiency or branch of engineering recognized by the Board under
A.R.S. 32-106.B prior to the amendments to this Chapter shall become Professional
Engineers as defined in A.R.S. 32-101(6).

The Committee recommends to the Board the acceptance, implementation of this
report and, the continued liason between the Board and the professional societies
in proposing changes to the Statutes.

Respectfully submitted,

. Dryoen, airman
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and American Institute of Planners societies were meeting for the purpose of
making changes to our present law and composing specific wordings to present

to the Legislature.

Regarding A.R.S. 32-102.A of the report, Dean Fahey discussed with the Board
his contentions of the ex -officio member.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Girand that the Legislative
Conmlittee Report of May 2, 1969, be accepted. Motion carried unanimously.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dean Fahey that this report be
implenented. Motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Girand stated the Legislative Committee would be available at a convenient
time to both to discuss these specific words with the representatives of the
joint committee of environmental design professions.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Dryden that these specific changes
be presented to the Board at their next meeting in September. Motion carried

unanimously.

The Chairman instructed the Executive Secretary to reproduce the report of the
Legislative Committee and forward to all of these various groups by certified

mail.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Dean Fahey that the registration in
the engineering proficiencies be changed to registration as a Professional
Engineer only and such be recommended to the societies. Motion carried unanimously.

REPORT OF TUE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES

Dr. Newlin presented the Engineering Evaluation Report meeting of May 21, 22 and
23, 1969, shown as Minute Pages 2447, 2448 and 2449.

It was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the above report of
the Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and implemented by the
Board. Motion carried unanimously.

It was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. Cirand that the grades for the
April, 1969, examinations be certified, as shown on Minute Pages 2450, 2451, 2452,
2453, 2454, 2455 and 2456. Motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Gonzales presented the Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting report of
May 19, 1969, shown as Minute Pages 2457 and 2458.

It was moved by Mr. Gonzales and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the above
report of the Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and
implemented by the Board. Motion carried unanimously.

Itf Is moved by Mr. Gonzales and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the grades
e June, 1969, architectural examinations be certified, as shown on Minute
_rages Z459, 2460 and 2461. Motion carried unanimously
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DATE: May 23, 1969

TheEngineering Evaluation Committee met on May 21, 22 and 23, 1969, in Phoenix,
Arizona, with the following members present:

Walter J. Fahey
N. R. Feldman
Charles W. Newlin

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

The following applicant requested reconsideration and the Committee
recommends that the Board reaffirm its previous action of holding him
for Parts 3 and 4 of the written examination:

I.

Stockton, Paul 68-175 Mechanical Engineer

II. The following applicants were held for the April, 1969, written examinations
at the March 28th Board meeting. They were required to appear for their
personal audience at this meeting which they satisfactorily completed:

Groh, John Eliot 69-39 Mechanical Engineer
Peterson, Harlow Ross 69-45 Electrical Engineer
Wdstein, Lawrence J. 69-40 Civil Engineer

III. An evaluation of the following applicant determined that he needed to demonstrate
his proficiency by written examination, as indicated below, and to appear for his
personal audience at the next evaluation meeting:

IV.

V.

December, 1969, examinations:

Avery, Russell 68-332 Civil Engineer Parts 1, 2, 3, 4
Avery, Russell 68-333 Land Surveyor Parts 1, 2, 3, 4

The following applicant appeared before the Comillittee and requested that his
1111a-

application be withdrawn, and it is recommendation of this Co ittee that his
application be denied without prejudice and refund:

Ramsey, George W. 68-339 Structural Engineer

The following applicant appeared before the Committee and the evaluation of his
application determined that he should be denied for lack of experience under
A.R.s. 32-123.A with the refund as shown and the additional years of experience
required follows the refund amount:

DeLuca, ROCCO ninuanni AQ-111 Plg‘rtriral Rno-inepr Ain_nn 4 yparR
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VII.

VIII.

A- va1uatiofl of the following applicant determined that he should be denied
VI. for lack of experience under A.R.S. 32-123.A with the refund as shown and the

additional years o' experience requiren iollows Lue reiuuu amount.:

Burden, Thomas Emory 68-243 Civil Engineer $10.00 4 years

An evaluation of the following applicant determined that his application
should be denied as evidenced by replies received from referencesprovided
by the applicant with the refund as shown:

Thompson, Robert George 68-249 Civil Engineer $10.00

The following
the Committee
Arizona under
registration:

applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
that they are fully qualified to receive registration in
A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126 are hereby recommended for

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Banks, Harvey 0.
Barksdale, Robert P.
Bohannan, Jerry Ray
Brown, Patrick Leland
Cully, George H.
Dering, David A.
Ehrlich, David Ronald
Frankian, Richard Tibbetts
Frederiksen, Harald Dixen
Gittner, Glenn Robert
Cladding, Raymond Daniel,
Goff, Ralph Emery
Kok, Hans Gebhard
Matotan, William Ivan
Moffatt, John Gray
Rhea, Joseph Richard
Riddle, William Lee
Roblez, Victor
Ruth, Leo William, Jr.
Schmied, Jose D.
Steiner, Wesley Elwood,
Stephens, Arthur John, III
Sterling, Donald Everett
Symonds, John A.
Waddell, Richard James
Wilhelm, Frederic Dezso

68-367
68-364
68-344
68-351
68-365
69-54
69-75
68-357
68-373
68-316

Jr. 69-18
69-58
69-49
68-369
68-371
69-62
69-70
69-81
69-68
69-67

Jr. 69-50
69-17
69-55
69-73
69-71
69-59

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Almond, Raymond Gordon,
Avery, Henry Charles
Holleman, Robert Wood, Jr.
Sturges, John William
Walton, Robert Edward

GEOPHYSICAL ENGINEERING
Sturgul, John Roman

Jr. 69-64
69-105
69-72
69-78
69-126

69-28

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
Bushman, Howard L. 68-314

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Orcutt, Richard Laurence
Troxler, Joseph Roland

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Bitzer, Edmund Conrad

GEOLOGY
Sheridan, Michael F.

LAND SURVEYING
Basnett, John Jacob
Rattray, Thomas Frank

69-51
69-74

68-363

69-65

68-356
69-60

The following applicant having appeared before the Committee on November 22, 1968,
satisfactorily completed his personal audience, and as evidenced by the passing
grades in Parts 3 and 4 of the structural engineering examination, certified at
the March Board meeting, it is recommended he be granted registration as a Civil
Engineer:

Harris, Michael Emery
69-118
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X•
The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence
of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that
these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

ADPlicants held for the December 1969, written examinations:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Albertson, Leland Clayton, Jr.
Webb, Paul Thomas, Jr.

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Moore, Burney Joe
Seach, Robert Richard

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Rogers, William Brant

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
White, Daniel D.

ASSAYING
Williams, James Arthur

69-6,9
68-345

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

69-43 Parts 1, 2, 3, 4
69-66 Parts 3 and 4

69-37 Parts 1, 2, 3, 4

69-47 Parts 3 and 4

69-38 Parts 1 and 2

LAND SURVEYING
Courtright, Donald E. 69-34 Parts 1, 2, 3, 4
Jones, James David 69-123 Parts 1, 2, 3, 4
Torres, Alfonso 69-77 Parts 1, 2, 3, 4

The Committee recommends to the Board that recommendations I through X of this
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

1 1 0 1 4 )
Charles W. Newlin, Chairman
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Name1°' Part PartAGRICULTURAL ENGINEERING Part Part

IV Passed

*67-268 Anderson, Paul William Ex Ex 82 70 3,4

milliam Gerald P 90 82 3,4
*0-229• MatIoLA.,

Moore, Robert E. Ex Ex P 70 44

CIVIL ENGINEERING

*68-132 Bonhorst, Leonard W. Ex Ex 72 80 3,4

68-246 Cammarata, Larry Charles P P F 71 4

68-33 Clouser, Kenneth L. P P F P

63-489 Delaney, John Leo Ex Ex F p

67-41 Deskins, John Wesley P P F P

68-24 Doolittle, Russell C. Ex Ex Ex F

68-266 Frazier, Wilfred D. Ex Ex F F

68-221 Friedson, Harvey p P F F

*67-316 Hardt, August V.,Jr. P P 80 P 3

*68-161 Herp, James Donald Ex Ex 88 P 3

468-274 Iannella, George C. Ex Ex F 70

67-286 Kienow, Paul Edward P P F P

* 68-368 Kmetty, Geza E. Ex Ex 80 90 3,4

67-247 Lowe, Archie Benjamin Ext. Ext. F F

368-159 Mundinger, Thomas M. P P 78 F

67-322 Newton, Thomas Monroe P P F P

68-75 Ohnesorgen, William B. Ex Ex F P

67-142 Ong, Benjamin Wah P P F , P

68-171 Rushton, Donald P. Ex Ex F F

68-184 Saldamando, Mario B. P P F P

68-343
Saunders, J. Sidney Ex Ex

Ex Ex
68-277 Scavo, Anthony
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NameNo. Part Part Part Part

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Cont'd. I II III IV Passed

68-275 Schultes, Joseph Vincent p P F F

68-178 Scott, Charles Dee P P F 80 4

* 67-274 Sheldon, William Paul Ex Ex 76 P 3

61-96 Smith, Robert H. P P F P

* 68-34 Steele, Travis Carleton P P P 100 4

68-264 Stramandinoli, Francis E. Ex Ex F F

67-257 Vezzetti, Michael J. Ex Ex F P

69-40 Wetstein, Lawrence J. Ex Ex F 90 4

* 67-266 Wilson, Sammy Love Ex Ex 70 P 3

61-113 Wittman, Joseph M. Ex Ex

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

* 68-265 Battistelli, Joseph John P

* 67-275 Buchanan, Robert Neal** P P 77 100 3,4

66-260 Day, David S. P P P F

68-140 Dubin, Thomas Ex Ex F 85 4

67-301 Jarman, Charles Duayne P p 73 F 3

* 69-35

* 68-111

68-224

69-36

69-45

* 68-341

* 68-187

Kuhler, Dennis George Ex

Magee, Darel Gene Ex

82 80 3,4

Ex 73 90 3,4

Ex 74 P 3

Murphy, William Patrick Ex Ex

Ossanna, Angelo Vigilio Ex Ex 73

Peterson, Harlow Ross Ex

Shaver, John Wesley

Thompson, Wilbur Gerald

Ex

Ex F 90 4

Ex 70 90 3,4

Ex 75 P 3

** Credit on Part 4 of this exam given on his Mechanical as it was the same exam.
..ENGINEERING SCIENCE

67-50 Aadland, Donald Ingvald
Ex Ex
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Name

No.

yENGINE

65-229 Blain, John

68..21 Cantrell, Harvey Glenn

66-239 Collon, William P. Ex

66-295 Evans, James Marshall Ex

68-226 Fowler, Kenneth Evans Ex 1.

gA..18 Hamlin, Claude W. Ex
V.., - -

68-25 Horne, William Henry

67-129 Howard, Robert L. Ex

65-250 Kleiner, Frank Edward Ex

67-183 Lansdon, Horace Greeley, Jr. Ex

66-144 Minter, Charles Bernard Ex

67-132 Ryan, Seymour William Ex

67-53 Simonson, Lee Idor

Part

Ex

Part Part Part
II III IV

Ex

Ex

Ex

Ex

Passed

Ex F 90 4

Ex

Ex

Ex

Ex

Ex

Ex

67-73 Turner, John McLean, Jr. Ex Ex Ex

67-154 Webb, Nelden J. Ex Ex F 70 4

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING

68-94

68-270

* 68-127

68-83

Bialkowski, Michael

Brooks, Wahner Emalus

Johnson, Iver C.

Smith, William Joseph

Ex Ex 70 F 3

Ex Ex

Ex Ex 83 P 3

Ex Ex

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

68-19

67-12

68.148

67-167

Benson, John Paul P P P F

Brooks, Philip Benjamin Ex Ex F F

Carson, Alan Barrow Ex Ex P 70 4

Clayton, Orley John F F F 70 4



53

65-39

* 68-23

* 68-122

* 69-39

67-211

68-117

* 67-44

* 68-99

* 67-86

* 68-35

NagleNo•
tzligJE.S.21_221.0111aU22 22aLLL

Dandl, Frank

Part Part Part Part
I II III IV Passed

Ex Ex F 70 4

Dow, Richard Allison P P P 70

Gass, C. Bernard, Jr. Ex Ex P 80 4

Groh, John Eliot Ex Ex 72 80 3,4

Hatch, David Jenner Ex Ex 76 F 3

Lette, LeRoy Leland Ex Ex F P

Malley, Richard Joseph Ex Ex 70 P 3

Owens, Francis Leslie,Jr. Ex Ex P 70 4

Palmer, Stewart Richard Ex Ex 73 P 3

Plott, Julian Lamoine P P 76 P 3

65-169 Wellington, Charles K.

4

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING

68-145 Senior, Franklin C. Ex Ex

MINING ENGINEERING

* 67-297 Allen, William Richard Ex Ex 78 P 3

* 68-177 Beling, David Coates P P 72 80 3,4

* 68-311 Bissett, Alexander Forbes Ex Ex 70 80 3,4

PETROLEUM ENGINEERING

68-155 Brent, Kelly Ex Ex

SANITARY ENGINEERING

* 69-41 Klock, John Weston
Ex Ex 88 90 3,4
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Name

l a .
Part Part Part Part Part part

-r -r TTT 1-xy l v raac e nuSTOGTURAL ENGINEERING 1. .L.t. .L.L1 1 V v

233 Harris, Michael Emery Ex Ex P P P

V 1 ...

* 68- 8 4 6

68-315 Johnson, Robert Willis Ex Ex Ex Ex 8 9 F 5

66-301 McCollom, James Leon Ex Ex F DNA P DNA

68-232 Sheydayi, Esfandiar Yury P P F P P P

66-42 Womack, Luther Dale P P P P P F .

* 68-182 LoBiondo, Donlon

Part Part Part Part
I I I I I I IV Passed

7 0 7 0 99 9 5 1,2,3,4

LAND SURVEYING

* 66-128 Baldwin, Troy L .

68-374 Beene, John Martin

68-154 Bellows, Floyd Franklin

7 4

7 0

7 0 7 4

* 68-14 Lenderking, Carroll Milton, J r . 7 0

* 68-88 Mataya, William P . Ex Ex 7 3 7 4

68-370 Olmstead, Ronald Glenn 7 3

1

2,3

1

7 0 1,4

68-50 Stratton, David Andrew

68-281 Talbow, William Thompson 7 1

* 68-378 Wier, Michael Paige

1

4

3,4

7 1 8 4 8 5 8 2 1,2,3,4

ENGINEER- IN -TRAINING Grade

69-2 Afari, Manuchehr

68-1
ISAJUULL JOUR

69-15 Bolster, Paul D.

69-30 Bond, Gerald Earl

69-22 Brannin, Richard Edward

69-3 Bufkin, William John,

69-39 Clemmens, William B.

7 5

7 6

9 6

8 0

9 4

7 8



Matsumura, Melvin

Medcalf, William Edwin, Jr.

59-32

69-17

69-42

68- 64

68-20

69-18

69-1

69-4

No. Name

IN_TRA1N11

Courtney, Edward John

Cont id. Grade

82

Davis, Douglas Lee

Dillon, Fermen L.

Fay, James W.

Gerstberger, Richard LeRoy

Gilbert, Robert Leroy

Green, Donald E.

Hackman, David Brent

85

84

70

77

73

68-89 Hauskins, John B., Jr. 70

69-41 Healey, David Carl 90

68-60 Helseth, Charles A. S., II

69-21 Hood, Douglas E.

69-33 Howell, George D. 87

68-29 Jordan, William Derryl, Jr.

68-58 Kimmel, Richard J.

66-7 King, Glenn E., Jr.

68-37 Knight, John Steven 90

69-14 Lafrenz, James Lee 70

69-36 LaJeunesse, Thomas J. 86

69-24 Lantzer, Edwin Lee 80

69-26 Lee, Jeffrey Yee 87

69-5 Lowrance, Kenneth Foster, II

66-44 McCassalin, Wade L.

69-23 McKee, Henry Stewart
79

697 McKenneY, William Robert 88

68-71

69..ik
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69-25 Mullinix, Stanley Roland

Nazaroff, Gregory James
67- 75

Grade

78

73

69-29 Nunez, Louis P., Jr.

68-80 Paez, Antonio Contreras

69-38 Ramsower, David Charles 74

69-37 Ramsower, Sandra Lea

69-28 Reed, Jack C.

69-6 Reeves, Gary Ray 74

68-49 Schneider, Gary A.

69-35 Schoenherr, Roger E. 72

69-9 Shafer, Edward M. 84

69-19 Soto, Edward M.

68-93 Stout, Donald Clinton

75

71

87

71

70

69-34

69-43

69-31

69-20

69-10

69-40

69-13

69-11

67-9

Troyer, Brian Marshall

Veres, David R.

Waitt, Terry Lee

Whitaker, Richard Dallas

Wilson, Michael J.

Wilson, Weston Wendell

Wood, William F.

Woolery, Robert C.

Zaleski, Robert J.

a21422LatIETBAINING

69-2

6Q_
- ' - 4 King, Fredrick L.

69-3

Chitwood, John Stephen,Jr.

Wood, William R.

Part Part
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DATE: May 19, 1969

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

The Architectural Evaluation Committee met on May 19, 1969, in Phoenix, Arizona,
with the following members present:

N. R. Feldman
M. L. Vanlandingham

State Board of Technical Registration

Architectural Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and
satisfied the Committee that they are fully qualified, including the
treatise on lateral forces, to receive architectural registration in
Arizona under A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126, are hereby recommended
for registration:

I.

Angel, Herbert Walter 69-93
Biddle, Robert Guy 67-311
Dura, Arthur Urben 69-113
Earl, Clair Philipp 69-96
Frost, Walter H. 69-149
Galbraith, John Franklin 69-97
Gessel, Henry Brandt, Jr. 68-353
Gingold, Benjamin Allen, Jr. 69-94
Johnson, Frederick Arthur 69-115
Kublicki, Tadeusz J. 69-99
Looms, Peter 69-138
Maurer, Edward Joseph, Jr. 68-327
Musson, Noverre 69-16
Pink, Paul Markus 69-101
Reddemann, Arthur 0. 68-231
Wischmeyer, Kenneth Edward 68-297
Wong, William 69-61

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while
completing the personal audience interview, need demonstration of
additional evidence of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is
recommended to the Board that these individuals be held for the written
examinations indicated:

Lplicants held for the June, 1969, examinations

Berg, George Juris 69-95 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Metzger, Henry George, Jr. 69-100 C,D,E,F,G,H,I



The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and met all
other requirements of this Board, shall be granted registration after they
have submitted a satisfactory treatise and problem:

Davison, Allen Lape 59-9
Gathers, Charles Edward 69-2
Junge, James Sadler 68-309
Mathews, Edward James 69-103

The Committee recommends to the Board that Recommendations I through III of
this report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

Bennie M. Gonzales, thai
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ARCHITECTS

name

67-85 Aros, Bernard Anthony

67-62 Aye, Maung Khin F F 7 5 F F P F E

69-95 Berg, George Juris 8 6 F F 79 8 8 8 4 8 1 C,F, G, H, I

John Anton P F F P P P P67-103 Berg,

63-290 Brown, Gordon Valiance P P F P P P P

P*67-80 Bucher, Helmut P p 7 5 P P P E

*68-118 Burr, James George P P 8 0 P P P P E

68-318 Campisano, John Francis F F 8 0 8 0 F 77 F E,F,H

65-34 Ceton, Raymond Wallace P P F P P P P

*68-38 Chase, Melvin Gale P 7 5 7 5 P P P P D, E

63-36 Cole, Theodore Dow P P F P P P P

*68-109 Cook, Richard E . p p 75 p P P P E

*68-32 Cooper, John Sherman P 7 5 p p P P P D

68-59 de Blas, Romualdo Jose P F P P P P P

*68-199 Diethelm, Jerome Kirtley P 8 0 P P P P P D

68-210 Edelblut, Walter Joseph,Jr. P 8 0 F P P P P D

68-76 Edgar, Cleworth Barlun 7 8 F 8 0 P P P P C, E

*68-126 Frankeberger, Robert Russell P 8 0 7 5 P P P P D,E

*66-249 Gabriel, Joseph M. P 75 7 5 P P P P D, E

ti
S

ite

C,-Z. 1).0. ) LI-I tkO.

C.) '7:3 P 0 9:3

-‹ PI M PA PC1

E F G H I Passed

67-38 Gomez, Robert 79 I

*67-212 Hanson, Richard Charles P P 7 5 P P P p E

*67-156 Henschied, Ronald Peter P 7 5 P P P P p D

66-250 Hermann, Frank Josef

-•

7 5 p D
Johns, Lloyd Lee
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Name

*68-11

68-325

*68-41

*66-253

67-278

66-203

67-133

1 67-81
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Passed

--W-31 Johnson, Donald Harold F 75 F F F F F D

65-94 Kennedy, Bernard Thomas P P P P F P P

69-13 Lembke, Alfred 0. F F F 76 F 84 81 F,H,I

*67-82 Leonard, Robert Brooks P 75 P P P P P D

1,67-6
Mangino, Michael Wayne P P 7 5 P P P P E

67-117 Martinson, Gudmund P 75 F P P P P D

69-100 Metzger, Henry George, Jr. 82 80 78 F F 85 76 C,D,E,B,I

*68-271 Mosher, Charles Andrew P P 80 P P P P E

P 80 P P 78 P P D,G

81 F F 83 F 79 87 C,F,H,I

P 75 P P P P P D

P 75 P P P P P D

P F P P P P P

P P P P F P P

P F F P 76 P P G

F F F P F P P

65-108 Thurman, Edward Adair P F F P P P P

67-209 Tremoulis, John P P P P F P P

67-244 Wilhelm, George Richard P F 75 P F P p E

66-199 Wonsley, Ronald Clayton F P P P F P P

*67-48 Zeaman, Andrew N. P 75 P P P P p E

Nardini, Matteo

Nemtin, Stephen Maurice

Reese, David Nels

Rossland, Willis Dean

Roth, Howard Kellogg

Shimels, Thomas Anthony

Slayter, Dale W., Jr.

Tachuk, Donald M.

ARCHITECT-IN -TRAINING
• Name Passed

Buchanan, Carl, Jr.

Cornoyer, Jeffrey M.

80 75 77 C,G,I

84 79 85 C,G,I



69-10

*69-4

*69-1

69-2

*69-6

*69-7

*69-8

ARCHITECTS-IN-TRAINING

Name

Craig, Robert A.

Gay, Gordon Harlan

Hoagland, George Coleman

Hopper, Albert Nelson,

Johannsen, Robert W.

Miller, Gantt William

Verga, W. David

75

82

Jr.

83

80

77

75

83

82

80

75

80

81

81

82

81
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Passed

C,G,I

C,G,I

C,G,I

C,G,I

C,G,I

Tr. Vanlandingham presented the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Coumdttee meeting
report of May 20, 1969, as shown on Minute Pages 2462 and 2463.

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Gonzales that the above report of
, the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and implemented by

t:
the Board. Motion carried with one opposing vote.

It was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. Place that Rolf Olaf Osland, Landscape

f, Architectural Applicant #69-7, referred to the Board in the above report, be denied
for lack of experience under the Grandfather Clause with a refund in the amount of'1

Mr.Mason J. Toles, landscape architectural applicant No. 68-323, requested reconside

Mn Place and seconded by Mr. Girand that the previous action of the Board holding hi

$HLCR). motion carried unanimously.

of ale Board's action taken in May,se?.Minute Pages 2464 and 2465, and it was moved by

for the full examination be reaffirmed. Motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Mason J. Toles, landscape architectural applicant No. 68-323, requested reconsideration
ofthe Board's action taken in May,se Minute Pages 2464 and 2465, and it was moved by
Mn Place and seconded by Mr. Girand that the previous action of the Board holding him
for the full examination be reaffirmed. Motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Franklin D. Boxberger, landscape architectural applicant No. 69-91, requested
reconsideration of the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee's recommendation
that he be held for the full examination, see Minute Pages 2466 and 2467. It was moved
bby Dean Fahey and seconded by Mr. Girand that the Board reaffirm the action recommended
y the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee on this applicant. Motion carried
unanimously.

was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the following applicants
Board be denied for failure to complete the written examinations as required by the

within a reasonable lenght of time. Motion carried unanimously.

Conley, Don H.
Correll, Charles A.

Fox, Harold Larry
Franquero, Ronald Adolph
Guild, Kirke L.
Jones, Robert Raymond

68-13
67-73
68-107
68-6
68-34
67-279

(Continued

Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Electrical Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Electrical Engineer

on Minute Page 2468)



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

02462
DATE: May 20, 1969

The IAndscape Architectural Evaluation Committee met on May 20, 1969, in Phoenix,
Arizona, with the following members and representatives of the field of Landscape
kralitecture present:

N. R. Feldman Wayne 0. Earley, Landscape Arch. Consultant
Bennie M. Gonzales A. Wayne Smith, Landscape Arch. Consultant
M. L. Vanlandingham William N. Walton, Landscape Arch. Consultant

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

I. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
the Committee they are fully qualified to receive registration in Arizona
under A.R.S. 32-123.A, A.R.S. 32-126 and A.R.S. 32-146, are hereby recommended
for registration in Landscape Architecture:

Baron, Glen Leland, Jr. 69-83
Bowlsby, Robert M. 69-108
Brierly, Cornelia 69-90
Eatherly, Charles Ray 69-85
Flynn, James T. 69-5
Foye, William Joseph 69-151
Laos, Hector Elias 68-338
Mitchell, Hugh S. 69-44
Snyder, Arthur Jack 69-112
Via, John Thomas, Jr. 69-114

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence of
their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that
these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

ADIJlicants held for the June, 1969, written examinations:

Toles, Mason J.
Winkelman, Russell Deane

68-323
69-29

Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6
Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6

6*-P- 3P-------2i eldfol. r the December, 1969, written examinations:

Boxberger, Franklin D.
Brooking, Joan S.
Wheat, James K.

DI]

69-91
69-82
69-87

Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6
Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6
Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6
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15.

IV.

The following applicants appeared before the Committee and requested that
their applications be withdrawn and it is the recommendation of the Committee
that they be denied without prejudice and refund:

Lindlan, James Farrell 69-92
Nelson, William Bradley 69-116
Sholder, David 69-89
Welch, Wallace Edward 69-106
Williamson, James R. 69-107

The following applicant having been given an opportunity to submit a new
affidavit under the Grandfather Clause, see Minute Page 2393, is referred
to the Board for action:

Osland, Rolf Olaf 69-7

The Committee recommends to the Board that recommendations I through IV of this
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

Vanlandingham, Oplairman
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1708 W. Eva Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85021
June 4, 1969

State Board of Technical Registration
3850 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Gentlemen:

On October 29, 1969, in conformance with Rules and Regulations
adopted by the Board pursuant to authority of Section 32-106, Arizona
Revised Statutes, 1956, amended April 1956 and March 1968, 1 submitted
application and fee for registration as a landscape architect.

In consonance with provisions of Section 32-146, referenced
code, and confirming data submitted with my application, it is difficult
for me to understand why my 35 years of experience in the field of land-
scape architecture does not qualify me for registration under Section 32-
146 without further examination.

On March 12, 1969, after an unavoidable wait of three hours
past the hour of my appointment, I was granted a three minute audience
with your Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee. At this time
the Committee requested additional references which I submitted.

Your letter dated May 23, 1969, now states that under the rules
of the Board, adopted December 13, 1968, applicants must comply with
Rule IIA, Examinations.

Thirty landscape architects were granted registration without
examination under Section 32-146 in September and December, 1568.

My application was in your hands well in advance of your
December 13, 1968, ruling.

Your ruling on my application, at this late date, cannot but
appear to me to be arbitrary and capricious and a circumvention of the
intent and purpose of the "grandfather clause", Rule 32-146.

This becomes particularly germane when one notes applicants
granted registration whose education is no greater and experience far
less than mine.

Some who have become registered under 32-146, have the same
mixed bag of landscape architectural experience, tied to contracting
and other allied fields as I have.

Had registration not been granted to those whose experience
inc_ided that which was acquired in the allied fields cited, it is
likely that registration would have been limited to a handful rather
than to 30 individuals.
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In the very brief discussion I had with the Evaluation
Committee in March, heavy stress, possibly upon advice of advisory
members of the A.A.L.A., appeared to be placed upon pure design for
fee, as a dominant criterion of acceptability for registration.

: respectfully call your attention to Section 32-101 Defini-
tions, paragraph 13. This states, in part, "...or responsible super-
vision in connection with the development of land and incidental water
areas where, and to the extent that the dominant purpose of such ser-
vices is the preservation, enhancement or determination of proper land
uses, natural land features, ground cover and planting, naturalistic
and esthetic valves, the settings and approaches to buildings, structures,
facilities or other improvements, natural drainage and the consideration
and determination of inherent problems of land relating to erosion, wear
and tear, light or other hazards.", etc.

It is respectfully requested that my application for registra-
tion be re-evaluated and that I, like some 30 others who preceded me,
be registered without examination, under the provisions of 32-i46.

Yours very truly,

Mason J. Toles
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June 19, 1969

Mr. Walter Edelblut, Secretary -Director
Arizona State Board of Technical Registration
Suite 923, United Bank Building
3550 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

0246'

FERGUSON ASSOCIATES

2641 EAST BUCKEYE ROAD
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85034
TELEPHONE 267-0694

ARCHITECTS
ENGINEERS
P LA NNERS

A. E . FERGUSON: - - - - - - -

LARRY G. MORRIS -------- P.E.
HUGO A. OLSSON, JR. A.I.A.
W,LLIAM A . BLACK_ P.E.
DEAN D . MOODY -------- P.E.
CARL H . BILLINGS --------P.E.

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

On the 20th day of May, 1969, the Landscape Architectural
Evaluation Committee advised me t o take the examination for
Registration on the basis that one of the references used on my
application did not recommend me for registration.

1 have reviewed the application f i le and would like for you t o
send three letters t o the same firm of Nelson, Haley, Patterson and
Quirk to help the board judge my qualifications for registration.

References: Vern Nelson, William Patterson & Willard Quirk
2021 Clubhouse Drive
Greeley, Colorado 80631

Also please send reference letters to:

William Black, Hugo Olsson, Larry Morris, John Stansel
2641 East BucKeye Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85034

All of the above persons are well qualified t o judge my qualifica-
tions for registration and are principals of large engineering,
arcnitectural and planning firms.

During the past nine years the majority means of my livelihood
has been derived by the practice of landscape architecture as defined
in paragraph 13, section 32-101 of the Code of the State Board of
Technical Registration.
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Arizona State Board of Technical Registration
June 19, 1969
Page Two

I t has been diff icul t for me t o understand why the Evaluation
Committee does not feel that I am qualified for registration and would
be pleased t o meet with the Board or supply the Board with any additional
information t o help them t o become fully satisfied with my qualifications.

Very/truly yours,

FB:en Franklin Boxberger



II14

King, Lawrence S., Jr.
Larsen, Donald James
manight, Thomas E.
Neahr, James L.
Pfabl, Alfred E.
Riddle, Donaldson M.
Taspern, Walter Ralph
DNmsend, William E.

,a- VV-are to be denied without prejudice and refund at their request.

unanimous ly.

Hathaway, Lincoln Louis
Kershaw, Charles V., Jr.
Nevin, Andrew Emmet
Nickels, Ernest L.

65-284
68-30
66-143
68-26
68-47
68-21
68-96
67-82

moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Dr.

68-257
68-334
68-376
69-30
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Civil Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Civil Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Civil Engineer
Engineer -in -Training

Newlin that the following applicants
Motion carried

Civil Engineer
Landscape Architect
Geologist
Landscape Architect

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the following
applicants for professional registration having completed the personal audience
and all other requirements of this Board be granted registration and assigned
the registration numbers as indicated. Motion carried unanimously.

ARCHITECTURE
Angel, Herbert Walter
Biddle, Robert Guy
Dura, Arthur Urben
Earl, Clair Philipp
Frost, Walter H.
Galbraith, John Franklin
Gessel, Henry Brandt, Jr.
Gingold, Benjamin Allen, Jr.
Johnson, Frederick Arthur
Rublicki, Tadeusz J.
Looms, Peter
Maurer, Edward Joseph, Jr.
Musson, Noverre
Pink, Paul Markus
Reddemann, Arthur 0.
Wischmeyer, Kenneth Edward

Wong, William

AGRICULTURAL ENGINEERING
Anderson, Paul William
Matlock, William Gerald
Moore, Robert E.

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Banks, Harvey 0.
Barksdale, Robert P.
Bohannan, Jerry Ray
Bonhorst, Leonard W.
Brown, Patrick Leland

CullY, George H.

Dering, David A.

7168
7169
7170
7171
7172
7173

7174

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Continued
7148 Ehrlich, David Ronald
7149 Frankian, Richard Tibbetts
7150 Frederiksen, Harald Dixen
7151 Gittner, Glenn Robert
7152 Gladding, Raymond Daniel, Jr.
7153 Goff, Ralph Emery
7154 Hardt, August V., Jr.
7155 Harris, Michael Emery
7156 Herp, James Donald
7157 Kmetty, Geza Emmerich
7158 Kok, Hans Gebhard
7159 Matotan, William Ivan
7160 Moffatt, John Gray
7161 Rhea, Joseph Richard
7162 Riddle, William Lee
7163 Roblez, Victor
7164 Ruth, Leo William, Jr.

Schmied, Jose D.
Sheldon, William Paul

7165 Steele, Travis Carleton
7166 Steiner, Wesley Elwood, Jr.
7167 Stephens, Arthur John, III

Sterling, Donald Everett
Symonds, John A.
Waddell, Richard James
Wilhelm, Frederic Dezso
Wilson, Sammy Love

7175
7176
7177
7178
7179
7180
7181
7182
7183
7184
7185
7186
7187
7188
7189
7190
7191
7192
7193
7194
7195
7196
7197
7198
7199
7200
7201
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ELECTRICA1Almond, Raymond Gordon, Jr.

Mal, Henry Charles
Battistelli, Joseph John
Buchanan, Robert Neal
Holleman, Robert Wood, Jr.

Kuhler, Dennis George

magee, Darel Gene
Sliver, John Wesley
Sturges, John William
Thmpson, Wilbur Gerald
Walton, Robert Edward

GEOPHYSIGAI ENGI
Sturgul, John Roman

TRLENG E NG
Bushman, Howard L.
Johnson, Iver C.

LiEgiAZZAL ENGINE
Buchanan, Robert Neal
Carson, Alan Barrow
Dow, Richard Allison
Gass, C. Bernard, Jr.
Groh, John Eliot
Orcutt, Richard Laurence
Owens, Francis Leslie, Jr.
Plott, Julian Lamoine
Troxler, Joseph Roland

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Bitzer, Edmund Conrad

7202
7203
7204
7205
7206
7207
7208
7209
7210
7211
7212

7213

MINING ENGINEERING
Allen, William Richard
Beling, David Coates
Bissett, Alexander Forbes

SANITARY ENGINEERING
Klock, John Weston

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Harris, Michael Emery

GEOLOGY
LoBiondo, Donlon
Sheridan, Michael F.

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
Baron, Glen Leland, Jr.

7214 Bowlsby, Robert M.
7215 Brierly, Cornelia

Eatherly, Charles Ray
Flynn, James T.
Foye, William Joseph
Laos, Hector Elias
Mitchell, Hugh S.
Snyder, Arthur Jack
Via, John Thomas, Jr.

7216
7217
7218
7219
7220
7221
7222
7223
7224

LAND SURVEYING
Basnett, John Jacob
Lenderking, Carroll Milton,
Mataya, William P.
Rattray, Thomas Frank

7225 Wier, Michael Paige

7226
7227
7228

7229

7230

7231
7232

7233
7234
7235
7236
7237
7238
7239
7240
7241
7242

7243
Jr. 7244

7245
7246
7247

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the following applicants
for in -training certification having satisfactorily completed the written examination
be granted registration and assigned the registration numbers as indicated. Motion
carried unanimously.

ENGINEER-IN -TRAINING
Afari, Manuchehr
Bolster, Paul D.
Bond, Gerald Earl
Brannin, Richard Edward
Bufkin, William John
Clinger, Robert C.
Erwin, Richard Kent
Fay, James W.
Hackman, David Brent
Herz, Robert Thomas
Lafrenz, James Lee
Lantzer, Edwin Lee

!cKenneY, William Robert
Maria, Charles E.

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING - Continued
791 Medcalf, William Edwin, Jr.
792 Mullinix, Stanley Roland
793 Rambo, Steven Lee
794 Rice, Garry W.
795 Shafer, William H., Jr.
796 Veres, David R.
797 Vlastelich, Rudolph John
798 Whitson, Kent Allen
799 Wilson, Michael J.
800 Wilson, Weston Wendell
801 Forstie, Douglas Arthur
802 McAnally, William H., Jr.
803 Bernal, John M.
804 Maucher, Lawrence Edward

805
806
807
808
809
810
811
812
813
814
816
817
818
819



It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Girand that the following applicants

4 Ifor

il mober

in -training certification having been certified by the Deans of the College of
, Engine:ria_rsigi under Rule II:C.5, be granted registration and assigned the registration

ndicated. Motion carried unanimously.

,
I wemeyer, Peter M. 815

Miller, Robert John 820

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE

The Executive Secretary reported on his and Dean Fahey's attendance at the Western
Zone Meeting of the National Council of Engineering Examiners held in Portland,
Oregon, as shown on Minute Pages 2471, 2472, 2473 and 2474.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the above report be
accepted as submitted. Motion carried unanimously.

REPORT OF THE BUDGET COMMITTEE

Mr. Cassidy, Chairman of this Committee, submitted the report of the budget for
Fiscal Year 1969-1970 and the proposed budget for Fiscal Year 1970-1971.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Gonzales that the Budget report,
as shown on Minute Pages 2475 through 2493, be accepted except for the part
referring to the Investigator be deducted and forwarded to the State Budget Director
prior to September 1, 1969. Motion carried unanimously.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #1

Mr. Cassidy, Chairman of this Committee, submitted the report on the investigation
of complaints since the March, 1969, Board meeting.

awes moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Girand that the report of
Grievance Committee #1, as shown on Minute Pages 2494, 2495 and 2496, be accepted.
Motion carried unanimously.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #2

No meetings and no report.

REPORT OF SPECIAL OFFICE PROCEDURES COMMITTEE

The Executive Secretary requested direction from the Board regarding the release
of public records. It was the consensus of the Board that the Board's records could
be made public, however, if an applicant or registrant wished to review his file,
all papers not submitted by the applicant would be removed.

Vanlandirgiam reported there was now a State Agreement with Xerox Corporation
rentals of a Xerox machine at a savings to all State agencies. It was moved by

Mr.._ iVanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Girand that we rent a Xerox machine, Model 660,
if t meets with the approval of the Finance Department. Motion carried unanimously.

(Continued on Minute Page 2497)
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ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

DATE: June 13, 1969

TO:
All Board Members

Executive Secretary

SUBJECT: Western Zone Meeting of N.C.E.E.

Dean Walter Fahey and the Executive Secretary attended the Western Zone meeting
of the National Council of Engineering Examiners in Portland, Oregon, on
Nay 8th and 9th, and all of the states of the Western Zone were present as well
as Dr. Sams, President George Branigan, Leo W. Ruth and Harry Rodman of
National Council of Architectural Registration Boards accompanied by Peter
Loret of Educational Testing Service.

Considerable discussion was carried on the first morning concerning the
E.I.T. 7undaMentals of Engineering examination and the possibility of making
at least four hours objective type examinations, similar to those used by the
National Council of Architectural Registration Boards. The Educational Testing
Service procedures on preparing, evaluating and conducting objective type
examinations were thoroughly explored, and, it might be said, these discussions
were the highlight of the meeting.

In discussing the December, 1968, Fundamentals examinations, it was reported
that approximately 707 passed after the Boards raised the basic cut-off score
or 647 before any adjustments 'of the final percent passing. Eighty-four
percent had ECPD degrees and of the remaining 167 without ECPD degrees, 37%
were non -graduates. It was noted that the Boards raised the raw scores
approximately 107..

It was resolved at this meeting that reconhaendations would be made to use
the Educational Testing Service Fundamentals examination for the first four
hours starting April, 1971, and the earliest release date would be the third
Saturday in April. It was further recolamended that the various Boards provide,
when requested, problems of the objective type for use in this examination.

The locations of future meetings of N.C.E.E. and the Western Zone are as
follows:

1969 Annual
1970 Spring
1970 Annual
1971 Spring
1971 Annual
1972 Spring

Meeting - San
Zone Meeting -
Meeting (50th
Zone Meeting -
Meeting - San
Zone Meeting -

Antonio, Texas
Salt Lake City, Utah
Anniversary) - Chicago, Illinois
Seattle, Washington

Juan, Puerto Rico
Alaska

Cop_es of the reports submitted by Orley Phillips on Uniform Laws and Procedures
azd George Sutton on Code of Conduct of Professional Engineers are attached.
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All Board Members
western Zone Meeting of N.C.E.E. - 2 - June 13, 1969

on was held on a model law for professional engineers and land surveyors
previously been circulated by N.C.E.E. It was resolved at thisIT037tinis hiad

meeting that there should be a model law prepared, one for engineers, two
for engineers and land surveyors, and three separately for land surveyors.

The Friday morning report of T. J. McClellan on professional registration and
engineering technology was submitted as a basic assimilation of material for
his final report to be submitted later.

The meeting adjourned at Noon, May 9, 1969.

WJE/js

Attachments



O. 2473
NATIONAL COUNCIL. O F ENGINEERING EXAMINERS

couNoti... or, THE 5 4 BOARDS O F cNGIN RNG EXAMINERS" F THE. UNITED STATES

FORMERLY NATIONAL COUNCIL OF STATE EOARGS OF ENGINEERING EXAMINERS

ADDRESS r:EPLY TO

910 - 15th Street, Suite 700
Denver, Colorado 80202

THE COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM LAWS AND PROCEDURES INTERIM REPORT
April 24, 1969

On October 3, 1968 questionnaires were mailed to all member boards
of the National Council of Engineering Examiners requesting information which
would allow the up -dating of the 1958 issue of Digest of Court Decisions con-
cerning the registration of engineers and surveyors. This first mailing was
followed up with two additional mailings to those slow in replying.

As of this date, April 24, 1969, replies have been received from all
but four boards: Canal Zone, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Guam. Twenty-
one boards returned information on court actions and attorney general
opinions which affect the registration laws under the jurisdiction of these
boards. The balance of the boards replying stated that•no court actions had
occurred which would affect their registration laws.

The information received is now being processed and i t i s hoped that
this work may be completed in sufficient time to allow for printing and
distribution at the Annual NCEE meeting in August.

Respectfully submitted,

The Uniform Laws and
Procedures Committee

B y -
Orley p7.-' 13hillips, ChairAan
A. C. Crymble
F. B. Liquin
P. G. Ellis
G.A. Vacca
F. J. Toner
E , H. Young
R . G . McLendon
G . J . Geisser



CODECF CONDja ENGINEERS

Fundamental Principles of Professional Engineering

Ethics
The Engineer, to uphold. and advance the honor and dignity
the engineering profess;on and in keeping with high stand-0f

ardsof ethical conduct:

Will be honest and impartial, and will serve with devo-
tion his employer, his clients, and the public;

IL Will strive to increase the competence and prestige of
the engineering profession;

III Will use his knowledge and skill for the advancement of
human welfare.

Relations With the Public

1.1 The Engineer will have proper regard for the
safety, health and welfare of the public in the per-
formance of his professional duties.

1.2 He will endeavor to extend public knowledge and
appreciation of engineering and its achievements,
and will oppose any untrue, unsupported, or exag-
gerated statements regarding engineering.

1.3 He will be dignified and modest in explaining his
work and merit, will ever uphold the honor and dig-
nity of his profession, and will refrain from self-
laudatory advertising.

1.4 He will express an opinion on an engineering sub-
ject only when it is founded on adequate knowledge
and honest conviction.

1.5 He will preface any ex parte statements, criticisms,
or arguments that he may issue by clearly indicat-
ing on whose behalf they are made.

Relations With Employers and Clients

2.1 The Engineer will act in professional matters as a
faithful agent or trustee for each employer or client.

2.2 He will act fairly and justly toward vendors and
contractors, and will not accept from vendors or
contractors, any commissions or allowances, di-
rectly or indirectly.

2.3 He will inform his employer or client if he is fi-
nancially interested in any vendor or contractor, or
in any invention, machine, or apparatus, which is
involved in a project or work of his employer or
Client. He will not allow such interest to affect his
decisions regarding engineering services which he
may be called upon to perform.

2.4 He will indicate to his employer or client the ad-
verse consequences to be expected if his engineering
judgment is over -ruled.

2.3 He Will undertake only those engineering assign-
rnpro-. • . . .wnicn he is qualified. He will engage or

As ratified by a majority of Registrants resident in
the State of Nevada January 2, 1966 as provided
in NRS 625, 140, O24 '4

advise his employer or client to engage specialists
and will cooperate with them whenever his em-
ployer's or client's interests are served best by such
an arrangement.

2.6 H e will not disclose information concerning the
business affairs or technical processes of any pres-
ent or former employer or client without his con-
sent.

2.7 H e will not accept compensation—financial or
otherwise—from more than one party for the same
service, or for other services pertaining to the same
work, without the consent of all interested parties.

2.8 The employed engineer will engage in supplemen-
tary employment or consulting practice only with
the consent of his employer.

Relations With Engineers

3.1 The Engineer will take care that credit for engi-
neering work is given to those to whom credit is
properly due.

3.2 He will provide a prospective engineering employee
with complete information on working conditions
and his proposed status of employment, and after
employment will keep him informed of any
changes in them.

3.3 He will uphold the principle of appropriate and
adequate compensation for those engaged in en-
gineering work, including those in subordinate ca-
pacities.

3.4 H e will endeavor to provide opportunity for the
professional development and advancement of en-
gineers in his employ or under his supervision.

3.5 H e will not injure maliciously the professional
reputation, prospects, or practice of another en-
gineer. However, if he has proof that another en-
gineer has been unethical, illegal, or unfair in his
practice, he should so advise the proper authority.

3.6 H e will not compete unfairly with another en-
gineer.

3.7 He will not invite or submit price proposals for
professional services, which require creative in-
tellectual effort, on a basis that constitutes com-
petition on price alone. Due regard should be
given to all professional aspects of the engagement.

3.8 H e will cooperate in advancing the engineering
profession by interchanging information and ex-
perience with other engineers and students, and
by contributing to public communication media,
to the efforts of engineering and scientific societies
and schools.



TO:

FROM:

ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

Budget Committee

Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman

02475

DATE: June 10, 1969

SUBJECT: Budget for Fiscal Year 1969-1970 and Fiscal Year 1970-1971

There follows a breakdown prepared by the Executive Secretary showing
the subsection allocations of our appropriations for Fiscal Year 1969-
1970 which totals $63,820.00. The breakdown indicates that we may again
be short in the amount of money required if the annual report is published,
and, while, at this time, the estimated receipts equal the appropriated
expenditures, the receipts must be re-evaluated prior to approaching
the Legislature for supplemental appropriations in 1970.

Regarding the budget for Fiscal Year July 1, 1970 to June 30, 1971,
the Executive Secretary has prepared 12 pages of preliminary budget
study which we must digest and recommend to the Board for action at its
regular meeting the type of budget we propose to submit by September 1,
1969.

After our meeting of June 26th, we will recommend to the Board our
decision on the attached memos from the Executive Secretary.

Respectfully submitted,

7/-
Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman

Attachments
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June 12, 1969

To: State Department Heads

From: Robert L. Lawless

Subject: Appropriations Report, 1969-1970

!,

L L i
1969

Enclosed is the copy of the sheet pertaining

to your agency for fiscal 1969-1970. The

purpose is to show briefly legislative intent

and considerations in developing the final

approved amounts.

In some instances an additional five per cent

was granted for personal services. This was

not mandated across the board. Hopefully, the

funds would be used to provide salaries as

consistent as possible with the salary scales

that have been or will be adopted.

In a few instances, little comment has been

made on agency appropriations since the line

item categories are self explanatory.

If there are questions that have not been

covered in the etclosed material, the staff

will be glad to answer them.

a
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OP TECHNICAL REGISTRATION -Bpersi. of Technical Registration Fund

1967-68 Uo. 1968-69 No. 1969-70 No.
Actual Pos. Est. Pos. Approved Pos.

Xsonal Services $ 22,600 3 $ 25,600 3 $ 31,680 4

Existing PersonnelNew Personnel (26,880)
( 4,800)

professional Services 2,074 1,000

Travel - State 2,896 3,500 3,500

Travel - Out State 2,040 2,500 1,780

Current Fixed Charges 6,226 7,100 9,300

Other Current Expense 12,943 11,778 16,560

Capital Outlay 43

Refunds 245 300

TOTALS $ 49,067 $ 50,778 $ 63,820

PERSONAL SERVICES

The 1969-70 appropriation allows an additional clerical position at a cost
of $4,800. A five per cent salary increase was made available for other
emiaoyees.

104 ======



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION 02479
FISCAL YEAR 1969-1970

Est. Exp.
Can Pa

Est. Exp. Total Total
Unable to Pay Approp. Est._Exn.

35.C .VICESExecutive Secretary

Office Manager

Secretary I
secretary II

'TOTAL

---j151-91\17
These services are used are
required by nature of complaint
filed with the Board. May re-
quire prof. investigators,
foundation reports & fees for
professional witnesses & court

reporter costs

TOTAL

VEL - STATE

$15,750.00
6,090.00
5,040.00
4,800.00

$31,680.00 - 0 -

$ 1,000.00 - 0

Attendance by mbrs. &employees at
out of Phoenix Bd. meetings 2 per yr. $ 1,000.00

Attendance by mbrs. living out of
town at Phoenix Board mtgs. 2 per yr. 300.00

Attendance by mbrs. at special Bd. or
mum. meetings in Phoenix or Tucson

8 per yr.
Travel by exec. sec. on Board business
in Ariz. & exams, conferences w/Board
mbrs. & visitation with registrants

Travel by investigators, Bd. mbrs. or
employees on complaints

TOTa

O F A V E L STATE

8169-NCEE Annual Meeting - San
Antonio,Tex. - 4 das., 2 people

2/2C-WcARB Annual Conf. - Boise,
Idaho - 2 das., 1 person

5/70-NCEE Western Zone - undecided
_location - 2 das., 2 persons

$31,680.00 - 0 -

$ 1,000.00 - 0 -

$ 3,500.00 - 0 -

700.00

1,200.00

300.00

$ 3,500.00 - 0 -

$ 560.00

295.00

467.00



Est. Exp.
Can Pa

Est. Exp.
Unable to P

Total
Aooro

(1' 1' 0
Total

Est. Ex

7 STATE - Continued

"
vol Annual Meeting

Viv-0--- 4 das., 1 person
sass.

TOTAL

- Boston,

Rent - Suite 923
FOASI & Retirement
Rent - Equipment (Postage Meter)
Insurance (Bldg. & Equip.)

Dues & Subscriptions
Arizona Republic
Ariz. Legislative Review

N.C.E.E.
N.C.A.R.B.

SUBTOTAL

Dues 7 W.C.A.R.B.
Rent - Other Offices

:ITAL - Estimated Expenses

RRENT EXPENDITURES - OTHER

Postage
Telephone & Telegraph
Maintenance & Repairs
Cleaning & Waste Removal
Office Supplies
Const. & Maint. Supplies
Photographs
Railway Express
Miscellaneous (grading, etc.)

SUBTOTAL

Annual Report

TOTAL - Estimated Expenses

GRAZ TOTAL

Deficit (Estimated)

$ 468.00

$ 1,780.00

$ 5,629.00
2,761.00

100.00
25.00

24.00
6.00

480.00
275.00

$ 9,300.00

$ 2,600.00
1,600.00
200.00
75.00

4,500.00
50.00
100.00
50.00

6,000.00

$15,175.00

$62,435.00

- 0 -

$ 347.00
100.00

$5,000.00

$ 1,780.00 - 0 -

$ 9,300.00

$16,560.00

$9,747.00

$20,175.00

$5,447.00 $63,820.00 $67,882.00

$4,062.00



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

ESTIMATED RECEIPTS

1969-1970

wamAL FEES
Prior registrations

New registrations

Subtotal Renewals

APPLICATION FEES

TD4PORARY CERTIFICATE FEES

DOMINATION FEES

°TERMISCELLANEOUS FEES

- TOTAL - 10070' FEES

10% General Fund

90% Available Funds

0 a

Collected to Date Estimated Receipts
May 9, 1969

$ 42,483

42,483

10,005

3,550

6,972.50

641.93

$ 63,652.43

6,310.36

$ 57,342.07

1969-1970

$ 42,500

3,500

46,000

12,000

4,000

9,500

$ 71,000

7,100

$ 63,900
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Preliminary Budget Study
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1 July 1970-30 June 1971 02484
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TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

DATE: May 15, 1969

Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman, Grievance Committee #1

Executive Secretary

Investigation of Complaints

The Executive Secretary and Assistant Attorney General, Mr. Joseph Clifford,
spent April 23rd and 24th in Mohave County investigating complaints referred
to the Board by Grievance Committee #1.

As directed by the Board, the Executive Secretary and Assistant Attorney
General were to investigate and file a complaint with the appropriate
county attorney if a violation existed.

1. The Executive Secretary and Assistant Attorney General visited with
Mr. Harry Herman who was alleged in the Bullhead City newspaper
as being architect and engineer for Holiday Shores, Inc., of Bullhead
City. The visit with Mr. Herman indicated that he was preparing plans,
however, were unable to determine the value of the construction costs
in the instances checked. Mr. Herman is a very fine draftsman and
appears well -versed in the field phases of architecture, and, when
informed that perhaps he should apply for architectural registration
assuming he could prove eight years of experience of a character
satisfactory to the Board, he seemed delighted to do so. Mr. Herman
was thoroughly briefed on the Technical Registration Act and informed
that future reports to the Board alleging violations of the Technical
Registration Act would result in misdemeanor charges being filed
against him.

2.

It is the recommendation of the Assistant Attorney General that the
present complaint be closed for insufficient evidence to warrant
prosecution.

The Executive Secretary and Assistant Attorney. General visited with
Mr. Fred Moninger who is associated with Shoreline Construction Company
in Bullhead City, Arizona.

Mr. Moninger denied that he was referring to himself as an architect
nor that he produced plans the cost of which exceeded $10,000. In
driving around the area, the Executive Secretary and Mr. Clifford saw
numerous buildings with Shoreline Construction Company signs, but no
signs of a registered architect on the projects. While visiting with

Mr. Moninger, the Assistant Attorney General thoroughly briefed him
on the statutes and informed him that violations would result in a
misdemeanor complaint being filed against him.

It is the recommendation of the Aa stant Attorney General that the present
complaint be closed for insu2:.....-;ient evidence to warrant prosecution.
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Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman
Grievance Committee #1

he Executive Secretary and Assistant Attorney General went to

3.
Hoard

City to investigate Verne E. Dreagoux as reported to the
Board by the American Institute of Architects. It was alleged by
the American Institute of Architects that Mr. Dreagoux was violating
the Technical Registration Act by entering into a contract for
services between himself and a prospective client. Investigation
in Havasu City indicated that Mr. Dreagoux is no longer in the
area and apparently leaving under a cloud. From the best information
available it appears that Mr. Dreagoux, while apparently operating on
his own, was representing an Arizona registered architect, William
F. Cody of Palm Springs, California. While there was no evidence which
would prove that Mr. Cody was operating an office with a non -registrant
in charge, the appearances indicated that this was the case.

It is the recommendation of the Assistant Attorney General that the
present complaint be closed for insufficient evidence to warrant

prosecution.

4. While in Havasu City, the Executive Secretary and Assistant Attorney
General reviewed the Makarczyk Nursery School which was designed by a
non -registrant by the name of K. Wayne Read. This complaint was reported
to the Board in 1968 by the Arizona State Department of Health. It was
determined by the Executive Secretary and Assistant Attorney General that
while the actual building and construction costs exceeded $10,000, it
was believed that the statute of limitations on a misdemeanor had expired
and no action could be taken. It was, therefore, recommended by the Assistant
Attorney General that the files be returned to the Arizona State Department
of Health and the complaint closed.

Page 2

The Executive Secretary and Assistant Attorney General had a long visit with
Mr. Leonard C. Langford, County Attorney, who after reading the opinion previously
forwarded carried us to visit with the Planning and Zoning Director, and,
after receiving our opinion on second mailing, wrote the Zoning Director, as
per the attached letter.

The Assistant Attorney General and Executive Secretary further requested a
registrant in the Havasu City area to keep us apprised of any drawings of
non-registrants so that action could be instituted to file in Mohave County.

The Assistant Attorney General and Executive Secretary have yet to investigate
the complaints filed in the Pine -Payson -Prescott areas, however, will attempt
to do so prior to the next committee meeting or the Board.

WJE/js

Attachm etp



COUNTY ATTORNEY
MOHAVE COUNTY COURTHOUSE

KINGMAN, ARIZONA 86401

May 1, 1969

Mr. Herbert VoLgt
Director, Planning and
Zoning Commission
Court House
Kingman, Arizona

Re: Building Permits

Pear Mr. Voigt:

As I advised you recently, it is my opinion that the
Mohave County i)13nnins and Zoning Commission has the ri;ht
and the duty o c:,-:ay building permits when it arnears from
the documents Lubmitced in applying for the building per-
mit that a violation of any State law or regulation has or,
necessarily, will occur if the buildin-: permit is ar.nted
and the building is constructed in accordance with tl-_e docu-
ments sulimittec,.

02496

TELEPHoNE 753-3414

r,fo examples of riossible lao, other thn Plr,nninE„ and
7onini; Lat,,s, that might E;iv e -rourds for ?enial of t11:, I:Jild-
ing permit would be a violation of Sectloin 32-145,
re Ling unauthorized pract;ic,.! of architecture, etc., and
a viciation of Section 32-1154, regarding contracting
tfithout a license.

The attached Department of Law Letter Onin4on No.
2-L (R-93) supports the position I have taken in this

Very truly yours,

LEONARD C. LANGFORD
County Attorney

cc: Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
State Euard.o-;' Technical Registration
Suite 624 Guaranty an Bldg
Phoenix, Ar4-7ona
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,,,,Aingham presented the application forms proposed by the National Council

Mr. VafArchitectural Registration Boards for use either by the various states or for a

°council certificate.

moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Gonzales that the above information be
rt wasreferred to the Special Office Procedures Committee for further evaluation.
Motion carried unanimously.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

The Executive Secretary presented Cash Flow Report #4, as shown on Minute Page 2498,
for the Board's information.

READING OF COMMUNICATIONS

Letter
from Wisconsin State Board of Architects and Professional Engineers regarding

the definition of terms "gross negligence," "incompetency" and inisconduct" as shown
on Minute Pages 2499, 2500 and 2501 was presented for the Board's information.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

The Executive Secretary presented a report on the Board's Seal, as directed at the
March meeting, and shown on Minute Page 2502.

It was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. Place that the description of the seal
in the above report be adopted and the By -Laws amended accordingly. Motion carried
unanimously.

The Executive Secretary reported on the Assayer's Conference held May 16, 1969,
at the college of Mines, University of Arizona, as directed by the Chairman at the
March meeting, see Minute Pages 2503 and 2504.

NEW BUSINESS

The Annual Meeting of the National Council of Engineering Examiners is to be held
August 26-29, 1969, at San Antonio, Texas, and it was moved by Mr. Dryden and
seconded by Mr. Girand that anyone of the Engineering Board Members and Executive
Secretary who wishes to attend this meeting be authorized to do so. Motion carried
unanimously.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the following dates be
established for the next evaluation committee meetings and regular Board meeting,
all of which will be held in Phoenix, Arizona:

September 8, 1969 - Architectural Evaluation Colmaittee

September 9, 1969 - Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee

September 10,
and 12, 1969

11 Engineering Evaluation Committee

September 26, 1969 -Regular Board Meeting

Motion carried unanimously.



CASE FLOW REPORT - #4

Date:
C'1498=e„,

June 24, 1969
,nsit as of July 1, 1968 - $20,187.87_

n Deposit as of Report Date - $77,406.19-e o
..e 00

--.- ,11 as of Report Date - $26,021.890,4m.erea
„-J101,

Amount
cation

Salaries

Other Current Expenditures

postage

Telephone

Travel - State

Travel - Out of State

140 Professional Services

ta Equipment Maint. & Repair

3 Janitor Services

35 Railway Express

Annual Report

411

7

1

Miscellaneous

Office Supplies

Keys

Photographs

Rent - Office Equipment

Rent - Office

Rent - Other Offices

State Retirement

OASI

Subscriptions & Org. Dues

Office Equipment

Refunds

Revolving Fund

Personnel Canmission

Appropriated

Total Appropriated Receipts to Date:
$60,598.97

Total Spent
To Date

$26,800.00 $26,773.13

$31,878.00

$ 2,230.67

1,341.01

2,808.87

1,380.35

- 0 -

164.04

66.16

42.89

814.70

6,653.05

4,451.46

6.40

102.72

87.36

3,993.80

90.00

1,211.92

839.52

1,131.40

-0-

108.00

400.00

67.50
$27,991.82

$54,764.95

Balance for
Year

26.87

$ 3,886.18

'TOTALS $58,678.00 $ 3,913.05
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DEPARTMENT OF REGULATION & LICENSING

EXAMINING BOARD O F ARCHITECTS AND PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS
CASS F . HURC, P.E., SECRETARY

110 NORTH HENRY STREET
MADISON, WISCONSIN 53703

TO: All State Registration Boards

FRaq: Clarence J. Simon, Counsel for
Wisconsin Examining Board of Architects
and Professional Engineers

RECEIVED
JUNI 1 1969

STE BOARD rail2AL ,iELLAT1ON

Sometime ago, the Wisconsin Examining Board of Architects and
Professional Engineers requested information from you concerning the
definitions of the terms "gross negligence", "incompetency" and
"misconduct".

We are enclosing a copy of the summary which we prepared from the
returns received. As you will note, in only a few of the states
have these terms been defined in either the board rules or the state
statutes.
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t a te o f Wisconsin \ DEPARTMENT OF REGULATION & LICENSING

May 29, 1969

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

EXAMINING BOARD O F ARCHITECTS AND PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS
CASS F . HURC, P.E., SECRETARY

H O NORTH HENRY STREET
MADISON. WISCONSIN 53703

•Architect.and Engineer Sections

Clarence J. Simon, Counsel

Definitions of "Gross Negligence", "Incompetency"
and "Misconduct" .

Sometime ago, the Wisconsin Examining Board of Architects and Professional
Engineers made a survey of the registration boards throughout the United
States and. Canada in an attempt to obtain definitions for the terms
"gross negligence' ,"incompetency" and "misconduct". We received reports
from a total of 80 boards; 32 were architect boards, 39 engineering boards
and 9 joint boards.

Only 3 boards have a definition of gross negligence, 5 have a definition
of incompetency and 12 have a definition of misconduct. The definition
of gross negligence appears in the statutes of 3 states, and in the board
rules of 1; the definition of incompetency appears in the statutes of 2
states and in the board rules of 3; the definition of misconduct appears
in the statutes of 6 states and in the board rules of 8. (In some states
the definitions appear both in the statutes and board rules.)

It is not possible to arrive at composite definitions which would apply
in all jurisdictions. Gross negligence has been defined as being any act
or omission in the carrying out of work by a professional person that
shows a reckless or deliberate disregard of or indifference to the rights
or safety of others. It has also been defined as being carelessness,
indifference and negligence in the preparation of building documents and
in the supervision of their execution.

Incompetency has been defined as failure to use due diligencein planning
or inspection resulting in a structure being improperly constructed; lack
of adequate knowledge or neglect or failure to exercise ordinary skill as

Lprefessional; failure to use due diligence in preparing documents for
e protection of a client. It also has been defined to include mental

incompetency and habitual addiction to drugs or alcohol.

Because of the variety of definitions of misconduct appearing in the
sa..autes and board rules of the respective states, it is difficult to
s;1",lve at a summation of the various definitions of this term. Most

,tes have a definition including "unprofessional" conduct as a form of
'-conduct".



Architect and Engineer Sections
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-2- May 29, 1969

Definitions of misconduct include paying or accepting funds which might
tend to influence the awarding of contracts; improper stamping of plans;
permitting the contractor to perform construction in substantial variance
with approved plans and specifications; being willfully untruthful or
deceptive in professional reports; performing professional services for
which one is not qualified by education, training or experience; falsely
or maliciously injuring the reputation or practice of another professional.

Since the laws in each state Vary, the terms "gross negligence", "incom-
petency" and "misconduct" must be defined in relation to the law of the
particular state involved. So long as there is a variance between the
state laws, definitions adopted in one state cannot be readily applied
in another. Also because of the variance in facts from case to case, it
becomes difficult to frame definitions for these terms to cover all
situations. Any rules adopted by this Board defining these terms must be
related to the statute as it now exists. .

CJS:pr

cc: C. F. Hurc
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ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

DATE: June 13, 1969

All Board Members
TO:

Executive Secretary

S-6-.6.7ECT: Board's Seal

As instructed by the Board at their March meeting, there follows the correct
wording for By -Laws, Section I, Sub 2., regarding the seal of the Board of
Teanical Registration. Please note that actually who the Board registers
has been deleted from this seal so that it would not require revision if
any changes in proficiencies registered are made.

under Section IV of the By -Laws, this rule may be changed at the present
meeting in accordance with "these By -Laws may be amended at any regular or
special meeting of the Board by favorable majority vote of the members present,
provided a copy of the proposed amendment or amendments shall have been mailed
to each members of the Board at least two weeks prior to the meeting at which
it or they are to be considered."

By -Laws, Section I, Sub 2. The seal of the Board shall be as follows:
an embossed circular seal consisting of two concentric circles, one and
one-half (11/2) inches and one and three-quarters (1-3/4) inches in diameter.
Beginning near the bottom of the left side between the two circles shall
appear the words "Arizona State Board of Technical Registration." At
the bottom of the annular space between the two circles shall appear the
date "1921." Within the inner circle shall appear the shield from the
great seal of Arizona.



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

All Board Members

Executive Secretary

Assayers Conference,held May 16, 1969

DATE: June 13, 1969

The conference was held in Room 125, College of Mines, University of
Arizona, Tucson, and commenced at 10:30 A.M., Friday, May 16, 1969.

The following registered Assayers appeared for the Conference:

Bechtel, Esler R., Jr., No. 4807
Boss, John Wesley, No. 6952
Farnham, Gayle F., No. 6496
Flores, Pete, No. 6852
Fountain, Harlen Franklin, No. 6497
Jacobs, Benjamin P., No. 1041
McLean, Claude E., No. 627
Nelson, Robert Leroy, No. 6848
Nicholas, Howard B., No. 4678
Rochin, Carlos, No. 7126
Thompson, Edwin Clayton, Jr., No. 6628
Wright, Wilbur D., No. 5875

Professor Sigmund Smith of the College of Mines began the meeting with a
tour of the facilities at the college, displaying the equipment used by
the students in their assaying and metallurgical engineering studies.
At the conclusion of the tour, a lunchbreak was taken.

During the afternoon, the primary discussion was the examinations, as
attached, and the meeting was determined to be a success upon the
completion of the discussion since this was the first opportunity ever
offered for all registered Assayers in Arizona to be collected in one
group.

Regarding the examinations, the Executive Secretary advised that each
person present would receive a copy of the proposed examination content
when they had been revised by Professor Smith, later this summer, and
before the examination would be finalized.

The group felt it was necessary that they keep in contact with each
other and formulate a so-called society in order to collectively
approach the Legislature with changes affecting assayers in the law
as they felt the definition of assayer needed up -dating considerably.
Therefore, they selected Pete Flores to serve as Secretary and

Howard B. Nicholas as Chairman for this group to initiate its beginning.

The meeting 5,),neluded at 4:45 P.M.



ASSAYERS' CONFERENCE - May 16, 1969
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the discussion on the Assayer's Examination of December, 1968:

TI
tie first suggestion was
ore could be made either

?roblems #2 and #3 are too

that Problem #5
on a dry or wet

similar

be eliminated as analysis for copper on an
basis.

on moisture and suggested Problem #3 be used.

ob #4 raised the question should an assayer know about ounces on per metric
tpronblaemsis. Cdnsensus was that there should be at least one question on system

of measures on precious metals. Problems #6 and #12 were similar and should have

just one ques tion

problem #7 was okay.

problem #8 suggested change

measures.

word from "fusion" to "ignition."

On problem #9 needs more information after the figure 0.005, suggested millimeters or CC.

problems #10 and #11 are same type of problem and suggested one problem on gravimetric
calculations.

Overall it was felt that too much emphasis was place on fire assaying in this examination.

T I

It was suggested on Problem #1 that the word 'wet" be deleted.

On Problem #2 it was suggested that 4 or 5 methods be listed to determine metals in ore
-(standard or basic).

It was suggested on Problem #3 the examinee write a paragraph on procedures behind
fluxing, which would also encompass Problem #10.

Use either Problem 5 or 6 and include metallics in the question.

Again, too much emphasis on fire assaying in this examination.

it was felt the examination should be broken down as follows:

207 - Fire Assaying
207 - Colorimetric
207 - Atomic Absorption (a diagram, description & illustration

question on the use of atomic absorption giving basic
prinicpals)

20% - Molybdenum concentration (what methods to
207 - Spectograph (what does it actually do?)

qUeStinn wel.c 188e6CUU c o D e USeU:
uoes a PH meter work?

Several

What is sulphide and non -sulphide copper? Make a distinction between
_

sulphide and non -sulphide copper.
3. Make a list of minerals - identify the ones which have copper.

Determine amount of sulphur in copper bullion.
) An acidity question.

use on it?)
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j ne 10, 1969, Governor Williams appointed Mx. James L. Knickerbocker to replace

C R .
Feldman, effective June 30, 1969, and at the same time reappointedI°

Hr. vanlandingham.

Due
for

to the change in the By -Laws, see Minute Page 2439, the election of officers
the ensuing year was held and the results are as follows:

It was moved by Mr. Place and seconded by Mr. Gonzales that Charles W.
Newlin be elected Chairman. Motion carried unanimously.

It was moved by Mr. Gonzales and seconded by Dr. Newlin that Earle M.
Cassidy be elected Vice -Chairman. Motion carried unanimously.

It was moved by Mr. Gonzales and seconded by Dr. Newlin that M. L.
Vanlandingham be elected Secretary. Motion carried unanimously.

Wore departing as a member of this Board, Mr. Feldman read the following letter:

Friday, June 27, 1969

Flagstaff

Fellow Members:

I have enjoyed serving on our State Board these past two and half years very
much.

I surely appreciate the cooperation which all of you have given these past
9 months.

Observe with me.

A. Half of our registrants are based in other States and other Countries.

B. This year will show close to 100 million dollars in construction designed
by out of Staters on temporary permits.

What economical hardship will this create on our own:

1. Architects - Engineers - Surveyors
2. construction materials suppliers
3. Mechanical equipment contractors
4. Air conditioning contractors
5. Electrical contractors
6. Plumbing contractors
7. General contractors

C.

D. Our landscape architectural discipline processing is perhaps now beginning
to satisfy the pressure groups we have had to contend with. Perhaps they
will help us enjoy the high renewal fees many other states charge for
landscaping.

E. The most paramount problem will be our Budgets:

1. Will our Board enjoy receiving more revenue to facilitate needed
uplifting?
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2. our Board will have to answer queries from the Appropriation
people on our Depleting Reserves.

3. will our Board be able in the contemplated statute revisions
to be able to raise and set adequate fees for all renewals -
services - examinations - and publications it supplies?

4. Will our Board be able to obtain funds to adequately staff the
office operations and hire a full time enforcement officer?

5. Will our Board be able to go as a Body to the Appropriations
Committees to appeal and obtain relief from the scaled down
figures from the finance powers, without fear of crucification,
or will one methber have to go and stick his neck out to make
his appeal?

F. Our evaluation processes are improving. Let us hope that with the
discussion we have had recently - the process can continue to improve
so that we do not grant registrations that will:

1. Impare serving the PUBLIC'S SAFETY - WELFARE - CONVENIENCE it
deserves.

2. Impare the prestigaand stature of our Technical Professions.

In taking leave - may I close with:

GOOD LUCK - and may the LORD ABOVE BLESS YOU ALL IN YOUR STATE BOARD EFFORTS.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ N. R. Feldman

N. R. Feldman

It was moved by Dr. Newlin and seconded by Mr. M. L. Vanlandingham that the above
letter from Mr. Feldman be included as a part of these minutes. Motion carried
wmmimously.

Dr. Newlin at this time presented a plaque to Mr. Feldman for his unstinting
services to the Board.

Dr. Newlin as Chairman for the ensuing year announced the Committee Appointments
for 1969-1970, as shown on Minute Page 2507.



N. C.A. R. B . Committee :

N.C.E.E. Committee:

Budget Committee:

Grievance Committee #1:

Grievance Committee #2:

Special Office Procedures Committee:

Evaluation and Examination Committees:

Architects:

Engineers:

Landscape Architects:

ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS

1969-1970

El(ecutive
Committee:

By -Laws & Rules Committee:

Le gis la t iv e Committee:

Entire Board

John Girand, Chairman
C. W. Dryden
M. L. Vanlandingham

C. W. Dryden, Chairman
John Girand
M. L. Vanlandingham
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public Information Committee: Entire Board

M. L. Vanlandingham, Chairman
Bennie M. Gonzales
Lew Place

James L. Knickerbocker, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy
Walter J. Fahey

Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman
James L. Knickerbocker
Lew Place

Earle M. Cassidy, ChaiLman
C. W. Dryden
John Girand
Bennie M. Gonzales
M. L. Vanlandingham

Walter J. Fahey, Chairman
James L. Knickerbocker
Lew Place

M. L. Vanlandingham, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy
Lew Place

Bennie M. Gonzales, Chairman
Lew Place
M. L. Vanlandingham

James L. Knickerbocker, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy
C. W. Dryden
Walter J. Fahey
John Girand

M. L. Vanlandingham, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy
C. W. Dryden
Bennie M. Gonzales



ADJOURNMENT

B y tinarliMOUS
vote the meeting adjourned at 12:15 P.M.

Chairman

ecretary

02508



MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF STATE BOARD OF
TECHNICAL REGISTRATION HELD AUGUST 8, 1969

the call of the Chairman, a special meeting of the State Board of Technical

Listration was held at 11:05 A.M., August 8, 1969, in the office of the Board.

pSENT
Charles W. Newlin, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy, Vice -Chairman
M. L. Vanlandingham, Secretary

John Girand
Bennie M. Gonzales
James L. Knickerbocker
Joseph E. Clifford, III, Asst. Atty. Gen.

ABSENT
Charles W. Dryden
Walter J. Fahey
Lew Place

The Chairman, upon query by Mr. Girand, ruled that a quorum was present, and on
information supplied by the Executive Secretary, all members of the Board were
advised of this meeting.

Mr. Earle M. Cassidy, as Chairman of Grievance Committee #1, submitted the report
of his Committee dated August 8, 1969, as per Minute Pages 2510 through 2522,
for consideration by the Board.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Gonzales that the Board accept the
report of Grievance Committee #1 and implement the actions recommended therein.
Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the Board
establish the date of Thursday, September 25, 1969, as a formal hearing on the
charges against Mr. Herman Charles Light, registered Architect, No. 5579, and
Mr. Arthur H. Levin, registered Civil Engineer, No. 5398. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the Executive
Secretary and Assistant Attorney General, Joseph Clifford, be authorized to
consider, and if in their opinion it is necessary, grant any requests for
continuance made by the respondents in the above referenced actions.
Motion carried.

There being no further business presented to the Board at this time, the
meeting adjourned at 11:30 A.M.



FROM:

SUBJECT:
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DATE: August 8, 1969

State Board of Technical Registration

Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman of Grievance Committee #1

Report of Grievance Committee #1 Meeting held August 8, 1969

Grievance Committee #1 held a meeting on August 8, 1969, beginning at 9:30 A.M.
in the office of the Board, 3550 N. Central Ave., Suite 923, Phoenix, Arizona.
The following members of the Committee were present as well as Mr. James L.
Knickerbocker from Grievance Committee #2:

Earle M. Cassidy
John Girand
Bennie M. Gonzales

Charles W. Newlin
M. L. Vanlandingham
Joseph E. Clifford, III, Asst. Atty. Gen.

The Committee accepted the following report from the Executive Secretary regarding
complaints filed in the office of the Board and the recommendations of this
Committee to the Board immediately follow the report by the Executive Secretary

in each instance:

1. Robert L. Owen, Payson, Arizona

Mr. Clifford and the Executive Secretary went to Payson, Friday, July 25,
1969, and were unable to locate Mr. Owen due to his temporary employment
in Overton, Nevada. We were, however, able to get word to Mr. Owen
regarding our visit and the results of this are as the attached letters,
Items 1 and 2.

2.

As we lack further information at this time, we recommend to the Committee
that this complaint be held in abeyance until we have an opportunity to
talk to Mr. Owen upon his return to Arizona.

The Committee recommends to the Board that no action be taken in this
matter of Robert L. Owen pending further report from the Executive
Secretary.

Douglas E. Perkins, Sedona, Arizona

The Board received a drawing for a residence in Sedona, which contained the
seal and signature of Douglas E. Perkins indicating h e was providing engineering
services. We visited with Mr. Perkins in his office which had on the front
glass a large sign "Douglas E. Perkins, Engineering Services," and Mr. Perkins
identified the drawings as being his work and' containing his signature and seal.
Mr. Perkins obviously denied he was practicing engineering. The subject plans
were received anonimously by the office of the Board.

At the conclusion of the visit with Mr. Perkins, we proceeded to Prescott where
the plans were delivered to Mr. T. L. Beck, Yavapai County Attorney, who
accepted same as evidence of a misdemeanor under A.R.S. 32-145 and proceeded to
have the sheriff photograph the sign on Mr. Perkin's window. He stated that
as County Attorney he had jurisdiction and would take prompt action against

mr. Perkins.
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It was the recommendation of the Assistant Attorney General and the Executive
that Mr. Beck prosecute Mr. Perkins for holding himself out as an

Secretary
Engineer.

No further action is required by the Board of Technical Registration unless
Mr. Beck requires professional testimony during his prosecution.

The Grievance Committee #1 accepts the action of the Executive Secretary and
concurs that Mr. T. L. Beck, Yavapai County Attorney, has jurisdiction in
this matter and recommends to the Board that this matter be closed. The
Executive Secretary was directed to secure for the files of the Board the
outcome of Mr. Beck's efforts.

3. Jose h W. McShane, Jr., Prescott, Arizona

While in Prescott, we attempted to investigate the matter of Joseph W.
McShane, Jr. who is alleged to have designed a church in Show Law. Said
allegation was conveyed to the Board from Herbert W. Schneider, Secretary
of the Central Chapter of the American Institute of Architects, and enclosed
a copy of the Show Low White Mountain Eagle dated October 4, 1968.

To locate Mr. McShane's whereabouts it was necessary to call him at home from
which we determined his office was located in Arc Realty's "office." To
secure this information, the Executive Secretary had to identify himself over
the phone. We immediately proceeded to Arc Realty and discovered Mr. McShane
had left moments before to have some tires changed on his car but would return
shortly. We sat in the office for sometime but the subject did not return.

Mr. Clifford must return to Prescott on other State business in the near
future and will either further investigate Mr. McShane or will take the
Executive Secretary with him for the investigation. Further report to the
Committee will be made after we have contacted the subject individual.

mutiThe Co ttee recommends to the Board that no action be taken in this matter
of Joseph W. McShane, Jr. pending further report from the Executive Secretary.

4. Del Elia Consultants, Inc., Scottsdale, Arizona

The office of the Board received on May 24, 1969, a complaint from Mr. William W.
Thompson which attached a letterhead and card used by Del Elia Consultants, Inc.,
attached to this report as Items 3 and 4.

We were able to find Mr. Del Elia in Scottsdale, Arizona, at the address listed,
and were amazed to find Consulting Engineers in iron letters, two feet high,
in front of the office. The interior of the office was the magnificent work
of a qualified interior designer, plush and impressive in every respect. Mr.
Del Elia and his associate had an extensive library of engineering publications
and we were able to observe two drafting tables with draftsmen.

Mr. Del Elia and his associate, name unavailable, denied the practice of
engineering in Arizona and denied that they were practicing engineering at all
even though he was highly qualified and consultant to numerous foreign countries.
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.c..,1-hpr stated that his firm had now changed their name to DELCOR, Inc.,
He IuL----d were issuing their first public stock. He further promised that the sign

ri front of the building would be taken down immediately and he would providethe office of the Board with a copy of his name, letterhead and business cards
together with a statement as to their practice.

It is the opinion of Mr. Clifford and myself that Mr. Del Elia's practice
involves misinforming the public and somewhere there will be a financial loss
by some individual. We were unable to determine whether they are in fact
practicing engineering and cannot recommend prosecution at this time.

We do recommend that the Board authorize a professional "in depth" investigation
of Joe Del Elia, his associates and his corporation and make such information
as is available from this investigation to the appropriate State agencies.

Grievance Committee #1 directed the Executive Secretary to reply to Mr. Del
Elia's letter and require that the telephone listing, page 300 of the Phoenix
telephone directory, be deleted (these items were handed out at the meeting,
attached as Items 5 and 6). The Committee further recommends to the Board
no action be taken in this matter.

5. Klatt Autotechnics and Engineering Co., Tempe, Arizona

We visited with Mr. Klatt of 117 E. Ellis Drive, Tempe, Arizona, regarding a
complaint received May 2, 1969, from the Arizona Society of Professional
Engineers' Ethical Practices Committee and determined that Mr. Klatt was
indeed operating in Ft. Huachuca and Sierra Vista in automobile services,
parts and equipment, and gasoline service stations. Mr. Klatt provided us
with his long range development plan in which he desires to acquire book-
keeping, management companies and escrow services. It was quite obvious
Mr. Klatt was not practicing engineering but was using the term to further
himself in his operations in the field of repairing and designing modified
automobiles and proposes to use same in his management operations.

We recommend that Mr. Klatt be requested to eliminate the term engineering
in his company, as per the attached letter, Item 7, and that if he does so
voluntarily, no further action be taken.

Grievance Committee #1 directed the Executive Secretary to notify Mr. Klatt,
as per the letter submitted, and recommends to the Board that this matter be
closed. The Grievance Committee #1 further directed the Executive Secretary
to keep closer liaison with the Corporation Commission regarding issuing of
corporate names.

The main reason for the special Grievance Committee #1 meeting and possible special
meeting of the Board is due to the following complaint:

6. Arthur H. Levin, Civil Engineer, Los Angeles, California
TV _
nerman Charles Light .A.I.A. Los An les, California

The office of the Board received an inquiry from the City of Mesa whether a set
of plans submitted to the City of Mesa Building Inspection Department, having the
,Lie niock of Arthur H. Levin, Civil Engineer, his seal and signature, and
signature of Harold L. Williams, Architect, was in accordance with the Statutes.
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At the time this inquiry was made the office advised that it was not so and that
Mr. Williams as architect must acquire a temporary certificate. In attempting
to develop a temporary certificate for Mr. Williams, he informed us that he
had only prepared preliminary sketches for the project and that Mr. Levin was
in fact the person employed by the client. This office on the advice of an
architect -member refused to issue a temporary certificate and advised Mr. Levin

by
telephone that he should notify the client to employ an architect registered

in Arizona. Subsequent to this conversation, a new set of plans appeared in
the office of the City of Mesa Building Inspection Department which appeared to
be identical to the ones originally submitted and showed evidence of changes,
the title block and seal of Mr. Levin's and signature of Mr. Williams were
erased, and the seal and signature of Mr. Herman C. Light substituted thereon.
The changes were made to comply with the request of the City of Mesa. These
changes of a minor nature will be pointed out on the plans.

Dr. Newlin and Mr. Vanlandingham examined the plans in the office of the City
of Mesa Building Inspection Department and directed further investigation.
Mr. Clifford was authorized by the Attorney General that investigation be
continued here and in California as well.

Mr. Clifford and I spent the day in Los Angeles and the following are the

results:

A visit with Harold L. Williams, Architect and now applicant for registration
in Arizona, indicated that he did do the preliminary work on the design of the
Mesa Post Office and the plans carrying the title block Arthur H. Levin
represented the design performed by him and that the drafting being done in
the office of Arthur H. Levin under his supervision.

We next attempted to contact Mr. Herman C. Light who was reported to be
out of town.

We next visited the office of Arthur H. Levin. Upon request, Mr. Levin
produced the original drawings of the Mesa Post Office which showed evidence
of his title block and his seal and signature being erased. In response to
questioning, Mr. Levin stated that the tracings were prepared by his
employee, Rudy. Rudy was also present and assisted Mr. Levin in identifying
these drawings as his work. Also, in response to questioning, Mr. Levin
confirmed that the original tracings were prepared under the supervision of
Mr. Williams which had not been altered prior to the erasuring described
above and the addition of Mr. Light's seal and signature.

It is the reconmiendation of the Executive Secretary that Grievance Committee #1
consider reporting to a special meeting of the Board that the evidence
available indicates a violation of the Technical Registration Act on the part
of Mr. Herman C. Light under A.R.S. 32-128, A.2 and A.3. The Executive
Secretary further suggests to the Grievance Conmdttee #1 that it report to
the Board an apparent violation exists on the part of Arthur H. Levin
under A.R.S. 32-128, A.2.
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Grievance Committee #1 recommends to the Board that Mr. Herman Charles
Light, Architect, Arizona Registration Number 5579, be charged under
A.R.s. 32-128, A.2 and A.3 with misconduct in the practice of his profession
and the full paragraph on aiding and abetting. Grievance Committee #1
further recommends to the Board that Mr. Arthur H. Levin, Civil Engineer,
Arizona Registration Number 5398, be charged with a violation of
A.R.S. 32-128, A.2, other misconduct in the practice of his profession.

The Committee having no further business adjourned at 11:00 A.M.

Respectfully submitted,

kAA,
Earle M. Cassidy, ChairMan

Attachments
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July 31. 1969

Mk. Robert L. Owen
Box 367
Overton, Nevada 89040

Dear Ur. Owen:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of July 23 regarding
my visit to Payson concerning your practice as a land surveyor in
Gila County while not being registered by the State Board of Technical
Registration.

Your letter of July 23 refera to your employment under a registered
Civil Engineer however you failed to state the engineer's name or his
Arizona Registration number.

The complaint regarding you concerns a survey bearing your signature
but no indication that the wok as 114n:2ormed by any registrant of
this Board.

As you are presently in Nevada it is suggested that you visit in
this office after you have returned to Arizone for clarification
on your statu4.

A copy of the Technical Registration Code, Rules and Regulationa is
enclosed.

Very truly yours,

Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary

WJE:seg

Enclosure

[



NT. Walter J. Edelblut
State Board of Tech. Reg.
3550 N. Central
Phoenix, Arizona

Kind Sir:

7'-1,-
July 28, 1969

E.' L.)

51G

I received word from my wife, Saturday, July 26, that you
were in our little town of Payson during the week and tried to
contact me on the matter of doing unlegal surveying, is this true?
I believe the wife told you that I was doing the work under a
Registrated Civil Engineer, which I thought I was but evidently,
mad unintentionally, I must be doing work beyond my category, or
work that requires a Registrated Land Surveyor.

At the present time I am located in Overton, Nevada, and am
a employee of the Department of Transportation, Bureau of Public
Roads, and the project on which I am now working will be completed
on or about the 15th of Sept., at which Time I hope be back in
Arizona, the question is will it be necessary to contact you before
this time?, if so I will have to arrange to take time off the job.
Please advise on the matter. I an not, and will not be doing any
surveying until the matter is settled.

Sincerely Yours.

Robert L. Owen
Box 367
Overton, Nevada 89040
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May 24,1969

STATE BOARD of TECHNICAL REGISTRATION
Suite 923 Guaranty Bank Building
3550 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Attention: Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary.

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

I phoned your office the other day and learning that you
were out I took the liberty of talking to your secretary
regarding the principals in the firm of DelElia Consultants
Incorporated.

I was told that neither of the men involved were registered
with the State Board and that you would be pleased to
receive this information.

I had business dealings with this firm last year and am
still trying to collect my fee.

I have had broad experience through the years dealing with
engineers and engineering firms and found their professional
proceedure in business to be of the highest type. This was
not the case with the above people and it has caused me to
wonder why.

I would appreciate your not mentioning my name in this matter
however if you wish to know my experience in more detail
I will be pleased to hear from you.

Sincerely,

Enol: Letter copy.

Imt/ret "7,

Suite 109

'*11 0 North 16th Street • Phoenix, Arizona • (602) 274-7918
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TRTSs D IA MEDPHONE 6 2ARIZONA-9478- 49222521DerElia Consultan,ts in,c. CONSULTINGL TTI NSG CHI )(MTEH AAVNEINCUA
EL ENGINSCEOE

DelElia Consultants Inc.

CONSULTING MECHANICAL ENGINEERS

DAVID BINKLEY
ENGINEERING

124 EAST SIXTH AVENUE
SCOTTSDALE, ARIZONA 85251

PHONE: 602-947-4222

JDE:1

Enclosures

December 1968

-Sinerely,
)

Joe Del Ella

r
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July 31, 1969
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Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
State Board of Technical Registration
3550 North Central Avenue - Suite 923
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

It was my original intention to hold this letter until we
received our new DELCOR stationery from the printer. However, mecha-
nical things and labor being what they are, the delivery date on our
new stationery doesn't seem to be accurately foreseeable at the moment.

DELCOR, INC. i s a public entity into which we have merged
all of our various activities:

Modular Circuits, Inc. (Arizona corportion)
Specialty Etchers, Inc. (Arizona corporation)
Eecolite Barricade Co. (California corporation)
Delta Mech, Inc. (Arizona corporation)
Racing Auto Tracks, Inc. (California corporation)
Del Elia Consultants, Inc. (Arizona corporation).

We will maintain at this address our corporate offices of DELCOR, INC.
(Utah corporation), an R&D activity for the sole purposes and benefits
of the corporate entities above. We have not in the past nor will we
in the future solicit engineering endeavors on behalf of any corporation
or individual not wholly or substantially owned by DELCOR.

We wish to apologize for our inadvertent transgression i n the
somewhat careless choice of words i n the corporate slogan of Del Elia
Consultants, Inc. i n the past. You will note the strike -out of the
objectionable line i n the letterhead and the photograph of our building
which is enclosed indicates the prompt change in our approach to the
public.

I have also enclosed a copy of the DELCOR corporate name
approval from the Secretary of State, Utah.

sJDE/pm
Enclosures

SinceWY,

Joe Del Elia
President
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CERTIFICATE OF

RSFWVAT TON OF CORPORATE NAME

of

-----DELC OR, INC.

I, CLYDE L. MILLER, as Secretary of State of the State of Utah, hereby certify
the corporate name DELCOR,

has been reserved in this office for a period of 120 days after the date
hereof, pursuant to the provisions of section 16-10-8 of the Utah Business
Corporation Act

•

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto
set my hand and affixed the Great Seal of
the State of Utah at Salt Lake City, this

, 16thday--of—July — - — -A.D.
19 —69-7-

0 4 1 RS . .2
SEC Y O F T E

,

t/Pfiei 1\'/IANAGra
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Facilities Engineering
Plant Engineering Complete Project
Management
1600WCamelbackRd ............ 265-2926

Ferguson Associates
2871ESkyHarborBlvd. - - - - - - - - - - - 275-7311

FLUI DYNE ENGINEERING con? •
3.000EApachalvdTempe-966-02.32

Gookin W S&Assoc
GreaterArizSavings8-2584931

Grant A O&Assoc
' Civil & Land Surveying .

100W0sbornRd • ............... 264-4325
Hamlyn Mann&Anderson-Engineers

Incorporated .
Civil & Structural . • • .
United Bank Bldg Suite 315
35506 Central Av - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 264-1228

HAVILL ENGINEERING CO
3015EThomasRd-956-3210

Herkenhoff Gordon&Assoc
Consulting Civil Engineers
4126 Marshal iWaySctsd I ......... 945-0525

Hoffman -Miller Engineers Inc
1110EMcD0wellRd -254-7791

HOLMOUIST & KING CONSULTING
ENGINEERS •
Civil, Surveying
Water, Sewer, Streets ."
36461Av - - - - - - - - - -

Hook Rockweli&Zuendel
Civil & Land Surveying
3511 E Ind Sch Rd - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 956-3200

Industrial Arts&Sciences 1205W6 St —967-4523
Johannessen and Girand Consulting Engineers

Inc 6601 N RI rickCanyon Hwy .......277-6871
LEWIS PERLEY M

2121 SMillAvIempe-967-8681
MC FARLATIO-JONNSON CONSULTING

ENGINEERS 3620ESpeedwayBlvd
Tucson Long Distance -795-1745

Miller Earle V Engineers
4344 E Indian School Rd • - - - - - - - - 955-0310

P A C E Consultants 5107N7 St • .....277-3373
Phillips Sam A

Suite 1222 '
100WCIarendon • ............... 264.0731

'limey Win A Consulting Enars
1.,:.;2Fmiscotwinv • .............. 274-6017

Enaineers—Corrosion
,
EI-al-I -Webb Co Inc 400WPasadenaAv -277-4167
ccansioN CONTROL CO OF ARIZ

502639Av-272-95B1
PaciWCorrosion Research

r•Zeiodic Protection & Water Treatment
.331 E ColumbusAvSctsdl - - - - - - - - 946-1926

Tonere A C&Associates 5045612 St ---279-6484

5201147 St
Ellers&Reaves 2500644 St ---------955-2920
Gross Electric Co 4444EWash -------275-4731
Keller Engineering Co Inc I

. ;
254-9017

1526EMissouriAv-277-72351
Lowry&Sorensen Engineering Co 1 '

2535WCamelbackRd - - - - - - - - - - - - 264-5281 1
Meier William E&Associates •202EFillmore-253-3109 i
Williams J R&' Associates i 1

1528EMissourlAv-277-7219 1 -
Young Engineering Service (

8331EColumbusAvSctsdi-946-1926 1 I

•Engincers—Electronic
Integrated Circuit Engineering Corporation •

Semi -Conductor & Integrated Circuits I
4900 E Ind Sch Rd . . . . . . . . . . . . . 959-4760

Eingincors-1;oundation . i
Karan Engineering Corp A

21106WEncantoBlvd-254-8723 I
Royden Construction Co

2844W8roadwayRd-276-2441

C.F . TnePr r .r e .. .. T' 71/ 0"..0 70nTSA„. 0 . A
Gookin W S&Assoc GreaterArizSavingsB 258-4931
Manera Paul A 350ECamelbackRd ----274-2442
Thiele H J Consulting Hydrologist

Geophysical Ground Water Surveys
6250EMonterosaSctsdl - - - - - - - - - - 945-0563 I Al

Turner Samuel F&Associates
35oECamelbackRd-274-2262 I

Water Development Corp
Bi3938ESanta8arbaraAv

Tucson -Long Distance 326-1133

•
'

atEncjincers—industria!
SVERDRUP & PARCEL & ASSOCIATES
• INC 1000EApachcBlvd ...........967-8807

Engineers—irrigation
Garrison Grove M

8543EColumbusAvSetsdl .........947-9673
Gookin W S&Assoc GreaterArIzSavingtO 2511-4131
Richards Alex A 2900Nu4PIScuttl

•-•

Be

BE

Be

. Bit



STATE O F ARIZONA

Ott& Vona of &ellthral Ergistratiott

1 V -7” 71172

FOR

ARCHITECTS, ASSAYERS. ENGINEERS. GEOLOGISTS, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS AND LAND SURVEYORS

3550 N . CENTRAL AVENUE, SUITE 923
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85012

264-3836
•August 8, 1969

Klatt Autotechnics & Engineering Co.
117 E. Ellis Dr.
Tempe, Ariz. 85281

Dear Mr. Klatt:

Following our discussion in your home on July 28th and our further
conversations in the office of the Technical Registration Board, your
situation has been reviewed with the Arizona Attorney General's Office
and reported to the Board of Technical Registration.

Based upon the information which you supplied us and a review by the
Attorney General, it is the conclusion of the Technical Registration Board
that your use of the title, "Klatt Autotechnics and Engineering Company"
is deceptive. It is unlawful for an unregistered person to use any term
tending to indicate he is qualified to do engineering work in Arizona.

The Board further recommends at this time that no official action be
taken against you provided all reference to engineering services is
deleted iwmediately from your company title and advertising material.

Please acknowledge receipt of this letter and indicate your intended
course of action.

Very truly yours,

aateT
Executiv

Jc/wJE/Js

J /tr-...



PRESENTcharles W. Newlin, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy, Vice -Chairman
M. L. Vanlandingham, Secretary

C. W. Dryden
Walter J. Fahey
John Girand
James L. Knickerbocker

LeW Place

MINUTES OF THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION
September 26, 1969

ing of the State Board of Technical Registration was called to order by
The meetCharles W. Newlin, Chairman, in the office of the Board, 3550 N. Central Ave.,
DS:71;te •923, Phoenix, Arizona, at 9:30 A.M., September 26, 1969.

ABSENT
Bennie M. Gonzales

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Girand that the minutes of
the meeting of the Board on June 27, 1969, be approved as presented. Motion

carried.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the minutes of the
special meeting of the Board on August 8, 1969, be approved as presented.
Motion carried.

No meetings and no report.

No meetings and no report.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

The Legislative Committee had no report, however, at the request of the Executive
Secretary Mr. Craig Walling, Acting Chairman of the Joint Committee of Environmental
Design Professions, appeared before the Board to report on the progress by his
group on the proposed revisions to the Technical Registration Statutes to present
to the Legislature. Mr. walling basically reported that the organization was
Still in the process of receiving recommendations of the various professions for
consolidation by his committee and at the time all recommendations were in, a
consolidated report would be presented to the Board, and, if approved by the
committee memberships, presented to the Legislature. He handed out the report
prepared by the Arizona Consulting Engineering Association which had just been
received by his committee and are attached as Minute Pages 2524, 2525, 2526 and
2527
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SUBJECT:

NOTE:

1.

DESIGN PROFESSIONS

ARIZONA CONSULTING ENGINEERS Assoc.
COMMITTEE: WARNE, E. MARUM, MAGADINI

PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE CODE OF THE
STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

SUGGESTED CHANGES HEREIN REPRESENT THE OPINION OF THE COM-
MITTEE INCLUDING CONSIDERATION GIVEN REPORTS PRESENTED BY
THE DRYDEN (BOARD), COMMITTEE, AJA AND NSPE. ALL SUGGES-
TIONS MADE HEREIN REPRESENT UNANIMOUS APPROVAL OF THE COM-
MITTEE EXCEPT THE CONCEPT PRESENTED IN ITEM 4 BELOW, IN
WHICH CASE MAGADINI CAST A NEGATIVE VOTE. FORMAT AND RE-
FERENCES FOLLOWING COINCIDE WITH THE DRYDEN (BOARD) COM-
MITTEE PRESENTATION DATED 2 MAY 1969.

THAT THE ACT SHOULD BE REVISED TO INCLUDE A PREAMBLE WHICH
STATES THAT THE ACT IS ENACTED FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE PUBLIC
HEALTH) WELFARE AND SAFETY THROUGHTHE PROMULGATION AND ENFORCE-
MENT OF STANDARDS OF QUALIFICATION FOR THOSE INDIVIDUALS LICENSED
AND SEEKING LICENSES UNDER THIS CODE.

2. THAT NO ATTEMPT SHOULD BE MADE TO REGULATE THOSE PRACTICING AS
CONSULTING ENGINEERS (I .E., FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY) UNDER THE
PRESENT ACT. IT COULD NOT BE SATISFACTORILY ENFORCED.

IT IS SUGGESTED HOWEVER, THAT THE BOARD INCLUDE AS A PART OF
REGISTRATION EXAMINATIONS (ALL DISCIPLINES COVERED UNDER THE
ACT) BE EXAMINED AS TO MANY OF THE REQUIREMENTS AND COSTS NECES-
SARY TO MAINTAIN A BUSINESS WITHIN THE LAW. (SEE REGISTRAR OF
CONTRACTORS EXAMINATIONS.) THIS WOULD BE AN EXTREMELY FAVORABLE
EFFECT ON THE ENTIRE PROFESSION(S).

3. NONE OF US SEEM TO WANT TO " FACE UP" TO IF - .ZGISTERING OF LAND
PLANNERS AT THIS TIME.

4. THAT DESIGNATED PROFICIENCIES BE ELIMINATED AND THAT ENGINEERS
BE REGISTERED AS PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS. THE BOARD SHOULD EX-
AMINE APPLICANTS AS IT DEEMS NECESSARY AND MAINTAIN RECORDS
RELATIVE TO THE INDIVIDUALS PROVEN PROFICIENCY FOR REFERENCE.

5. THAT ANY PERSON APPLYING FOR A TEMPORARY PERMIT SHOULD UNDERGO
THE SAME INVESTIGATION AND/OR EXAMINATION AS ANY REGULAR APPLI -
CANT . . . AND IN THE SAME COURSE OF TIME. No PERMIT SHOULD BE
ISSUED WITHOUT ESTABLISHING COMPETENCE OF THE INDIVIDUAL.

6. THAT NO ACTION SHOULD BE TAKEN TO REQUIRE PERSONS FOUND GUILTY
UNDER ONE MISDEMEANOR CHARGE BE CHARGED WITH A FELONY ON SECOND
OR SUBSEQUENT CHARGES.

7. THAT ACCEPTABLE LANGUAGE RELATIVE TO MANUFACTURER
I S IN- PLANTENGINEERING BE INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE ACT

8. SUGGESTED -CHANGES NOT NECESSARILY OTHER THAN OR INCLUDED IN
THRU 7 ABOVE AS FOLLOWS:



SUB-PARA 3 .

BEGINNING WITH LINE 5 AND ENDING WITH LINE 8 :
OMIT - " PLANNING, DESIGN AND SUPERVISION OF
CONSTRUCTION FOR THE PURPOSE OF ASSURING COM-
PLIANCE WITH SPECIFICATIONS AND DESIGN, IN
CONNECTION WITH ANY BUILDING, OR SITE DEVELOP-
MENT.

INSERT - " DESIGN AND REVIEW OF CONSTRUCTION FOR
CONFORMANCE WITH SPECIFICATIONS AND DESIGN, IN
CONNECTION WITH ANY BUILDING, PLANNING OR SITE
DEVELOPMENT.

THAT THE WORD FOUR IN LINE THREE BE REPLACED WITH
THE WORD FIVE.

SUB-PARA 6 . IN THE FIRST LINE:
OMIT - " ENGINEER MEANS A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER
WHO, BY REASON . . . "
INSERT - " PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER MEANS A PERSON
WHO, BY REASON . . . "

SUB- PARA 7 . BEGINNING WITH LINE 5 AND ENDING WITH LINE 11:
ffOMIT - CONSULTATION, INVESTIGATION, EVALUATION,

• PLANNING, DESIGN AND SUPERVISION OF CONSTRUCTIG%
FOR THE PURPOSE OF ASSURING COMPLIANCE WITH' SP
FICATIONS AND DESIGN, IN CONNECTION WITH ANY C
OR PRIVATE UTILITY, STRUCTURE, BUILDING, MAC=',
EQUIPMENT, PROCESS, WORK OR PROJECT, AND INC-J .5
PLANS AND DESIGNS RELATING TO THE LOCATION, DEVELOP-
MENT, MINING AND TREATMENT OF ORES AND OTHER MINERALS.

• INSERT - " CONSULTATION, RESEARCH, INVESTIGATION,
EVALUATION, PLANNING, SURVEYING, DESIGN, LOCATION,
DEVELOPMENT AND REVIEW OF CONSTRUCTION FOR CON-

, FORMANCE WITH SPECIFICATIONS AND DESIGN, IN CON-
NECTION WITH ANY PUBLIC OR PRIVATE UTILITY, STRUC-
TURE, BUILDING, MACHINE, EQUIPMENT, PROCESS, WORK

OR PROJECT. SUCH SERVICES AND WORK INCLUDES PLANS
AND DESIGNS RELATING TO THE LOCATION, DEVELOPMENT,
MIXING AND TREATMENT OF ORES AND OTHER MINERALS.

SUB7PARA 13. THAT THE WORDS OR LOCATION SHOULD BE INCLUDED IN
LINE 14 AS: . . . "THE DESIGN OR LOCATION OF STRUC-
TURES OR FACILITIES " . . .

SUB- PARA 15. As THE CODE NOW READS, LAND SURVEYORS ARE NOT

LICENSED TO PRACTICE ENGINEERING AS DEFINED. IT
IS CONCLUDED THAT IT SHOULD NOT BE NECESSARY TO

SPECIFICALLY STIPULATE THAT LAND SURVEYORS CAN-
NOT PERFORM ENGINEERING . . . OR ARCHITECTURE . . .
OR ANY OTHER PROFESSION FOR WHICH THEY ARE NOT
LICENSED.

ARS 32-102
PARA A. IT IS CONCLUDED THAT THE PRESENT PROVISION FOR AN

EX- OFFICIO MEMBER OF THE BOARD BE ELIMINATED. ALL
NINE MEMBERS TO BE APPOINTED BY THE GOVERNOR, THREE
TO BE ARCHITECTS, FIVE TO BE PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS
AND ONE TO BE FROM ONE OF THE REMAINING CATEGORIES
ADMINISTERED BY THE BOARD.



That this paragraph be changed to reflect changes

MADE IN PARAGRAPH A AbOVE.

SUB—PARA 3 . DELETE REFERENCE TO ARCHITECT —ENGINEER. REWORD AS:
" HAVE AT LEAST TEN YEARS OF ACTIVE EXPERIENCE AS

ATTESTED BY REGISTRATION UNDER THIS CHAPTER."

AD 32-106

PARA B.

PARA C.

ARS 32-107
PARA B.

ARS 32-122

PARA A.

PARA B.

ARS 32-124

ARS 32-125
PARA A.

IT IS SUGGESTED THAT THIS PARAGRAPH BE REWORDED AS:
THE BOARD SHALL SPECIFY ON THE CERTIFICATE OF REGIS—
TRATION AND ANNUAL RENEWAL CARD ISSUED TO EACH BONA
FIDE REGISTRANT UNDER THIS CHAPTER THE CATEGORY
UNDER WHICH HE IS REGISTERED, AND AUTHORIZE HIM THE
USE OF THE TITLE SHOWN. THE BOARD SHALL DECIDE WHAT
ENGINEERING PROFICIENCIES TO BE RECOGNIZED FOR EX—
AMINATION UNDER THE PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER CATEGORY.

THAT LINES ONE, TWO AND THREE BE CHANGED AS: . . .
" REPRESENTED AT NATIONAL COUNCILS OR ORGANIZATIONS
OF PROFICIENCIES REGISTERED UNDER THIS CHAPTER,
AND MAY PAY . . . "

THAT THIS PARAGRAPH SHOULD BE DELETED WITH NO SUB—
STITUTION.

THAT ALL WORDS " ENGINEER" AND " ENGINEERING " BE
DELETED.

CHANGE PRESENT PARAGRAPH "B" TO PARAGRAPH "C". ADD
NEW PARAGRAPH "B" AS FOLLOWS: "AN APPLICANT FOR
REGISTRATION AS A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER SHALL BE
NOT LESS THAN TWENTY—FIVE . YEARS OF AGE AND OF GOOD
MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE, AND SHALL HAVE RECEIVED
A BACHELOR'S DEGREE IN AN ENGINEERING OR RELATED
SCIENCE CURRICULA APPROVED BY THE BOARD TOGETHER
WITH BEING ENGAGED ACTIVELY FOR AT LEAST FOUR YEARS
IN ENGINEERING WORK OF A CHARACTER SATISFACTORY TO
THE BOARD OF WHICH NOT MORE THAN TWO YEARS MAY BE
ACCOMPLISHED IN THE ACADEMIC INSTRUCTION, TEACHING
OR RESEARCH AREA."
THAT THE TITLE BE CHANGED TO; REGISTRATION, EXAMINA —.
TION AND MISCELLANEOUS FEES.

AND THAT THE ENTIRE SECTION ONE THROUGH FOUR BE
DELETED AND SUBSTITUTE:
THE BOARD SHALL ESTABLISH AND PUBLISH IN ITS RULES

.A SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR APPLICATIONS, EXAMINATIONS,
AND SUCH OTHER MISCELLANEOUS FEES FOR SERVICES
RENDERED AS REQUIRED.

THAT THIS PARAGRAPH BE DELETED IN ITS ENTIRETY AND
SUBSTITUTE:
THE BOARD SHALL ADOPT AND SHALL PRESCRIBE SEALS
FOR THE USE OF REGISTRANTS WHO HOLD VALID CERTI —
FICATES. EACH SEAL SHALL BEAR THE NAME OF THE
REGISTRANT, THE CATEGORY UNDER WHICH HE IS REGIS—
TERED, REGISTRATION NUMBER AND OTHER SUCH DATA THE
BOARD DErmS PERTINENT.



ARS 32-142

PARA A.

ARS 32-143

ARS 32-144

DELETE - SUBPARAGRAPHS I AND 2

SUBSTITUTE - "THE BOARD SHALL ESTABLISH THE ANNUAL
RENEWAL FEES FOR EACH PROFICIENCY REGISTERED UNDER
THIS CHAPTER.

(SHOULD NOT BE PROVIDED, HOWEVER, SHOULD THE BOARD
OF THE FUTURE BE MADE UP OF INDIVIDUALS OUTSIDE THE
PROFESSIONS COVERED UNDER THE ACT.)

To BE CHANGED TO READ AS FOLLOWS:
DRAWINGS, PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS AND ESTIMATES FOR
PUBLIC WORKS OF THE STATE OR A POLITICAL SUBDIVI -
SION THEREOF INVOLVING ARCHItECTURE, ASSAYING, GEO-
LOGY, ENGINEERING, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE, OR LAND
SURVEYING, SHALL BE PREPARED BY OR UNDER THE PER-
SONAL DIRECTION OF, AND THE CONSTRUCTION OF SUCH
WORKS SHALL BE EXECUTED UNDER THE DIRECT SUPER-
VISION OF A QUALIFIED REGISTRANT WITHIN THE CATE -
GORY INVOLVED.

THIS PARAGRAPH SHOULD BE CHANGED TO REFLECT:
REGISTRANTS UNDER THIS CODE MAY ENGAGE IN PRACTICE
OUTSIDE THE CATEGORY WITHIN WHICH THEY ARE REGIS-
TERED ONLY TO THE EXTENT THAT SUCH REGISTRANT IS
QUALIFIED AND AS SUCH WORK MAY BE NECESSARY AND
INCIDENTAL TO THE WORK OF HIS PROFESSION ON A
SPECIFIC PROJECT.

ADD PARA A TO INITIAL WORDING

SUB- PARA 4 . CHANGE TEN THOUSAND TO THIRTY
THOUSAND TO TEN THOUSAND.

ARS 327147

THOUSAND AND THREE

ADD PARA B: THE REQUIREMENTS OF THIS CHAPTER
SHALL NOT APPLY TO ANY PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATION
OR BY FULL TIME EMPLOYEES OF ANY OF THEM, PROVIDED
SUCH WORK IS IN CONNECTION WITH OR INCIDENTAL TO
PRODUCTS, SYSTEMS OR NON- ENGINEERING SERVICES RE-
LATED TO SUCH COMMON CARRIERS OR PUBLIC SERVICE
CORPORATION AND NOT FOR USE BY THE PUBLIC. THE
TERMS PRODUCTS OR SYSTEMS AS USED IN THIS SUB-
SECTION SHALL NOT INCLUDE BUILDINGS STRUCTURES,
STRUCTURAL COMPONENTS, SITE DEVELOPMENT, TRANS-
PORTATION FACILITIES, ROUTE DESIGN OR LOCATION
EXCEPT AS DEFINED IN SUBPARAGRAPH 'A' ABOVE.

ADD THIS SECTION AS SUGGESTED BELOW IF NECESSARY:
PERSONS HOLDING A VALID CERTIFICATE OF REGISTRATION
AS A REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER IN A PRO-
FICIENCY -OR BRANCH OF ENGINEERING RECOGNIZED BY
THE BOARD UNDER A.R.S. 32-106.B PRIOR TO THE
AMENDMENTS TO THIS CHAPTER SHALL BECOME PROFESSIONAL
ENGINEERS AS DEFINED IN A.R.S. 32-101(6).
(IS AN EFFECTIVE DATE NECESSARY?)



tie present membership of the Joint Cohmiittee on Environmental Design
professions, as reported by Mr. Walling, was:

Craig Walling, American Institute of Architects, Acting Chairman
Don Miller, American Institute of Architects
Fred J. Miller, Structural Engineering Association of Arizona
Jim warne, Arizona Society of Professional Engineers
Harold Ditzler, American Civil Engineering Association
R. B. Lockerby, American Society of Mechanical Engineers
Al Hurst, Arizona Society of Landscape Architects

REPORT OF THE EVALUATION AND EXAMINATION COMMITTEES

Mr. James K. Wheat, Landscape Architectural applicant, File No. 69-87, appeared
before the Board and requested reconsideration of the Board's previous action
holding him for the full examination on minute page 2462. Upon the conclusion
of Mr. Wheat's appearance, it was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by

Mr.
Dryden that the Board reconsider its previous action and grant Mr. Wheat

landscape architectural registration under A.R.S. 32-146. Motion carried.

Mr. Mason J. Toles, Landscape Architectural applicant, File No. 68-323, appeared
before the Board together with his attorney, Mr. Ronald Carmichael, and requested
reconsideration of the Board's previous action holding him for the full examina-
tion on Minute Page 2461 and 2462. Upon the conclusion of Mr. Toles' appearance,
it was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Dean Fahey that the Board reconsider
its previous action and grant Mr. Toles landscape architectural registration
under A.R.S. 32-146. Motion carried.

Mr. Rocco G. DeLuca, Electrical Engineer applicant, File No. 69-111, appeared
before the Board and requested reconsideration of the Board's previous action
which denied same for lack of experience on Minute Page 2447. Upon the conclusion
of Mr. DeLuca's appearance, it was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by
Dean Fahey that the Board reaffirm its previous action of denial. Motion carried.

Mr. Philip B. Brooks, Mechanical Engineer applicant, File No. 67-12, appeared
before the Board and requested review of his mechanical engineering examination
taken in April, 1969, which he failed on Minute Page 2452. Upon conclusion of
Mr. Brooks' appearance, it was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dean Fahey
that there be no change in the grades previously assigned. Motion carried.

Mr. Knickerbocker presented the Engineering Evaluation Couuuittee meeting report
of September 9, 10, 11 and 12, 1969, shown as Minute Pages 2529, 2530 and 2531.

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Girand that the above
report of the Engineering Evaluation Coumdttee meeting be accepted and
Implemented by the Board. Motion carried.

:t was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Girand that the schedule,
,s shown on Minute Page 2532, of the December, 1969, Engineering Examinations,
be ap-proved as presented. Motion carried.



TO:

FROM:

suBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Engineering Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

DATE: September 12, 1969

The Engineering Evaluation Committee met on September 9, 10, 11 and 12, 1969 in
Phoenix, Arizona, with the following members present:

Earle M. Cassidy
Walter J. Fahey
John Girand

James L. Knickerbocker
Charles W. Newlin

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and
satisfied the Committee that they are fully qualified to receive
registration in Arizona under A.R.S. 32-123.A, A.R.S. 32-123.B and
A.R.S. 32-126 are hereby recommended for registration:

I.

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Barnett, James Alex
Evers, William O'Neil
Hauf, Harold Dana
Heckmiller, Ignatius Adam
Hendrich, William M.
Hotes, Frederick Lorraine
Krahmer, Edward August
Kulas, Frank Edward
McKee, Craig Santrock
Miklofsky, Haaren Albert
Rose, William Allen
Ross, Ernest LeRoy
Rubel, Frederick, Jr.
Scott, Raymond J.
Taylor, George Frederick
Turner, David W.
Vaughan, Richard G.
Vossenkemper, Earl Helmuth
Westover, Donald Erwin
Wren, George Woodrow

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Cole, Carl Doris
Jorge, Charles David
Livingston, James E.
McCulloch, Gordon James
Moorhead, Albert Dwight
Morrow, Paul
n.iver, Harry Y.
Trindade, Joseph Michael

GEOPHYSICAL ENGINEERING
69-203 Hallof, Philip G.
69-178
69-141
69-160
69-142
69-147
69-194
69-19
69-125
69-121
69-119
69-57
69-143
69-207
69-132
69-120
69-169
69-180
69-159
69-187

69-152
69-216
69-181
69-212
69-129
69-79
69-124
69-213

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Aubry, Lloyd Walter
Cady, Fred Harlow
Gruntz, Robert Dietrich
(re -registration 2555)

Hicks, Neal Griffin
Janke, Harold C.
Malley, Richard Joseph
Matar, Milton Herbert
(re -registration 2389)

Palmer, Stewart Richard
Phillips, Thomas Wendell
Reeve, Donald Ross
Schroyer, George Bartley

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Brussolo, Vito Angelo

MINING ENGINEERING
Brussolo, Vito Angelo

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Hinkelman, Loren Gustave
Pientka, Adam Jerome
Ruthroff, James Floyd
Walstad, Merrill Robert

(continued on next page)

69-184

69-128
69-137
69-131

69-117
69-200
67-44
69-135

67-86
69-202
69-130
69-21

69-188

69-189

69-158
69-76
68-342
69-122



II•

Gilmour, Paul CameronZumberge, James Herbert 69-46
69-228

14.6112.111BEgiagBaldwin, Troy L. 66-128

Collins, Gary Burt 69-176
Krahmer, Edward August 69-195

A

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence of
their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that
these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

licants held for the December, 1969, written examinations:
DV

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Babcock, Ross E.
Estes, Leon Dean
McQueen, Alton Emmett
Poore, James David
Raines, Charles D.
Ruiz, Roberto Corona
Tang, Roland

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Paul, Dennis Lee

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Griffith, David B.
Nester, James Thomas

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Mitchell, Landis LeRoy

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Fowler, Michael Andrew
Jordan, Frank Edward
Vaughan, Richard George

GEOLOGY
Eyde, Theodore Henrik
Freeman, Gilbert Norvell

LAND SURVEYING
Isaacson, Thomas Otto
Shields, Phillip Rinyon

69-133
69-170
69-222
69-161
69-190
69-80
69-167

69-206

69-144
69-127

69-191

69-164
69-224
69-185

69-136
69-198

69-146
69-177

liLIIIII—hLILL12/_ILI_April, 1970, written examinations:
LAND SURVEYING

Kulas, Frank Edward

ADTI

69-20

Parts 1,2,3,4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 1,2,3,4
Parts 3 and 4
Part 4

Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4

Parts 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 1,2,3,4

Parts 3 and 4



IV.

It is recommended that the
to appear before the Board

Crawford, Alfred Edward
Johnson, Verdo Z.
milligan, Frank Alexander
Slama, Louis

following applicants be denied for failure
within a reasonable length of time:

Mechanical Engineer
Mining Engineer
Industrial Engineer
Civil Engineer

69-53
68-119
69-26
68-247

The following applicant appeared before the Committee and the evaluation
of his application determined that he should be denied for lack of
experience under A.R.S. 32-123.A with the refund as shown:

Endsley, Kent F. 69-154 $10.00

The Committee recommends to the Board that recommendations I through IV of this
report be accepted and implemented.

Re pectfully submitted,

lues L. KnYckeibocker, Chairman



DECEMBER SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS

UR______ M33ER6'1969T
SA ARIZONA - Report to Room G 150, Ground Floor of the New Engineering Center at
I OT E, ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY.

110 0 ,
N ARIZONA- Report to Rooms 301 and 303 of the Civil Engineering Bldg. at the

UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA.

QJM.to12.0Q NOON
All professional engineering applicants held for Part I, Fundamentals of Engineering.

All professional geology applicants held for Part I, Basic Geology.

All land surveying applicants held for Part I, Surveying Techniques.

All E.I.T. and G.I.T. applicants held for Subsection I of the in -training exam.

All assaying applicants held for Part I, Assaying Examination.

100 P.M. to 5:00 P.M.

All professional engineering applicants held for Part II, Fundamentals of Engineering.

All professional geology applicants held for Part II, Basic Geology.

All land surveying applicants held for Part II, Computations.

All E.I.T. and G.I.T. applicants held for Subsection II of the in -training exam.

All assaying applicants held for Part II, Assaying Examination.

IL SUNDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1969

MUT, ARIZONA - Report to Room G 150, Ground Floor of the New Engineering Center at
ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY.

TUCSON, ARIZONA- Report to Rooms 301 and 303 of the Civil Engineering Bldg. at the
UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA.

8:00 A.M. to 12:00 NOON

Part III - Engineering Analysis - all branches of engineering.

Part III - Applied Geology.

Part III - Land Surveying Rules and Regulations.

1i00_ta!_t2_11.20_22i,

Part IV - Engineering Design - all branches of engineering.

Part IV - Geological Problems.

Part IV - Land Surveying Legal Principals.

na. ,10
LAP.6A,_12EggmBER 8. 1969

PHOENIX, ARIZONA (only) - Report to Auditorium, 2nd Flr., United Bank Bldg.3550 No.Centr

.8:12.9 11:2212 - Part V - Structural Engrs. - Comprehensive Engrg. Design
_

- Part VI- Structural Engrs. - Structural Engrg. Design



mr. vanlandingham presented the Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting
report of September 8, 1969, shown as Minute Pages 2534 and 2535.

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Place that the above
report of the Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and
implemented by the Board. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Place that the schedule,
as shown on Minute Page 2536, of the December, 1969, Architectural Examinations,
be approved as presented. Motion carried.

Mr. Vanlandingham presented the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee
meeting report of September 9, 1969, shown as Minute Pages 2537 and 2538.

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Place that the above
report of the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted
and implemented by the Board and the grades for the June, 1969, examinations
approved as contained therein. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Place and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the schedule,
as shown on Minute Page 2539, of the December, 1969, Landscape Architectural
Examinations, be approved as presented. Motion carried. It was moved by
Mr. vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Place that the landscape architectural
examination in Site Planning be the same as the Site Planning prepared by
National Council of Architectural Registration Boards. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the
following applicants are to be denied for failure to complete the written
examinations as required by the Board within a reasonable length of time.
Motion carried.

Attaya, Charles B. 68-92 Architect
Oshiro, Roy Seikichi 67-113 Architect

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the
following applicants are to be denied without prejudice and refund at
their request. Motion carried.

Pope, Robert Lee 69-211 Architect
Selin, Morris William 69-182 Structural Engineer
Senior, Franklin C. 68-145 Metallurgical Engineer

Dean Fahey reported to the Board on the Series I and Series II of the
personal audience examination which were used for the first time on September 8th
through the 12th, giving the statistical evaluation of the results of these
examinations. It was Dean Fahey's recommendation that the examination be
continued on all personal audiences as it served a definite purpose in aiding
the committees in determining the awareness of the applicants with the Technical
Registration statutes and rules. Dean Fahey further recommended that to secure
good statistical data future examination series should increase to 20 questions
given in the same length of time, and, upon future evaluation, continued
improvement and revised content be made.



TO:

FROM:

SUBJE CT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Architectural Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

N,

DATE: September 8, 1969

The Architectural Evaluation Committee met on September 8, 1969, in Phoenix,
Arizona, with the following members present:

Bennie M. Gonzales
Lew Place
M. L. Vanlandingham

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
the Committee that they are fully qualified, including the treatise on
lateral forces, to receive architectural registration in Arizona under A.R.S.
32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126, are hereby recommended for registration:
Bailey, Garrison 69-249
Bennett, Edward Morgan 69-220
Brent, Stanley Morris 69-175
Brock, William Olen 69-98
Copeland, Curtis Eudell 69-196
Dinsmore, Philip Wade 69-155
Driskel, Jean Roth 69-168
Hanson, Edward William 69-174
Hauf, Harold Dana 69-140
Herman, Bernard 69-156
King, Leon David, Sr. 69-165
Krueger, Donald Alfred 69-192
Porter, William David 69-139
Saslow, Sheldon Alvin 69-210
Wenson, Herman N. 69-204

I.

The following applicant having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, needs demonstration of additional evidence of
his proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that this
individual be held for the written examinations indicated:

P.Ipplicant held for the December, 1969, examinations:

Jaggers, Philip Fremont 69-150 C,D,E,F,G,H,I

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and met all
other requirements of this Board, shall be granted registration after they
have completed a satisfactory treatise and problem:

Allwork , Ronald 69-162
Brown, William S. 69-104

(continued on next page)



V.

Larason, Robert Courtney
c,hwoikher, Robert Paul
Stansel, John William

69-102
69-145
69-84

The following applicants who were scheduled to appear for his personal
audience, two consecutive times, and who failed to do so, are recommended
to be denied for failure to complete the requirements of the Board within
a reasonable length of time:

Featherstone, Kenneth Anthony 68-359
68-304Pierce, Walter Smith

The following applicant appeared before the Committee and the evaluation of
his application determined that he should be denied for lack of experience
under A.R.S. 32-123.A with the refund as shown and the additional years of
experience required follows the refund amount:

Powers, Joseph Michael 69-171 $10.00 2 years or Bachelor

of Architecture Degree

The Committee recommends to the Board that recommendations
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

ennie M. Gothales, C4Cipinan

I through V of this



1. Tem

SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS
FOR

ARCHITECTS AND ARCHITECTS -IN -TRAINING

Arizona

""1 071

* Old Payne Training School, Rooms 2 and 3, Arizona State University

Arizona
2.

School of Architecture, Room 205, University of Arizona

Saturday, December 20, 1969

9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon
Examination F, Building Construction (no reference material permitted)

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination D, Site Planning (An Educational Park) (no reference material

permitted)
Sunday, December 21, 1969

8:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Examination E, Architectural Design (An Art and Science Center) (no reference

material permitted)
Monday, December 22, 1969

9:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M.
Examination C, History and Theory (no reference material permitted)

1:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination I, Building Equipment (no reference material permitted)

Tuesday, December 23, 1969

9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon
Examination H, Professional Administration (no reference material permitted)

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination G, Structural Design (reference material is permitted)

*This location can best be described as being about midway in the block between
Crannor, - A A .--se Auaitorium and the El Rancho Market in Tempe Center.



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Applicants

State Board of Technical Registration

Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee

DATE: September 9, 1969

The ndscape Architectural Evaluation Committee met on September 9, 1969, in
Laphoenix, Arizona, with the following members and representative of the field

of Landscape Architecture present:

Bennie M. Gonzales
M. L. Vanlandingham
William N. Walton, Landscape Arch. Consultant

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

I. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
the Committee they are fully qualified to receive registration in Arizona
under A.R.S. 32-123.A, A.R.S. 32-126 and A.R.S. 32-146, are hereby recommended
for registration in Landscape Architecture:

Eckbo, Garrett 69-110
Fairburn, Robert Wilfred 69-173
Forde, Berven M. 69-209
Jones, Warren David 69-157
Josel, Jack G. 69-172
Moffitt, J. Barry 69-208
Wood, David John, Sr. 69-88

II. The following applicant having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, needs demonstration of additional evidence
of his proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that
this individual be held for the written examinations indicated:

Held for the December, 1969 written examinations:

Ranahan, Eddie Peter 69-86 Parts 3 and 4

The following applicant appeared before the Committee and requested that
his application be withdrawn and it is the recommendation of the Committee
that he be denied without prejudice and refund:

Sexton, Robert Ellis
69-193

1'111-.1e following applicant appeared before the Committee and the evaluation of
his application determined that he should be denied for lack of experience
Under A.R.S. 32-123.A with the refund as shown and that he should not reapply
for registration before October 10, 1970:

$10.00
Stewart, ward Douglas 69-186
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LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS —
Part Part Part Part Part Part

No. Name I II III IV V VI Passed

69-32 Clovicko, Philip J. F F 75 75 F 88 3,4,6

69-9 Langmade, Beatrice R. 75 75 85 F F 84 1,2,3,6

69-29 Winkelman, Russell D. F F 80 78 F 93 3,4,6

68-319 Woelzlein, Harry E. 75 79 F 76 F 76 1,2,4,6

V.

eVrtpreNe...,
k 471,

The committee reviewed the following grades for the June, 1969, Landscape
A,rbitectural examinations which they approved as shown and recommend to
the Board that they be accepted:

D
s
n
.
,
I
d
e
n
t
.

S

The Committee recommends to the Board that recommendations I through V of this
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

M. r. Vanlandingham, Cl/irman



Monday, December 22, 1969

SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS
FOR

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS AND LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS -IN -TRAINING

1v10 LOCATIONS:

1. l'el L --z°na.

0;5317;

* old Payne Training School, Rooms 2 and 3, Arizona State University

2. 1112E12_21iZ2112.-

School of Architecture, Room 205, University of Arizona

Satl er20,1969'
9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon

part 1 - History and Theory (no reference material permitted)

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
part 4 - Site Planning (An Educational Park) (no reference material permitted)

Sunday, December 21, 1969

8:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Part 3 - Landscape Architectural Design (An Art and Science Center) (no reference

material permitted)

9:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M.
Part 2 - Planting, Design and Identification (no reference material permitted)

1:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Part 5 - Construction (reference material is permitted)

Tuesday, December 23, 1969

12:30 P.M. to 4:30 P.M.
Part 6 Professional Administration (no reference material permitted)

ITUs location can best be described as being about midway in the block
between Gammage Auditorium and the El Rancho Market in Tempe Center.



It was moved by Mr. Girand and second
applicants for professional registrat
and all other requirements of this Bo

registration numbers as indicated

the

ARCI URE,Bailey, Garrison
Bennett, Edward Morgan
Brent, Stanley Morris
Brock, William Olen

Bucher, Helmut
Burr, James George
Chase, Melvin Gale
Cook, Richard E.
cooper, John Sherman
Copeland, Curtis Eudell
Davison, Allen Lape
Diethelm, Jerome Kirtley
Dinsmore, Philip Wade
Driskel, Jean Roth
Frankeberger, Robert
Gabriel, Joseph M.
Hansmeyer, John Paul
Hanson, Edward William
Hanson, Richard Charles
Hauf, Harold Dana
Henschied, Ronald Peter
Herman, Bernard
King, Leon David, Sr.
Krueger, Donald Alfred
Leonard, Robert Brooks
Mangino, Michael Wayne
Mathews, Edward James
Mosher, Charles Andrew
Nardini, Matteo
Porter, William David
Rossland, Willis Dean
Saslow, Sheldon Alvin
Wenson, Herman N.
Zeaman, Andrew N.

CrVIL ENGINEERING
Barnett, James Alex
Evers, William O'Neil
Hauf, Harold Dana
Heckmiller, Ignatius Adam
Hendrich, William M.
Rotes, Frederick Lorraine
Krahmer, Edward August
Kulas, Frank Edward
McKee, Craig Santrock
Miklofsky, Haaren Albert

william Allen
Ross, Ernest LeRoy

7337
7248
7249
7250
7251
7252
7253
7254
7255
7256
7257
7258
7259
7260

Russell 7261
7262
7263
7264
7265
7266
7267
7268
7269
7270
7271
7272
7273
7274
7275
7276
7277
7278
7279
7280

7281
7282
7283
7284
7285
7286
7287
7288
7289
7290
7291
7292

ed by Mr. Knickerbocker that the following
ion having completed the personal audience
ard be granted registration and assigned
. Motion carried.

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Coned.
Rubel, Frederick, Jr.
Scott, Raymond J.
Taylor, George Frederick
Turner, David W.
Vaughan, Richard G.
Vossenkemper, Earl Helmuth
Westover, Donald Erwin
Wren, George Woodrow

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Cole, Carl Doris
Jorge, Charles David
Livingston, James E.
McCulloch, Gordon James
Moorhead, Albert Dwight
Morrow, Paul
Silver, Harry Y.
Trindade, Joseph Michael

GEOPHYSICAL ENGINEERING
Hallof, Philip G.

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Aubry, Lloyd Walter
Cady, Fred Harlow
Gruntz, Robert Dietrich
Hicks, Neal Griffin
Janke, Harold C.
Malley, Richard Joseph
Mater, Milton Herbert (rereg.)
Palmer, Stewart Richard
Phillips, Thomas Wendell
Reeve, Donald Ross
Schroyer, George Bartley

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Brussolo, Vito Angelo

MINING ENGINEERING
Brussolo, Vito Angelo

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Hinkelman, Loren Gustave
Pientka, Adam Jerome
Ruthroff, James Floyd
Walstad, Merrill Robert

7293
7294
7295
7296
7297
7298
7299
7300

7301
7302
7303
7304
7305
7306
7307
7308

7309

7310
7311

(rereg.) 2555
7312
7313
7314
2389
7315
7316
7317
7318

7319

7320

7321
7322
7323
7324



09-12.g1Gilmour, Paul Cameron
Zumherge, James Herbert

WTSCAPrE ARCHITECTURE
7327

Cabo, u---
Fairburn, Robert Wilfred 7328
Forde, Berven M. 7329
Jones, Warren David 7330
Josel, Jack G. 7331
Moffitt, J. Barry 7332
Toles, Mason J. 7339
Wheat, James K. 7338
Wood, David John, Sr. 7333

LAND SURVEYING
7325 Baldwin, Troy L.
7326 Collins, Gary Burt

Krahmer, Edward August

7334
7335
7336

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the following
applicants for in -training certification having satisfactorily completed the
written examination be granted registration and assigned the registration
numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

ARCHITECT-IN-TRAINING
Buchanan, Carl, Jr. 86
Cornoyer, Jeffrey M. 87
Gay, Gordon Harlan 88
Hoagland, George Coleman 89
Johannsen, Robert W. 90
Miller, Gantt William 91
Varga, W. David 92

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING
Cashman, Gerald Thomas
Dillon, Fermen L.

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING - Cont'd.
Frobel, Ronald Kenneth 823
Gerstberger, Richard LeRoy
Hackert, Donald Dale
Lundin, Frank Arriola
Mueller, James D.
Nazaroff, Gregory James
Ramsower, David Charles
Schoenherr, Roger E.
Shelley, Richard Alan

821 Stanford, Warren David
822 Thomson, Steven Craig

824
825
826
827
828
829
830
831
832
833

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dean Fahey that the following applicants
for in -training certification having been certified by the Deans of the College of
Engineering, under Rule II.C.5, be granted registration and assigned the
registration numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

ENGINEER-IN-TRAINING
Austin, Loren D.
Bennett, Thomas L.
Burns, John Charles
Farrington, Thomas Richard
Hammel, David J.
Moore, Mickey Ashley

834
835
836
837
839
838

The Executive Secretary discussed with the Board the microfilming of Engineer -in-
Training registered files where the registration was issued prior to March 9, 1963,
s7 that these files could be destroyed. It was further clarified that destroying
0 the file would only eliminate the registrant's name under the classification
E,Ilgineer-in-Training but would not preclude the Board for replying to inquiries

T71gieneedr-in-other states. It was moved by Dean Fahey and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the

Training registered files prior to March 9, 1963, be microfilmed, the
destroyed eleted from the annual roster of Engineer -in -Training and the files then

. Ldrried.



REPORT OF THE PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE

,1-ive Secretary presented the report on the 48th Annual Meeting of_
The tional Council of Engineering Examiners, as shown on Minute Pages

2346 and 2347. It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by
2343, 2344, 2345,
mr arand tha t the Executive Secretary's report on the meeting be accepted

and
that this Board notify the National Council of Engineering Examiners that

Arizona was opposed to a policy of universal comity. Motion carried.

REPORT OF THE BUDGET COMMITTEE

It
was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Place that the budget for

1970-71 be approved as submitted to the Department of Finance, per Minute
pages 2348 through 2384. Motion carried.

A discussion was held on the publishing of the 48th Annual Report for which
money was not allocated by the Legislature beginning on July 1, 1969. It was
determined that a supplemental appropriation would be required to publish this
annual report and by direction of the Chairman, the Executive Secretary was
instructed not to advertise for bids until after the Budget Committee had
received the supplemental appropriation or was able to allocate other funds.

REPORT OF SPECIAL OFFICE PROCEDURES COMMITTEE

As presented in the Executive Secretary's report on the 48th Annual Meeting
of the National Council of Engineering Examiners, the Board discussed the
securing of Social Security numbers from all applicants and registrants, and
the Chairman directed the Executive Secretary to secure such Social Security
numbers.

Mr. vanlandingham as Chairman of the Special Office Procedures Co itmm --tee
directed a discussion on the issuance of temporary certificates which proposed
that temporary certificates no longer be issued to out-of-state residents. As
the issue was not resolved, the Chairman directed the Special Office Procedures
Committee to report at the next December meeting of the Board and the agenda
of that meeting be suspended to bring this matter as one of the first orders
of business.

Mr. Vanlandingham issued an oral report on the forms proposed by the National
Council of Architectural Registration Boards for use by this Board on all
architectural applications. The matter not being resolved, the Chairman directed
that the Special Office Procedures Coi ittee prepare an in-depth report at the

um_
December meeting.

The Executive Secretary reported on the difficulties experienced with the
Finance Department in securing the services of their computer system as it was
anticipated that the Finance Department would demand our becoming a part of the

rmputfunds
er system after short notice, and that the Board should expend some of its
to Personal Services to implement a programwhich would allow assimilating

data which

by Mr.

seta which would be required for the computer. It was moved by Dean Fahey and

Knickerbocker that the Executive Secretary be authorized to

carried.
_ .°1 from Personal Services those funds required to implement this procedure.



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

DATE: September 21, 1969

State Board of Technical Registration

Executive Secretary

Report of the 48th Annual Meeting of the National Council of
Engineering Examiners

The Arizona Board was represented by the Executive Secretary at the Annual Meeting
held in San Antonio, Texas, August 25th through the 29th and it was indeed one
of the better meetings they have held in the past few years. Mr. Jack W. Beretta
of the Texas Board was Chairman of the Host Committee and presented a fine capsule
tour of San Antonio and Texas together with excellent parties and entertainment.

During the work sessions, the Executive Secretary attended primarily the Western
zone meeting, the meeting of the State Board Secretaries and the general sessions.

The next meeting of the Western Zone will be held in salt Lake City either
41.11 24-25 or May 15-16, 1970, the exact dates to be worked out by Grant Borg,
Western Zone Director, and James Sams. The Western Zone meeting recommended to
the National Council of Engineering Examiners George Sutton's, of Nevada, Code
of Professional Conduct which Mr. Sutton has presented at previous meetings
and proposes to be incorporated in the Model Law. Copy of this proposal is
attached, and is now a part of the Nevada Registration Act.

The Secretaries' meeting spent the entire morning on a discussion of forms to
be used for transmittal of information between the Boards regarding applicants.
The final adoption of a standard form will not be made until 1970 and will
probably be similar to the form we are now using. One of the discussions during
this meeting was that in the future the Fundamentals examinations will probably
be transmitted using the Social Security number. Each Board should consider
including the applicant's Social Security number as part of the information
provided with the application, and as Executive Secretary, I wholly endorse this
and make a later recommendation in this report that this office begin immediately
requiring the Social Security number of all applicants.

The general meetings of the National Council of Engineering Examiners were
continuation of previous meetings and reports with excessive discussion on
Universal Comity and the Model Law.

Regarding Universal Comity, I have extracted, as follows, the recommendation
adopted by the National Council of Engineering Examiners from the Committee on
Qualifications for Registration:

"Mr. President, I request this report be received for printing.

"Mr. President: The committee wishes to make the following motions:

"(a) I move that Part IV of
the Declaration of Universal Cimity be

amended to read '....has never been found in violation of the
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"(b)

trust inherent in his registration or license if questioned by
a Registration Board or Authority in answer to a complaint'
involving his...

I move that the Declaration of Universal Comity be made the
established policy of the National Council of Engineering
Examiners.

"(c) I move that those Board3presently accepting the Declaration be
noted in THE PRACTICE OF ENGINEERING IN THE UNITED STATES."

All motions carried.

The Universal Comity according to National Council of Engineering Examiners
is as the following Declaration and eliminates the personal audience

requirement:

"(a) It is recommended that all States will accept fully certification
of education, experience and references through the Committee
on National Engineering Certification;

"(b) It is recommended that all States will license by Comity those
Registered Engineers in good standing who have the following
qualifications:

I --graduation from an ECPD accredited engineering curriculum, and

II --satisfactory completion of 16 -hours of approved examination, and

III --four or more years of satisfactory experience in engineering
practice, and

IV --that an applicant for registration by Comity or Reciprocity
shall certify that he has never been found in violation of
the trust inherent in his registration or license if questioned
by a Registration Board or Authority in answer to a complaint."

in accordance with the Board's previous instructions I voted opposing the
Declaration of Universal Comity due to our personal audience requirement and
propose this Board notify the National Council of Engineering Examiners that .
Arizona not be listed among those Boards presently accepting this Declaration.
I believe this requirement is necessary to maintain our personal audience status.

The discussion on the Fundamentals of Engineering examinations indicates that
April, 1970, will be the first time in which four hours of the Fundamentals of
Engineering examination will be prepared by Educational Testing Service in
multiple choice form.

Discussion l of the Model Law was lengthy and certain changes were approved and
rejected.

.e wording
of etlris However, the bitterness between the States on the changing
to regarding the written examinations necessitated all changes

the Model Law be withheld until the 1972 Seattle meeting. Members of the



Board who may be appointed to the Model
considerable work as a committee member
and how the Model Law should read is by
of the member -boards.

Law Committee in the interim will find
in that changes to the Model Law
no means unanimous even among members

Tile next meeting and 50th Anniversary of the National Council of Engineering
Eominers will be held in Chicago, with the 1971 meeting in Puerto Rico,
and the 1972 meeting in Seattle, Washington.

It is recommended that the Board instruct the office to secure the Social
Security number on every applicant and to notify the National Council of
engineering Examiners the Board's position on Universal Comity.

Respectfully submitted,

arter J.
Executi

Attachment

elblut,
Secretary



WESTERN ZONE
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF ENGINEERING EXAMINERS

PROPOSED
CODE OF CONDUCT FOR ENGINEERS

Preamble

The Engineer in the practice of his profession is often
faced with choices of procedure which are not dictated by
technology, but by interpersonal and personal considerations.
While no code of conduct or set of rules can be framed
which will particularize all of the duties of the Engineer
in all the relations of professional life, the following code
of conduct is adopted as a guide for the required maintenance
of a high standard of integrity and dignity in the profession
of engineering.

Rule 1. Definition; Disciplinary Action; Construction.
1.1 As used in this code of conduct "Engineer" means a

person who, by reason of his professional education and prac-
tical experience, is registered by proper authority to engage
in the practice of professional engineering as defined by law.
1.2 This code of conduct constitutes rules of professional

conduct. The willful breach of any of the rules shal be pun-
ished as authorized by law. The specification by the rules
of certain conduct as unprofessional is not to be interpreted
as approval of conduct not specifically mentioned. Nothing in
these rules is intended to limit or supersede any provision of
law relating to the duties and obligations of Engineers or the
consequences of a violation thereof.

Rule 2. Relations with the public.
2.1 While the primary responsibility of an Engineer is to

his specific client, he shall not perform any engineering work
or design which detracts from the safety, health and welfare
of the public.
2.2 While an Engineer may advertise his qualifications

required by law for the practice of professional engineering,
such advertisements shall not indicate a comparison with any
Other Engineer or Engineers, nor shall they include any general
superlatives.
2.3 An Engineer shall not issue a public expression of

opinion on engineering matters without indicating that such is
Iflis opinion. He shall properly distinguish between engineering
act and engineering opinion.
2.4 An engineer shall make no public comment as to the

qualification, or lack of qualification, of another Engineer,
except that he may state whether or not another is registered.
1 2.5 An Engineer shall not offer to pay, directly or indirect-

:any fee, contribution or refund in order to secure work,
blY1 Ile may use an employment agency to obtain a salaried
position.



t

Ru1.e3. /elations with employers and clients.
3.1 An Engineer shal uniertake only those engineering

assignments for which he is qualified.
3.2 An Engineer shall accept no commissions or allowances

directly or indirectly from any vendor or contractor unless
such vendor or contractor is a bona fide client.

3.3 An Engineer shall inform his employer or client of any
financial interest in any vendor or contractor, invention,
machine or apparatus actually involved in any project or work
of his employer or client.
3.4 An Engineer shall disclose no information concerning

the business affairs or technical processes of any present or
former employer or client without consent from such employer
or client.
3.5 An Engineer shall accept no compensation, commission or

allowance from more than one person for the same engineering
service without the consent of all interested persons.
3.6 An Engineer shall not engage in supplementary engineer-

ing employment without the consent of his employer.
3.7 An Engineer shall inform his employer of the potential

effect of any changes in a design required by his employer. A
notification of such possible effects will absolve him of
responsibility under this code of conduct, but if his stamp
is affixed to such design, he is legally responsible therefor.
3.8 The Engineer -client relationship, once established, is

continuous until the engagement is terminated.

/ule 4. Relations with engineers.
4.1 An Engineer shall not take credit for any engineering

work performed by another.
4.2 An Engineer shall not mislead any prospective engineer..

ing employee as to working conditions and proposed status of
employment.
4.3 An Engineer shall not injure maliciously the profession-

al reputation, prospects or practice of another Engineer.
4.4 An Engineer is required to present to the state author-

ity charged by law with registering Engineers any evidence of
malpractice or other violation of the law governing profession-
al engineering which comes to his attention.
4.5 An Engineer shall not compete unfairly with another

Engineer by either claiming technical superiority or a lesser
charge structure.
4.6 A

but
shall not submit bids for engineeringservicesI Engineer

include
he may submit proposals for engineering services

which e a description of such services and the proposed
chargesn erefor. He shall not modify such proposal after

;

submisi so that only the fee is changed. Correlary modi-

fications f both services and fees are permitted.

* * * * * *



3udget Request Approved By

BUDGET

S i
Budget Request Prepared By Board's Bu

STATE OY ARIY,ONA

REQUEST FOR

ture
Committe

THE FISCAL YEAR 1970-1971

& Es,(21c. Secry.

Executive Secretary
Title
264-3836

Phone

SORDULE,
August 6, 19.

Date

Agency Name

Address

State Board of Technical Registration Fund Sources 90/10 Agency - ARS 32-109, Technical Regist

3550 North Central Avenue, Suite 923

Phoenix, Arizona 85012

A.R.S. Citation Title 32, Chapter I, ARS 1956, 1968

Fund

RECEIPTS

Actual Estimated
Description Fund 1...-1967 19.7_1..: 19._19.9 1969_1970 1970-297.

Renewal Fees
Application Fees

38,629.00
8,525.00

41,035.50
8,910.00

42,528.00
11,640.00

_
46,000.00
12,000.00

65,000.00
12,000,00

Temporary Certificates
Examination Fees

2,450.00
5,920.00

1,500.00
7,110.00

4,650.00
8,112.50

4,000.00
9,000.00

3,000.00
9,000.00

New Certificates 17.00 30,00 6,00
Annual Reports 44.00 53.00 70.00
Miscellaneous 81.00 13.90 25.95
NCARB Personal Audiences 10.00 10.00 -0-
NCARB Senior Examinations 50.00 50.00 -0-

Refund on Purchase Order
(100% Technical Fund) 50.00 -0-

NCARB Refund (1007. Technical Funds -0- -0- 44.50

Other Refunds (1007. Technical
Fund) -0- -0- 529.48

TOTAL REVENUE 55,776.00 58,712.40 67,606.43 71,000.00 89,000.00
107. General Fund General 5,572.00 5,871.25 6,703.26 7,100.00 8,900.00
907. Technical Fund Technical 50,204.00 52,841.15 60,903.17 63,900.00 80,100.00

*See Schedule 1A
1



STATE OF ARIZONA

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE

Renewal and application fees were set last in 1956 and no authority was given to collect the following fees
which have been a necessary part of the operation of thia agency since its inception in 1921:

Architect -in -Training Application Fees
Geologist -in -Training Application Fees
Landscape Architect -in -Training Application Fees
All Examination Fees
Miscellaneous Fees for Service Requested

The 1970-71 budgeted receipts is predicated upon legislative action to increase the renewal and application
fees and legitimize the collection of examination and miscellaneous fees.

The proposal to the legislature will most probably be:

Renewal Fees - not to exceed $20.00/annum
Application Fees - Residents $25,00

Non -Residents 50.00
Examination & Miscellaneous Fees - As published by Board as an official rule.

The increased income reflects the following:

Renewals @$15.00 each
Applications as above
Examination & miscellaneous at present published rates



.jency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

ORGANIZATION CHART

State Board of Technical Registration

GOVERNOR

IARS 32-102 1

ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION
Title 32, Chapter I, ARS 1956

ARCHITECT MEMBERS
3 each

ARS 32-102A
ARS 32-103

ENGINEER MEMBERS
5 each

ARS 32-102A
ARS 32-103

I MEMBER SECRETARY

ARS 32-105

EX OFFICIO MEMBER
1 each

ARS 32-102A

MEMBER CHAIRMAN

••• ••• •••••• l i t m en0 •••••• m l. •• •• 4 1 0 . = .

CLERK STENO II

POSITION I

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY
1 each

ARS 32-106 D & E
By -Laws § II (4)

411.•••• /NOW

MEMBER VICE CHAIRMAN)

OFFICE MANAGER/
BOOKKEEPER

(CLERK STENO III)

CLERK STENO II

POSITION II



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

PROGRAM SUMNARY

State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE 3

Program Title

Actual Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget Request
1970-1971

Amount Amount % J Amount

Registration of Architects, Assayers,Engineers,
Geologists, Landscape Architects and Land
Surveyors

58,756.00
,

100% 64,170.00 100% 79,882.00

'

100

TOTAL 58,756.00 100% 64,170.00 100% 79,882.00 100



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA
PROGRAM STATEMENT

State Board of Technical Registration

Program Title

Registration of Architects,
Asseyers,Engineers,Geologists,
Landscape Architects and Land
Surveyors.

Program Objective or Purpose

S CHEW I E

PURPOSE: This agency is established to register and regulate the practice of
Architects, Assayers, Engineers, Geologists, Landscape Architects and Land
Surveyors for the protection of the health,welfare and safety of the public.

FUNCTION: As defined in Title 32, Chapter I, ARS 1956

ARTICLE I. BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION
No. 32-101. Definitions

Under this section, the definitions of the professions registered (Architect,
Architect -in -Training, Assayer, Engineer, Engineer -in -Training, Geologist,
Geologist -in -Training, Landscape Architect, Landscape Architect -in -Training
and Land Surveyor) are defined as well as definitive descriptions of the
practice authorized for these professions.

No. 32-102. Board of Technical Registration. •
Established the Board and defines the method, terms, and size of Board
appointed by Governor as well as the ex -officio member.

No. 32-103. Qualifications of Members.
Defines qualifications of appointive members.

No. 32-104. Compensation.
Defines allowances for mileage and travel expense, prohibits compensation to
members and authorizes renewal without payment of fee.

No. 32-105. Organization.
Established the organization of the Board and prescirbes the minimum number
of meetings. •

No. 32-106. Powers and Duties.
Defines the powers and duties and responsibilities,

No. 32-107. Board Secretary: Duties; Salary.
Defines this officer's duties, salary and responsibility.

No. 32-108. Annual Report; filing copies of lists of registrants.
Requires annual reporting to the Governor, Secretary of State, and Board of
Supervisors.

No. 32-109. Technical registration fund.
Established technical registration fund and prescribes method of depositing
and disbursing.

Continued .....



Agency State Board of Technical Registration SCITEDULX 4 - continuee

ARTICLE II. REGISTRATION
No. 32-121 through 32-128 describes the method of registration of the authorized professions, types of

registration and certificates, defines seals and use for registrants, authorizes and describes for
revocation of certificates.

ARTICLE III. REGULATORY PROVISIONS.
No. 32-141 through 32-145 authorizes and defines practice by registrants in firms or corporations,

requirements of registrants on public works, grants exception to practice of registrants within the
profesSions, authorizes exemptions and limitations on non -registrants, and enumerates violations and
penalty for non -registrants.

All past expenditures of this agency have been to impliment this program.



STATE OF ARIZONA

WORKLOAD AND STATISTICAL FACTORS

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE 5

Actual Estimated
1Description of Factor Used ' 1966=1967 197-1968 1966-1969 1969-1970 1970-1973

Population ( Applicants and Registrants -- ):

Population at beginning of year 3721 3914 3993 4320 4560

Add Admissions Granted 351 370 378 380 400

Deduct Discharges Delinquent & Deceased 158 291 -
----,.

51 140 160-

Population at end of year 3914 3993 - 4320 4560 4800

II t

tatio of Employees to Population 1: 1,300 1: 1,350 1: 1,330 1: 1,140 1: 1,200

)er Capita Cost excluding Land, Buildings
and Improvements $12.70 $12.20 $13.60 $14.15 $16.60

ther Factors (Specify):
_



STATE OF ARIZONA
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES AND BUDGET REQUESTS

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE 6

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1966-1967

Actual
Expenditures
1967-1968

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures

1969-1970

Budget
Request

1970-1971

Governor's
Recommendatio

1970-1971

PERSONAL SERVICES AND EMPLOYEE
RELATED EXPENDITURES

Number of F.T.E. Positions

Salaries and Wages ..............

Employee Related Expenditures ...

)PERATING EXPENDITURES

Professional & Outside Services.

Travel- State ..................

Travel - Out of State ...........

Food ............................

Other Operating Expenditures ....19,034.00

APITAL OUTLAY

Equipment .......................

Land, Buildings & Improvements ..

Other ...........................

1D AND ASSISTANCE ................

THER REFUNDS

TOTAL

3.12 3 3.25

23,162.00 22,600.00 26 773 00 1 31.680.0o 33 240 00
2,020.00 1,965.00 2,367.00 2,844.00 3,127.00

168.00 2,074.00 -0- 1,000.00 1;500.00

3,154.00 2896.00 3,450.00 3,500.00 4,400.00

12666.00 2,040.00 1,508.00 1,780.00 2,300.00

-0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

17 204.00 24,550.00 23,016.00 32,465.00

1,185.00 43.00 -0- -0- 2,500.00

-0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

-0- -0- -0- - - - -

-0- -0- -0- -0- - -

216.00 245.00 108.00 350.00 350.00

50,605.00 49,067.00 58,756.00 64,170.00 79,882.00



STATE OF ARIZONA
SOURCE AND DISPOSITION OF FUNDS

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE /

1966-1967 1967-1968 1968-1969 1969-1970
_

1970-1973

OURCE OF FUNDS

Balance Forward From Prior Year ...............

General Fund Appropriation ....................

Special Fund Appropriation ....................

Supplemental Appropriation ....................

Appropriated Receipts .........................

Supplemental Appropriated Receipts ............

Other Funds (Specify) .........................

Escheated Receipts

TOTAL

•
SPOSITION OF FUNDS

Expenditures ..................................
Other (Specify) Refunds

._._,---- -
quest for relief appropriation _
from legislature in January '70

see schedule 22

Amount Reverted ...............................

Balance Forward to Next Year ..................

TOTAL

16,815.00 16,414.00 20,188.00 22,335.00 16,565.00

50,204.00 47,485.00 50,778.00 63,820.00 80,100.00

1,545.00 7.90%00

3,811,00 2,225.00 80,00

67,019.00 69,255.00 81,091.00 86,235.00 96,665.00_

,
50 389.00 48,822.00 58,648.00 63,820.00 79,532.00

350.00

.......

216.00 245.00 108.00 350.00

5,500.00

•

_
16 783.00716 414 00, . 20 188.00 22,335.00

+----
16,565.00

_ 67,019.00 69255.0O 81,091.00 86,235.00 96,665.00—

(77
;..4)

)



STATE OF ARIZONA

SUMMARY OF POSITIONS AND SALARIES

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration CBEDU

Present Position and Salaries
, Additional

Positions
Total
Positions

Actual Estimated Budget Budget Budget
Expenditures

1 1968-1969
Expenditures
1969-1970

Request
1970-1971

Request
1970-1971

Request
1970-1971

PTE PTE FTE FTE PTE -
Summary of Positions No. Amount No. Amount No. Amount

I
No. Amount No. Amount

Board and Commission
__

---- ---------

Members

Statutory Salaries
,

Regular Employees 3.25 26,773.13 4 31,680.00 4 33,240.00 0 -0- 4 33,240.1

Temporary Employees

Dther (Specify)

TOTAL 3.25 26,773.13 4 31,680.00 4 33,240.00 0 -0- 4 33,240.(

Amount of 1968-1969 Personal Services Reversion

Explanation of Reversion: _

One employee had two days without pay due to date of employment and pay period starting on weekend.

26.87

El
(7)

cit

GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDATION



Agency Name

111111M11W

STAM OF ARIZONA
PRESENT POSITIONS AND SAIARIES

State Board of Technical Registration SCBEDUIE 9

3lass Title of Position Grade
FTE
No.

1968-1969

Actual
Expenditures

FTE
No.

1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures

1

FTE
No.

1970-1971
Amount of % of

Budget Increase Increa
Request Requested Request(

16,500.00 750.00 4.75%1xecutive Secretary X 1 15,000.00 1 15,750.00

lerk Steno III 009 1 5799.84 1 6090.00 1 6400.00 310.00 5.1%

lerk Steno II 007 1 4800.00 1 5040.00 1 5300.00 260.00 5.17%

lerk Steno II

,

007 1 1173.29 1 4800,00 1 5040.00 240.00 5.0%

e7)

•Li
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STATE OF ARIZONA

JUSTIFICATION FOR SALARY INCREASES

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration

The salary increases requested for 1970-71 are made on the assumption that the

cost of living will continue to rise and that to maintain the schedule of

efficiency and guard against possible loss of employees to non -governmental

employers cost of living raises must be included in this request.

SCHEDULE



STATE OF ARIZONA

ADDITIONAL POSITIONS REQUESTED

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE

Class Title of Position Grade
FTE
No.

Amount
of

Salary

Amount of
Employee
Related

Expenditures

Other Costs

TOTAL
Expenditure

Classification Amount

NOT APPLICABLE

'

,

_ -

Justification For Additional Positions:

*2.

r



-

xs5ir A

Agency Name Ste! P. Board of Technical Registlat ion

Class Title of Position Description of Perquisite

NOT 1PPI4CABLE

SCED01,1

Estimated Value of Perqul s 5
1568-190- J.-96...-3--9- 970 1970- -3 .

cr,)



jency Name

SPATE OP ARIZONA
EMPLOYEE RELATED EXPENDITURES

State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDUIE 1_

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget
Request
1970-1971

Amount of
Increase
(Decrease)

Governor's
Recommendatic

Retirement Contributions .........................

F. I. C. A. Taxes ................................

workmen's Compensation Insurance Premiums ........

Personnel Commission Services ....................

niform Allowances (See Below ..................

?osition Bond Premiums ..........................

Other (Specify) ..................................

TOTALS

1,339.00 1,584.00 1,662.00 78.00

96 000 1,140.00 1,210.00 70.00

-0- -0- 135.00 135.00

- -

68.00 120.00 120.00 - -

-0- -0- -0- -0-

-0- -0- -

-0- -0- -0- -o-

2,367.00 2,844.00 3,127.00 283.00

Describe Uniform Allowance Policies:

Workmen Compensation Premium: - -

$15,600.00 of exec.secry.salary @ .65/$100.00
$16,740.00 of state service salaries @ .20/$100.00



STATE OF ARIZONA
PROFESSIONAL AND OUTSIDE SERVICES

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration SCPEDUIF

Type of Service

Investigative,architectural
or engineering contractural
services

Description, Justification and Expected Results

These services are used as required by the nature of the complaint filed
with the Board against a registrant and may require professional
investigators, foundation reports, architectural/engineering designs,
reports, fees for professional witnesses and reporters.

The results expected from positive actions on complaints is that the
prdfessions will assist board in further prosecution of other violators.

Amount
Requested

v1,500.00



STATE OF ARIZONA

TRAVEL - STATE

ency Name State Board of Technical Registration SCBEDUIE

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget
Request
1970-1971

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Vehicle Expense ................

Mileage Reimbursement ..........

Subsistence ....................

Public Transportation ..........

Other ..........................

TOTAL

-o- -o- -o- -o-

1730.00 2300.00 2500.00 200.00

1574.00 1025.00 - 1525.00 500.00

88.00 75.00 175.00 100.00

58.00 100.00 200.00 100,00
,

3450.00 3500.00 4400.00 900.00

3TATE OWNED VEHICLES:

Number Owned ...................

Miles Driven ...................

PRIVATELY OWNED VEHICLES:
No. of Employees driving -
under 10,000 mi per year ......

10,000 - 20,000 mi. per year ...

over 20,000 mi. per year .......

1968-1969

-0-

1969-1970

_

1970-1971 Increase -

-o- -0- -0- -o-

-0-

urpose(s) of Travel and justification For Increase:

Increased number of meetings at whicb out of town members must attend as well as increased travel for employees
Iue to expanded board activities.

a

C..);



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

TRAVEL - OUT OF STATE

State Board of Technicn1 Registration SCEEDUIE

_

Number Cost of Trip
---Fublic

__
of Trans-

PUrpose portation Subsistence Other TotalDays People

Annual meeting National Council of Engineering 4 2 356.00 240.00 60.00 650.00
Examiners

Annual meeting Western Conference of National
Council of Architectural Registration Boards 2 2 200.00 120.00 80.00 400.00

Western Zone Meeting of National Council of 2 2 400.00 120.00 80.00 , 600.00
Engineering Examiners

Annual Meeting of Architectural Registration 4 2 300.00 240.00 110.00 650.00
Boards

TOTAL 2300.00

Justification for increase over 1969-1970 travel amount:

There is no increase over amount estimated for 1969-70, however increase over amount appropriated for this period is
$520.00. This increase is because locations of meetings change therefore estimate of transportation costs vary.

f t
•



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

FOOD

SC1ED1JIE 3'

Actual
Expenditures
196-1967

Actual
Expenditures
1967-1968

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget
Request
1970-1971

Governor's
Recommendatio

1970-1971

Annual Food Costs

lequest Dollar Increases For:

(A) Change in Population

(B) Change in Price Level

(C) Change in Inventory Level

Total Food Costs

Timber of Meals Served To:

Residents

Employees

Total Meals Served

yerage Cost Per Meal

alue of Food Inventory on
hand June 301

_

X

x

X

x
.

X

x

X

_

—

A

Explanation and justification for 1970-1971 requested increase:

NOT APPLICABLE
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- STATE OF ARIZONA
OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration

Expenditure Classification

SCHEDULF, 1

1

Actual Estimated Budget
Expenditures Expenditures Request
1968-1969 1969-1970 1970-1971

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Occupancy Expense ..........4 3,994.00 I 5,629.00 i L 1P 0P 1 1,981.00

Maintenance and Repairs .....1 /80.00 I__ 325.00 1 • 325.00

Office Supplies .............[ 4,590.00 I 3,455.00 I 5,000.00 1,545.00

Institutional and Household
Supplies .................

Field Supplies ..............

Vehicle Supplies ............

Communication ............... 7,585.00 1 6t2p0.00 1 11,800.00 I 5,800.00

Rent - Equipment ............ 87,00 I 1,300.00 jl,300.0O

Entertainment

Dues and Subscriptions ......1 11131.00 I 1,132.00 1,280.00 I 148.00

Insurance ................... -0- [ 25.00 -0- (25.00-)

Freight and Express Out .....3 43.00 1 _ 50.00 1 50.00

Other (Specify)

Preparation & Grading of exams j 6,850.00 1 5,000.00 1 5,000.00

Rent of auditoriums for meetings
and hearings 90.00 1 100.00 100.00

L_24,550.00 [ 23,016.00 [ 32,465.00 9,449.00



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA
OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES

OCCUPANCY EXPENSE

State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE ]•
___

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget
Request

1970-1971

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recomendation

Rent .........................

Utilities ....................

Maintenance and Repairs ......

Insurance ....................

Other (Specify) ..............

TOTAL

3993.80 5629.00 7610.00 1981.00

—

,

,

3993.80 5629.00 7610.00 1981.00

FOR EACH FACILTY RENTED
1970-1971

LOCATION Use

No. of
Square
Feet

Amount of
Occupancy
Expense

Governor's
Recommendati(1,

Suite 923, 3550 North Central Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona office 1084 7610.00.

.0

-----. ____ —
for Increase: On March 1,1969,we
Jefferson Standard Life Insurance Co. The old lease rate will apply to our 1 yr. leases until September
which w e mist release direct with owner: The estimate for 70-71 is a maximum if rising costs to not exceer'
of increase.

took over a lease entered into on June 4, 1965. between The United Bank

7)
Justification
Building and
1,1970 after
present rate



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA
OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIRS

State Board of Technical Registration

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

SCHEDULE 2

Budget
Request
1970-1971

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Furniture, Fixtures and
Equipment ................

Shop, Construction and
Maintenance Equipment ....

Highways, Bridges & Roads ....

Parks and Grounds ............

Other (Specify) ..............

TOTAL

179.63 325.00 325.00

179.63 325.00

Justification for Increase:

325.00



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA
OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES

INSTITUTIONAL AND HOUSEHOLD SUPPLIES

State Board of Technical RegistratfOrl SCHEDULE

Expenditure Classification

,

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget
Request

1970-1971

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Medical, Lab and Personal
Supplies .................

Drugs and Medicines ..........

Educational and Recreational
Supplies .................

Clothing, Uniforms & Linens ..

Laundry and Dry Cleaning .....

Kitchen Supplies .............

Other (Specify) ..............

_

TOTAL

-

_.

Justification for Increase:

NOT APPLICABLE



MEW

Agency Name

WAMBIOAOEC FREARF*WPgiRN

STATE OF ARIZONA

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES
COMMUNICATION

State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDUIE

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget
Request

1970-1971

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Printing .....................

Advertising ..................

Reporting and Recording ......

Postage ......................

Telephone and Telegraph ......

TOTAL

3 665.00 1 500.00 6,500.00 5,000.00

235.00 300.00 300.00 -0-
_

*

2 234.00 2600.O0 3,000,00_ 400.00

1 451.00 1,600.00 2,000,00 400.00

7,585.00 6,000.00 11,800.60 5,800.00

Justification for Increase:

No appropriation was made

in January 1970 for relief

Increased operations are

for 69-70 publishing of annual

appropriation in amount of 5,

responsible for increases in

report and we expect to ask legislature

500.00 to cover cost of printing same -

postage and telephone costs.



STATE OF ARIZONA

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES
RENT - EQVIPMENT

State Board of Technical Registration SCHKOULE, 214,

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget
Request

1970-1971

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Data Processing Equipment ....

Reproduction Equipment .......

Shop, Construction and
Maintenance Equipment ....

Other Equipment (Specify).—
Pitney-Bowes Postage

Meter

TOTAL

-0- 1200.00 1200.00

--

100.00 100,90

1300.00 1300.00 -0'"

Justification for Increase:



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA
OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES

DUES, SUBSCRIPTIONS AND TECHNICAL PUBLICATIONS

State Board o f Technical Registration SCHEDULV..1

m-,1-.1ivcuitc (J-1. . 0 L/
1---Amniint Name of Organization 1 Amount,

Total
Amount

Arizona Republic

Arizona Legislative Review

TOTALS

24.00

6.00

30.00

Western Region,National Council Architec-
tural Registration Boards

National Council Architectural Registration
Boards

National Council of Engineer Examiners

375.00

325.00

550.00

1250.00 1280.00

Justification for increase over 1969-1970 amount:

Increased numbers of registrations granted increases state participation in these organizations, , Th

Zif



STATE OF ARIZONA

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES
INSURANCE

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration SC1EDUIE

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget
Request

1970-1971

Amouat of
Increase Governor's

(Decrease) Recommendation

Equipment ....................

Liability ....................

Burglary and Holdup ..........

Other (Specify) ..............

TOTAL

-0- 25.00 -0- (25.00)

_

__

-0- 25.00 -0- (25.00)

__

Justification for Increase:



STATE OF ARIZONA
OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES
ALL OTHER CLASSIFICATIONS

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration

Amount of

Expenditure Classification
Increase

(Decrease). Justification

Office Supplies

Field Supplies

Vehicle Supplies

- Entertainment

Freight and Express Out

Other (Specify)

1,545.00 The appropriation for 69-70 was reduced making increase

seem larger. In actuality the increase is only $500,00

over our 1968-69 expenditures.
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STATE OF ARIZONA
CAPITAL OUTLAY - EQUIPMENT SUMMARY

zency Name State Board of Technical Registration SC IIEDUS F, 2.7

Expenditure Classification (Type of Equipment)

Amount of 1970-1971 Request

1Replacements New Total

Office Furniture, Fixtures and Equipment ......................

Medical, Recreational and Special Equipment ..................

Household Furnishings and Related Equipment ...................

Library and Museum Acquisition ................................

Transportation Equipment ......................................

Shop, Construction and Maintenance Equipment ..................

Inventory Exempt Items ........................................

Other Equipment (Specify Type) ................................

Microfilm reader card files and cabinet

500.00

2000.00 2000.00_

500.00 2000.00 2500.00

`4.,



STATE OF ARIZONA
CAPITAL OUTLAY - EQUIPMENT, REPLACEMENTS

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDUIE

Type of Equipment
and Description

I ea.IBM Electric
Typewriter ,long

carriage

Item To Be Replaced
Description I Age [ Condition

' same 9 yrs. Servic able

Justification

This is a routine replacement of typewriters
which was set up over 5 years ago and this
item is scheduled for replacement in fiscal
1969-70 .

Amount

500.00

r7

•



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

CAPITAL OUTLAY - EQUIPMENT, NEW

State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE 2";

Type of Equipment and Description Justification Amount

Microfilm card reader printer

Microfilm file cabinet and file jackets

Microfilming of permanent record files of registrants has been
authorized by the Board since 1958. This agency has since
that time been accumulating reserve funds to implement this
program. Microfilming will be done by the Library and Archives
for a permanent record

TOTAL

1500.00

500.00

2000.00



'a rm
STATE Or ARIZONA

SUMMARY OF CAPITAL OUTLAY - LAND, BUILDINGS AND IMPROVEMENTS

ency Name State Board of Technical ReOstration

Project Title Priority
Total
Cost

Prior
Appropriation

Request for 1970-1971 Funds
General 1 Federal ----Other Tots.)

-

TOTAL

NOT APPLICABLI

-

;Kn.,

c▪ _

•,"
• V

.44-)



STATE OF ARIZONA
. INDIVIDUAL PROJECT REQUEST FOR CAPITAL OUTLAY - LAND, BUILDINGS AND IMPROVEMENTS

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration Project Title Priority Number

Total Estimated Cost Estimated Cost Made By_ Occupancy Date

Estimated Gross Area - Square Feet Estimated Cost per Square Foot

Description of Project:

Justification of Project:
NOT APPLICABLE

SCBEDULF,

COST OF PROJECT

Land Offsite
Acquisition Im.rovements

Building
Construction

Building
Renovation

Built in
Equipment Furnishings

Professional
Services

Other
Costs Total

FUNDING PROJECT

General
Fund

Federal
Funds

Other Funds
--r

.
TotalName Amount

ANNUAL COST OF OPERATING PROJECT

(First Full Fiscal Year of operation)
Personal Services Operating

Expenses
Other
Cost

Total
CostFTE No. Amount, _

A.

IT



STATE OF ARIZONA
CAPITAL OUTLAY - LAND, BUILDINGS AND IMPROVEMENTS

FIVE YEAR PROJECTION

Agency Nathe State Board of Technical Registration

Total Prior
enAt I Annronriation 1Q70 -1Q71 1Q71 -1Q72 1972-1973

NOT AVLICABLE
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STATt: OF ARIV,ONA
CAPITAL OUTLAY - OTHER

State Board of Technical Registration

Type and Description Justification

NOT APPLICABLE

C P



•

EITAT O F ARIZONA
AID AND ASSISTANCE

Agency Name State Board: o f Technical Registration

Expenditure Classification
Amount

Justification for Aid and Assistance _Re este6.
_

NOT APPLICABLE



0100000000104,4

STATE OF ARIZONA

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration

OTHER

SCHEDULE 3

! Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Estimated
Expenditures
1969-1970

Budget
Request
1970-1971

Amount of

Recommendation - -
Increase Governor's

(Decrease)

Refunds on applications and
examination fees when denied,
withdrawn or failed to appear.

,
,

_

108.00
,

350.00 350.00
-

,

,

- , ......

1

.-
,
°

p,



No meetings and no report.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITEE #1

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #2

Grievance Committee #2 held a meeting on August 22, 1969, as shown on
minute Pages 2386 and 2387, and it was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by
Dean Fahey that this report of Grievance Committee #2 be accepted and implemented
by the Board. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mx. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. nice that the Executive
Secretary write a letter to the Corporation Commission detailing the Statutes
and request their assistance by not issuing corporate certificates using the
term engineering when the firm in fact was not providing engineering services
by qualified registrants. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Place that Grievance
Committee #2 continue its observation of Mr. Clyde David Cook and if
investigation proves data is available for Board action, the Board consider
such material. Motion carried.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Place that the Cash Flow
Report #1, as shown on Minute Page 2388, be accepted. Motion carried.

READING OF COMMUNICATIONS

Mr. William A. Hurd, President, Arizona Chapter of American Society of Certified
Engineering Technicians, appeared before the Board to explain his letter, as
shown on Minute Pages 2389, 2390 and 2391, concerning a seal for engineering
technicians. The Board went on record with Mr. Hurd that it could not approve
his request and advised that its main responsibility was enforcement of the
Arizona Revised Statutes as related to technical registration and violations
of same by his organization would in fact be prosecuted.

Letter from Edmund C. Garthe of the Arizona State Department of Health together
with its attachment was read to the Board. It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker
and seconded by Mr. Place that the Board advise Mr. Garthe that air pollution
control design was in fact a part of an engineering discipline requiring
registration as defined under A.R.S. 32-101 which would require preparation
of plans by registrants. Motion carried. See Minute Pages 2392 and 2393.

Letter from Leslie C. Gates, Chairman NSPE Registration Committee on Policy
on Firm Names was read for the Board's information, see Minute Pages 2394 and 2395.



Memorandum to:

From:

Subject:

22 August 1969

Arizona State Board of Technical Registration

Grievance Committee #2

Meeting of Grievance Committee #2, 22 August 1969

The following members were present:

Walter J. Fahey, Chairman
James L. Knickerbocker

The Grievance Committee #2 met in the office of W. 3. Fahey, Tucson
Arizona, to discuss items referred to it for consideration by the Board.
Submitted for consideration by the Board is the following description of
the Committee's deliberations and recommendations relative to these items.

I. Participation in the Committee's deliberations by Mr. Lew Place,
Tucson, Arizona, was accomplished by telephone. He concurs with
the views and recommendations expressed below.

2. Regarding:

a) C. P. Nichols Engineering Company, Inc., 2013 South
Alvernon Way, Tucson, Arizona.

b) The Temprite Engineering Company, 2102 East 14th Street,
Tucson, Arizona.

These items were discussed together because of their common char-
acteristics. The allegation is that these companies are in viola-
tion of the Arizona law by virtue of including the word "engineer-
ing" in the company name while not having registered engineers on
their staffs. (For complete details, see the Executive Secre-
tary's files.) In particular, a violation of Section 32-145,
Paragraph 2, of the Arizona Revised Code may be indicated.

.However, it is noted that the complaint here is against a corporate
entltY. The Arizona State Board of Technical Registration is constituted
to deal with persons, including both registrants and non -registrants.
Le Arizona Corporation Commission exists, presumably, to assure colzpli-
snce by corporate entities within the State with the laws of Arizona.



—*Alm to: A
14e120 &

Arizona State Board of Technical Registration
(Page 2)

22 August 1969

Therefore, it is the recommendation of this Committee that the Board
t the Executive Secretary to advise the Arizona Corporation Commis-

of these apparent violations, to direct the Commission's attention toSion o — • A....iwurant parts or me kIneluaing -engineering practice-), ana rur-
attempt to assure that in future approvals of company names, the

Commission act -- in cooperation with the Board as necessary -- to prevent
_ • • -

unlawful use of the word -engineering-.

3. Regarding:

a) Mr. Clyde Cook. It has be.en alleged that Mr. Clyde Cook
is practicing illegally as an architect in offering and
doing architectural services not incidental to engineer-
ing. (For full details, see the Executive Secretary's
file.) No evidence of unlawful behavior, other than the
allegation itself, was made available to this Committee.

Therefore, it is the recommendation of this Committee that the Execu-
tive Secretary be instructed by the Board to accomplish further investiga-
tion of the alleged unlawful activity by Mr. Clyde Cook, and to report the
results of such investigation to this Committee.

4. The Committee recommends to the Board the acceptance and imple-
mentation of this report and the specific recommendations con-
tained therein.

Respectfully submitted,

\\\
Walter J. F4ey,
Grievance CoMmittee



CASH iLuoi iti,POR1

nt as of July 1, 1969 - $22,335.53
DeP0-i r nnrn - 777 SR34;alice u' Deposit as or Aep,,L, „...,._

. lance on r

r _ _ y....., , I I I t. , , ,

IlFe ncobered Balance as of Report Date- $10,717.86

Line Item and Amou
A ro

r 711ie

:93

:95

96
:99

310

390

95

Line Item and
Classification

SALARIES

TRAVEL - STATE

TRAVEL - OUT

PROFESSIONAL

OF STATE

SERVICES

OTHER CURRENT EXPENDITURES

Postage
Telephone
Equipment Mai
Janitor Servi
Railway Expre
Annual Report
Miscellaneous
Office Suppli
Photographs
Revolving Fun

Date: September 18, 1969

Total Appropriated Receipts to
Date: $3,442.05

Amount Total Spent Balance for
Appropriated To Date Year

$31,680.00

$ 3,500.00

$ 1,780.00

$ 1,000.00

$15,360.00

$7,920.00

$ 244.56

$ 337.77

- 0 -

$ 284.10
259.81

nt. & Repair 34.20
ces - 0 -
ss -0--

1,475.87
55.00

es 1,103.89
- 0 -

d 500.00

CURRENT FIXED CHARGES $10,500.00
Rent - Office Equipment $ 114.84
Rent - Office 1,876.16
Rent - Other Offices - 0 -
Insurance - 0 -
State Retirement 264.00
OASI 141.84
Subscriptions & Org. Dues 29.40
Personnel Commission - 0 -

REFUNDS

TOTA

*We were not appr
not included in
they deduct this

$ 54.00

$23,760.00

$ 3,255.44

$ 1,442.23

$ 1,000.00

$11,647.13

$ 8,073.76

LS $63,820.00 $14,641.44 $49,178.56

opriated any amount for Refunds, therefore, the $54.00 is
the total for this column&Total Spent To Date, however,
from our Technical Registration Fund.
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Sincerely yours,

:191/-f 0 .„,
William A. Hurd, C.E.T.
President
Arizona Chapter ASCET

Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
State Board of Technical Registration
3550 N. Central Avenue - Suite 408
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

ARIZONA CHAPTER

AMERICAN SOCIETY OF CERTIFIED ENGINEERING TECHNICIANS

P.O. BOX 3141

SCOTTSDALE ARIZONA 85257

171F7 r, : 1969

JU! IL '1969
07/1-;,- tit. rxritennlny

!!0

The Arizona Chapter of the American Society of Certified
Engineering Technicians has applied to the Institute for the
Certification of Engineering Technicians, sponsored by the
National Society of Professional Engineers, for permission to
use an adaptation of their emblem as a stamp to be used by
Certified Engineering Technicians. (Enclosed is a copy of this
request and a copy of the proposed stamp.)

The Arizona Chapter of the American Society of Certified
Engineering Technicians wishes to know if the State Board of
Technical Registration objects to the use of this stamp. If
there is objection to this stamp, would there be objection to
a stamp not round in shape.

We would also like to know if there is objection to
Certified Engineering Technicians using the letters CET after
their name.

I will be happy to furnish any additional information
you may desire, or to attend a Board meeting if that would be
of any help.

For direct communication, my personal mailing address is
2224 W. Fairmont Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona 85015. The office
telephone is 261-8405 and my home telephone is 265-0157.

WAH:kb
cc: B. Riggs, ICET Board

File (2)

Enclosures
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ONA . CHAPTER

AMERICAN SOCIETY OF CERT IF IED ENGINEERING TECHNICIANS

P.O. BOX 3141

SCOTTSDALE, ARIZONA 85257

July 16, 1969

MX. Bernard Riggs
Executive Secretary ICET
2029 K Street N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20006

Dear Bernie:

As directed by a motion at the Annual Meeting of the
Arizona Chapter of ASCET, the Arizona Chapter of ASCET members
requests permission to use the ICET seal as a basis for a
stamp.

Enclosed is a suggested :design for this stamp as approved
by the Executive Committee. This stamp would be used by ICET
certificate holders on work done by them or under their di-
rection. This stamp is to have no legal status and as such
would not be signed or dated. We feel that the use of this
stamp would do a very great job of promoting ICET.

Hoping to receive favorable action on this request.

WAH:kb

Enclosure

Sincerely yours,

William A. Hurd CET, President
Arizona Chapter, ASCET
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Technical Registration Board
Suite 923
3550 North Central
Phoenix, Arizona 89012

Gentlemen:

f l '70t- c\ - )

;00(000003)X ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
Hayden Plaza West

4019 North 33rd Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85017

v 4une 30, 1969

1069
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Enclosed is a copy of a notice of the American Board of industrial
Nvoiene. dated July 1, 1969, which indicates that the State of
New Jersey recognizes members of the American Academy of Industrial
Hygiene as qualified to submit plans for air pollution control.

Since we shall be involved in reviewing such plans in Arizona, we
should like to know what position your group takes with respect to
this subject, from the standpoint of both the preparer of plans as
well as reviewers employed by public agencies.

Sincerely,

Edmund C. Garthe
Assistant Commissioner
Environmental Health Services

ECG:mb

Enc.
cc: Maricopa CHO

Pima CHO

L 1,y
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July 1, 1969

;VOWS:
50ard of Directors voted to continue the annual dues at

. 14.eina in the Annual Roster and necessary ope
;or continuQOeudues for each Diplomate, $2.50 will be credited to the
tows. We presently have 581 Diplomates including ninete

pittnburszh: Olympia, Washington, Berke
.1.11.• 6 .examinations given i n

u 44% .̀)

WILLIS G. HAZARD

NATHAN V. HENDRICKS

ANDREW D. HOSSY

ALAN 0. LOVE

HENRY F. SMYTH..TR., Ph.D.

HERBERT T. WALWORTH

$5.00 a year. This provides
rating expenses. Of the
Academy to meet their
en certified following
ley, California; and Denver.

Tae hoard plans to give certifying examinations in Los Angeles and probably in Philadelphia

11 T r 4..1.n ninnnoci to hold examinations on May 9 and 10,
g the New Jersey area tilLa197G in Detroit, Michigan preceding the American Industrial Hygiene Conference. If you
now of anyone wishing to take the examination, please have him contact the Secretary-

treaeurer.
Lfyournmme appears in the current Roster
PIN are legally qualified to submit for approval plans
:a New Jersey. This certification is recognized along
,icense or a Licensed Architect. A committee has been

1
I

of the American Academy of Industrial Hygiene,
to prevent or control air pollution
with a Professional Engineers
appointed to design a suitable

'insignia for AAIR.
ft. FimlWoolrich has been appointed as Secretary of the Academy to fill the unexpired
tenaofMr. Don G. Fowler, who moved to England. Please complete and return the attached

Academy questionnaire.

7ho6eloho have retired and are not practicing Industrial Hygiene under consulting
cumgments are exempt from dues. The examination fee includes one year of listing in
:ae Roster without paying dues. Since the Roster goes to press on October 1, this date
th ajne for the payment of dues and continued listing. A second notice will not

emailed. At the foot of this letter is a,statement.

4 1/'44-t e-Ut4
E.dLynn Schall
Secretary -Treasurer

truly xoul,-s,

AMERICAN ACADEMY OF INDUSTRIAL HYGIENE

''411 for year ending June 30, 1969 ................................................... $5.00

'̀ Ite YOUr
Ateric _ name on this statement and mail it with a remittance payable to the

ail Bipard of Industrial Hygiene to: E. Lynn Schell, Secretary -Treasurer

: American Board of Industrial Hygiene
510 Edgewood Drive
Collingswood, New Jersey 08108

Zf You r
-equ4re a receipt, check this box )
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MEMORANDUM:

TO:

A4Veddionat &29inee14

S T R E E T , N . W . ,

r 77-1

W A S H I N G T O N , D . C . , 2 0 0 0 6

State Engineering Registration Boards

FROM: Leslie
NSPE Registration Committee

SUBJECT: Policy

C. Gates, P.E., Chairman

on Firm Names

August 1, 1969

AUG 11969
STATE BEA -MT AT!;17

As you are aware, there have been occasional considerations by the
state registration boards of appropriate policy on the use of names of
retired or deceased partners or officers in firm names. Several state regis-
tration boards have adopted policies or regulations on this matter.

Aonal Architect -Engineer Liaison Commission, composed of
of NSPE, AIA and CEC, appointed a task force to study this
:ek to determine whether it would be desirable to suggest a
o the state boards. Following a comprehensive survey and
ject the NAELC adopted a policy statement for submission to
. A copy is enclosed for your information and such action
rds may wish to take. The American Institute of Architects
Le policy statement to the architectural registration boards.
icy has been approved by the Board of Directors of NSPE.

let us know at any time if the NSPE Registration Committee
ance to the state boards.

Enclosure - Firm Name Policy

bcc: NSPE Executive Committee

NSPE Registration Committee
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PROPOSED POLICY ON FIRM NAMES

umAmes used by firms of architects and of engineers shall meet
the following requirements in a manner satisfactory to the appropriate
Registration boaru.

(1) Nam
her
ret

a.

b.

C.

d.

(2) Whe
act

a.

(App

.s of retired or deceased partners or officers may
?.after be retained in the firm name after their
irement or death, only if:

There is a written agreement providing for the
continued use of the names of the partners or
officers in the firm name, and

They had been active partners or officers con-
tinuously for not less that five (5) years at
the time of retirement or death, and

The retired partner or officer does not practice
his profession under his own name, and

The names of the retired or deceased partners or
officers are appropriately included on the
stationery with suitable indication of status.

n the firm name does not include the names of all
ive partners or officers:

Their names and addresses and other pertinent
data required by the Board shall be on file with
all applicable Registration Boards."

roved by NSPE Board of Directors, January 1969)



UNFINISHED BUSINESS

the matter of the formal hearing on Herman Charles Light, architect, #5579,
2333 Beverly Blvd., Los Angeles, California, Complaint Number 69001, and

thur H.
Levin, civil engineer, .#5398, 1711 N. Gramercy Pl., Los Angeles,
Complaint Number 69002, held on September 25, 1969, the following

al ifornia,Cecords the actions taken by the Board: (Transcripts of these formal hearings

Were taken by Lloyd S. Gibbons, official court reporter, and will be apermanent record of the Board)

It was moved by Mr. Place and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that
the Board find Mr. Herman Charles Light guilty as charged in
paragraph V of Complaint No. 69001. Seven voting, 7 ayes and zero
nays. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Place and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that
Mr. Herman Charles Light be found guilty as charged under
paragraph VI of Complaint No. 69001. Seven members voting, 5 ayes,
one nay and one abstention. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Place and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that
Mr. Herman Charles Light be found guilty as charged in Paragraph
VII of Complaint No. 69001. Seven members voting, 6 ayes and
one nay. Motion carried.

The

It was moved by Mr. Place and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that
Mr. Arthur H. Levin be found guilty as charged on all specifications
in Complaint No. 69002. Seven members voting, 5 ayes and 2 nays_
Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Place that the
certificate of registration of Mr. Herman Charles Light be
suspended for a period of 30 days under A.R.S. 32-128.D. Seven
members voting, seven ayes. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Place that the
certificate of registration of Mr. Arthur H. Levin be suspended
for a period of 30 days under A.R.S. 32-128.D. Seven members
voting, 5 ayes and 2 nays. Motion carried.

NEW BUSINESS

Executive Secretary reported on the following future meeting dates:

November 18, 1969 - Architectural Evaluation Committee and

Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee
Phoenix, Arizona

November 19, 20, - Engineering Evaluation Couallittee, Phoenix, Arizona
and 21, 1969

December 12, 1969 - Regular Board Meeting, Phoenix, Arizona

It was moved by Mx. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the
above dates be adopted. Motion carried.



f

ch iman Newlin reported to the Board on the Arizona Council on State Government
41-q desire to combine certain agencies. It was the consensus of the Board_

anu "-h this matter be followed closely so that the work of the Board and its
tc:Litmittees could be presented to the Council for their consideration.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the Chairman adjourned the meeting at

4:00 P.M.



02. 98
MINUTES OF THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

December 12, 1969

meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration was called to order by
The Charles W. Newlin, Chairman, in the office of the Board, 3550 N. Central Ave.,
rite 923, phoenix, Arizona, at 9:15 A.M., December 12, 1969.

L13§521-1Charles W. Newlin, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy, Vice -Chairman
N. L. Vanlandingham, Secretary

C. W. Dryden
Walter J. Fahey
John Girand
Bennie M. Gonzales
James L. Knickerbocker
Joseph E. Clifford, Asst. Atty. Gen.

ABSENT VISITORS
Lew Place A. R. Turk, Pres., Southern

Chapter, Struc. Engrs. Assoc.

it was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dean Fahey that the minutes of the
meting of the Board on September 26, 1969, be approved as presented. Motion

carried.

As per the minutes just approved the first order of business for this meeting was
to be a discussion on temporary certificates. Chairman Newlin began the discussion
to ascertain the feelings of the members of the Board regarding this matter. After
considerable discussion, it was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Dean
Fahey that the matter under discussion be tabled until after reports of other
committees had been received. Motion carried.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

MDmeeting and no report.

REPORT OF THE RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE

No report.

REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

Discussion was held on report, dated October 28, 1969, from the Arizona Joint
Council of the Design Professions, Craig Walling, Acting Chairman, see Minute
Pages 2599, 2600 and 2601, and Mr. Vanlandingham handed out the architect
members suggestions of modifications to the October 28th report, as follows:

Nomeeting and no report.

No report.

"Architects suggest
Joint council of the

"1.

"2.

Delete paragraph
for a registrant

the following modifications
Design Professions, memo of

two in the preamble as it
from another state to get

to the Arizona
October 28, 1969.

should be easier
registration.

ARS 32-101
Sub-para 2 - Omit beginning with design, investigation, design
and review of construction for conformance with contract
documents and design, in connection with any planning, building,
site development or project.
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octola e 28, 19"

To Arizona Join,: Council of ehe Design Professions

Craig Walling, Acting Chawiman
pnlem:

sualace: Proposed Changes to the Code of the State Board of Technical

The changes listed herein are those discussed at the October
3 meeting, and except for a few minor items were agreed upon
at that time.

NOTE:

1. The Act should be revised to include a preamble. Suggested
"The purpose of this code is to provide for the safety,wording, "The
welfare of the public through the promulgation and

enforcement of standards of qualifitation for those individuals
licensed and seeking licenses under this code".

2. Any person applying for a permit should undergo the same
investigation and/or examination as any regular applicant..
and in the same course of time.

MS 32-131

Sub -Para 2, Beginning with line 5 and ending with line 8: Omit -
"Planning, design and supervision of construction for the nurpose
of assuring compliance with specifications and design, in connection
with any building, or site development."

Insert - "Design and review of construction for conformance with
contract documents and design, in connection with any building,
planning or site development.

Sub -Para 3. Change the four years experience requirement in line
3 to the experience requirement outlined in the current standards
Of the National Council of Architectural Registration Boards.

Sub -Para 7. Beginning with line 5 and ending with line 11:
- "Consultation, investigation, evaluation, planning, design

and Supervision of construction for the purpose of assuring compliance
With Specifications and design, in connection with any public or
privatesutility, structure, building, machine, equipment, process,
work or project, and includes plans and designs relating to the
location, development, mining and treatment of ores and other
minerals."

Insert . n-rene. Consultation, research, investigation, evaluation
! Lanning, surveyino, design, location, development and review of
1Tstruction for conformance with contract documents and design,

connection with any public or private utility, structure,

tion

servi _g, machine, equipment, process, work or project. Such

ces
and work includes plans and designs relating to the loca--

, development, Mining and treatment of ores and other minerals.
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*0..t.140()6
ARS 32.-p2

para A. It is concludc("; that the present provision for an ex-
officio member of the Board ba climinatefi. All nine members to

appointed by the Governor, three to be Architects, five to be
vrofess;onal Engineers and one to be from one of the remaining
cateoories administered by the Board.

pars, D. That this paragraph be changed to reflect changes made
in Paragraph A above.

ARS 32-103

Sub -Para 3. Delete reference to Architect -Engineer. Reword as:
",Have at least ten years of active experience as attested by
registration under this chapter."

ARS 32-106

Para C. That lines one, two and three be changed as:.
"Represented at National Councils or oqanization s -------
registered under this chanter, and may pay..."

ARS 32-107

Para E. That this paragraph should be deleted with no substitution.

ARS 32-122

Para B. Change present paragraph "21" to paragraph "C". Add
new paragraph "E" as follows: "An applicant for registration
as a Professional Engineer shall be not less than twenty-five
years of age and of good moral character and repute, and shall have
received a Bachelor's Degree in an Engineering or related Science
curricula approved by the Board torrether with being engaged
actively for at least four years in Engineering work of a character
satisfactory to the Board of which not nore than two years may
be accomplished in the academic instruction, teaching or research
area."

ARS 32-1.2/1

That the title be changed to: Registration, Examination and
Miscellaneous fees

2tIlIctI tehe entire section one throuoh four be deleted and
: The Board shall establish and publish in its rulesa schedule of fees for applications, exawinations„and such other

miscellaneous fees for services rendered as required.

ARS 32-123

Para A. That this paragraph'h, deleted in its entirety and
!Ibstitute

: The Board shall adopt and shall prescribe seals for
st.ne,use of registrants who hold valid certificates. Each seal
hrta hear the namo of the registrant, the category under which

u
n_ registered, registration number and other such data the
-, arm deems

pertinent.
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Delete - Subparagraphs I and 2.', a r i l C 7

substitute - "The Board shall establish the annual renewal fees
for each proficiency registered under this chapter.

ARS 32-142_ •

ra A. T° be changed to read as follows: Drawings, plans,pa
sp,-cifications snthntinates for public works of the state or
a political subdivision thereof involving Architecture, Assaying,
Geo-Low, Engineering, Landscape Architecture , or Land Surveying,
shall be prepared by or under the personal direction of, and the
construction of such works, shall be exscuted under the direct
supervision of a qualified registrant withing the cateoory involved.

Add subparagraph C. Al? public work funded by monies from any
source be designed by resident registrants as evidenced by the
payment of taxes for two consecutive years.

ARS 32-143

This paragraph should be changed to: "Registrants under this
code may engage in practice outside the category within which
they are registered only to the extent that such registrant is
qualified and as such work may be necessary and incidental to
the work of his profession on a specific project."

An 32-144

Add Para A to initial wording

Sub -Para 4. Change ten thousand to thirty thousand and three
thousand to ten thousand.

Add Para Bt The requirr-ments of this code shall not apply to any
public service corporation or by full time employees of any of
them, provided such work is in connection with or incidental to
products, systems or non -engineering services related to such -
common carriers or public service corporation and not for use by.
the public. The tr.rms products or systems as used in this sub-
section shall not include buildings, structures, building components,
site development, transportation facilities, route design or location
except as defined in Subparagraph 'A' above.
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113. ARS 32-122
Also delete engineer and engineering from paragraph A.

"4. ARS 32-142
last line correct word 'within.'

"5. ARS 32-144
para beginning with the word Architects label A.
sub-para 4, change to read,

A non -registrant who designs buildings or structures for
single family residence, the cost of which does not exceed
fifty thousand dollars for each building, or who designs al-
terations to any single story building, the cost of which does
not exceed five thousand dollars for each building.

dated November 21, 1969"

mrx. Dryden handed out a report of the meeting held December 5th in which
other changes to the October 28th report presented, see Minute Page 2603.

The ramifications of these proposed changes to the Technical Registration Act
were reviewed in detail and the members presented other information as to
proposed bills and trends of the professions.

Mr. A. R. Turk, visitor, was asked to present his comments on the Joint Council
of the Design Professions. He stated that the association in the Tucson area
had never heard of this Joint Council of the Design Professions and there was
an apparent lack of communications between the Phoenix area and his area. He
commented that he was pleased to see the in-depth discussion on the part of the
Board and sincerely hoped that the Board and the professional societies in
the Phoenix area would endeavor to inform their southern counterparts.

Chairman Newlin noted that while individual members of the Board seemed fully
informed on the reports of the reviewing professionals, it would appear
necessary that the Legislative Committee of this Board arrange for, as soon as
practicable, a meeting with the Joint Council of the Design Professions to fully
ascertain the recommended legislation by this group prior to its presentation
to the Legislature and that the Legislative Committee be authorized to act
in behalf of the Board according to their best judgment.

REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES

Mrs. Joan S. Brooking, landscape architectural applicant, File No. 69-82,
requested reconsideration, see letter on Minute Page 2604, and appeared before
the Board. She presented an in-depth discussion of her qualifications and
'imitations. Mr. Vanlandingham, as Chairman of the Landscape Architectural Evaluation

ratittee, stated that in the case of Mrs. Brooking his committee recommendswa the Board's previous action, shown on Minute Page 2462, be reaffirmed. It

s moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dean Fahey that when the Landscape
Ar
that

ti Eva.luation Committee report is presented, the recommendations indicating
a Mrs. Joan s Brooking be held for the examintions as per Minute Page 2462 bepproved. Motion carried.
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ARIZONA JOINT COUNCIL OF THE DESIGN PROFESSIONS
(AJCDP)

Minutes of Meeting held at Superlite Building
4:00 P.M. December 5, 1969

DEC 11196q

DEC 1, 1969

Hurst, Lockerby, Fred Miller, Paul Van Cleve, Walling, Warne, Martin.

releick of the State Board of Technical Registration.1. Changes --
irman Walling explained that the November 21 suggestions by AIA had re-

Cedafrom recent meetings of AIA chapters in both Tucson and Phoenix and must
sitgiven consideration by the Council. The five modification suggestions were

taken up in order:

1. "Delete Para 2 in the preamble as it should be easier for a registrant
from another state to get registration.

Para 2 in the October 28 proposed changes read as follows: "Any person apply-
ing for a permit should undergo the same investigation and/or examination as any
molar applicant... and in the same course of time."

The council concurred in this deletion but largely for other reasons:

a. This was not the proper place for such a requirement. It should be
under 32-124, "Registration fees."

b. Since a previously recommended change had been to completely change this
article in name and context, making the establishment of fees for applications,
examinations, permits, etc., a matter of Board determination such wording as had
been shown in the above para 2 of the preamble was redundant.

2. ARS 32-101. Sub para 2 - Omit beginning with design investigation, de-
sign and review of construction for conformance with contract documents and design,
in connection with any planning, building, site development on project.

The =mil objected to this change as being a somewhat confused attempt to retro-
act and eliminate wording which had been carefully worked out to satisfy all of
the disciplines concerned.

3. ARS 32-122. Also delete "engineer" and "engineering" from para A.
Council concurred.

4. ARS 32-142. Last line, correct word "within". Council concurred.

5. ARS 32-144. Para beginning with Architects label "A", sub para 4 change
to read: A non -registrant who designs buildings or structures for single family
residence, the cost of which does not exceed fifty thousand dollars for each build-
1. -.11g, or who designs alterations to any single story building, the cost of which
does not exceed five thousand dollars for each building.

Council concurred except that they voted to have "fifty thousand" changed tot:

,rw!?tY-five thousand". In addition Chairman Walling brought one more change.
Architects asked that in ARS 32-142, para A, the words "and estimates" be deleted.
A er considerable discussion, this was voted down, Walling abstaining.

ion of Draft No. 1. "Professional Collaboration in Environmental Design
wiz, discussion of the registration law changes had taken up excess time, this

up rlite Buil
o_e put of.c

LdiTil the next meeting set for Friday, January 9, 4:00 P. M. at

utzjourned 6:00 P. M



6430 East Cheney Road
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251

Subject: Petition for Rehearing

TO: State Board of Technical Registration
3550 North Central Avenue, Suite 923
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

C2604

•RECEIVED
OCT 2 5 1969

STATE PIRDTECHEAL REGISTMTION

October 27, 1969

Attn: Walter J . Edelblut, J r . , Exec. Secly

Request that I b e given a n opportunity t o reappear before the Board.
My original application and recommendations amply document m y having
met the requirements for certification for registration i n accordance
with Code #32-146 of the Arizona Revised Statutes.

I realize that I was not impressive at m y first confrontation with
you gentlemen i n May. However, I feel confident that, granted a re -
hearing I could submit the necessary proof t o meet the Board's
certification requirements.

I trust that the Board will reconsider m y application and will open
my case to review.

erely yours

ateE
Joan S . Brooking

Jssimmi



p_ Babcock, civil engineering applicant, File #69-133, requested— -
".01117d eration, see Minute Pages 2606 and 2607, and appeared before the Board.
rHecresented an in-depth discussion of this qualifications and limitations.presented

moved by Mr. Gonzales and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the Board
--eaffirm its previous action holding Mr. Babcockfor Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4 of

Ihe written examinations. Five ayes, 2 nays. Motion carried.

A written request from Mr. Jeffrey Ross Cook, Minute Pages 2608, 2609 and 2610,
was presented and the Board discussed his request for credit of Examination E
passed in Rhode Island. It was moved by Mr. Gonzales and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham
that this Board accept the grade of the Rhode Island examination and grant
Mr. Cook registration on comity with his Rhode Island registration. Motion

carried.

The Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting report of November 19, 20, and
21, 1969 was presented by Chairman Knickerbocker as shown on Minute Pages
2611, 2612, 2613 and 2614.

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Dryden that the above
report of the Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and
implemented by the Board. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the schedule,
as shown on Minute Page 2615, of the April, 1970, Engineering Examinations,
be approved as presented. Motion carried.

The Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting report of November 18, 1969,
was presented by Chairman Gonzales, as shown on Minute Pages 2616 and 2617.

It was moved by Mr. Gonzales and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the above
report of the Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and
implemented by the Board. Motion carried.

The Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting report of November 18,
1969, was presented by Chairman Vanlandingham, as shown on Minute Page 2618.

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Gonzales that the above
report of the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Comut-t tee meeting be
accepted and implemented by the Board. Motion carried.

Mr..Kamal in requested an extension from the December, 1969, structural
engineering examinations, as per Minute Page 2619. The Executive Secretary
reported that this was the second absence from the written examinations and
Let Rule II.A-1 would normally require denial of his application. It was
moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Dean Fahey that in the case of
Mr. Kamal Amin the Board suspend Rule II.A-1 regarding his application for

ecretary
tshe December, 1969, written examinations. Motion carried. The Executive

was instructed to correspond with Mr. in accordingly.
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2213 West Monroe Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85009
November 12, 1969

State of Arizona

State Board
of Technical Registration

3550 North Central Avenue, Suite 923
phoenix, Arizona 85012

Attention Mr. Edulblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary

Gentlemen:

following my appearance on SepLember 9, 1969, the Engineering Evaluation Committee
rade its recommendations to the State Board of Technical Registration. After the
September 26, 1969 Board meeting, I was notified by your letter of September 29,
1969 that I was held for all four sections of the written examination.

Airing the September 9, 1969. interview I was informed that I had satisfied the
Umdttee as to my comprehension of the Arizona Law and 1304474 Regulations; however,
Ilms disappointed with their evaluation of my other qualifications and that I was
held for all four sections of the written examination.

Irealize that it is not always an easy matter for a person, however well qualified
hemaybe, to evaluate the capabilities and qualifications of another unless there
is arather close personal association and of cturse this cannot be the case; but
because of the slant of some of the questions asked of me during my interview and
because of the Board's decision in my case I think it likely that someone has
attempted to influence the Board with the mistaken notion that Engineering design
done by the City of Phoenix Division of Engineering essentially consists of mere
Processing of the work done for the City by Consultants, under engineering and
architectural contracts, and should be weighed as less than qualifying experience.
Paper shuffling.

Nothing could be further from the truth; particularly when applied to the "Special
Projects Section" which I have been in charge of for the past several years.
Although it is true that my responsibilities include the handling of a good many
building and engineering projects done for the City by Consultantslwith the

2.ccuParlYing "paper shuffling" such as the examining and approving of claims for

Trrnlirt from the Consultants and the Contractors and of course handling Federalare s.by the bundle, my main work consists of the design of projects, many of which
mjr in zei,vialsi;ope of the al

and difficulty to those for which we from time to time
training e projects for which I am responsible require special

and a very broad background in engineering and in construction, to such a
clegreeha that with very few exceptions, Consultants which we have hired in the past
(11,Ve Oeell unable to deliver the quality of design equal to that done by my group.

couzse this does not necessarily reflect poorly on the Consultants anymore than
goes tl„
,csi-e fact that neither I, nor most other Engineers can properly and competitively

gn ua Glulam" beam, for instance.
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AttentbOn

C2607

In order that my proficiency be better evaluated I would welcome a thorough
vestigation of my work. I would especially like to have a comparison made

quality and level of my work and that of the various Consultantst;ween the
do projects for the City. Upon completion of such an investigation I am

10e that you will agree that I am entitled to registration on my proven merits.who=making no claim that I am competent in every facet of engineering, only

that my competence as a professional engineer when judged by the prevailing
current professional standards has been more than adequately demonstrated by
the fact that I have "filled the shoes" over a great enough period of time to
allay anY doubts about my qualifications.

lathough I know that it would be extremely difficult for me to pass the four
sections of the written examination, it is my opinion that it wodld be equally
difficult for most now registered engineers who are of my age and experience
to do so.

It would be eval1y unfair.

For the reasons I have herein explained, I respectfully request that I be allowed
to appear before the full Board for reconsideration of my qualifications.

2Very truly yours,

44 i 1( . 7 n , & ‘ 0
Ross E. Babcock
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8 Auoust 1969

Mr. Jeffrey R. Cook •
'c/o Dr. Arthur Grc,;loy
530 as 72nd Street
No-4 York, New York 10021

Dear Sir:

CMplci3 i to ic4;07111 you thrit you have passodT:x.:.'rninOtion E
o 1 0.

f Your orcidos in othor po:ilons of the 0:aim:nu:Ion, 03 transmitted to this
. Coord by l'ho State or Arizoncl, Sttlte Boco.:of Technicol R.soistecqion,

aro c.15 followz:

Ext.wri i ti on C 91
ExfIrninuqon D 76

F 79
Ext1.-ninu;lon G 73
Exoraina;ion
FXCiilintAtion I 82

-rho Crtil 1)C1.10 Z1o C.:F.1-'1%1;2)1cm will b?. çivoi orWe-Incsd,y,
13 Au3ust 1962, at iho ofilco or th.-.) Chvirmon, 2 John Siroo'r,
Provilonco, Rho Iskmd, Thoo:.:calir,Jtion or Ojeil C‘iildLitI4tO
will not exce.:1 on hour. Plonso be przz:mt at 11:40 a.m.

Sincerely yours,

Ro'oort E. Hill

cbvi
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3 September 1969

Mr. Jeffrey IL Cook
Aberdeen 6
815 Nortli Ficiydt..4n Rood
Scoil-sclale, Arizona 85257

Deur Sir:

I o:n. plesevA to inFom you tliol you have successfully complotod your
oxoininaiion vrocles 0 5 follows:

Cx iiinu;oci A 85
Exa nc n "85 ,7

Sincerely yours,

Robert E. Hill, Secretory

obw



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

The Engineering Evaluation Committee
Phoenix, Arizona, with the following

Earle M. Cassidy
C. W. Dryden
Walter J. Fahey

DATE: November 21, 1969

State Board of Technical Registration

Engineering Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

met on November 19, 20, and 21, 1969, in
members present:

John Girand
James L. Knickerbocker
Charles W. Newlin

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

I. The following
the Committee
Arizona under
registration:

applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
that they are fully qualified to receive registration in
A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126 are hereby recommended for

CHEMICAL ENGINEERING
Burton, Clifford C.
Henricks, John M.
Nelson, Edward Raymond

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Acevedo, Enrique
Boyd, John Philip
Brown, Walter Augustus
Eberlin, Monroe Marshall
Fleming, Barry Francis
Gorian, Gerald Lee
Hardman, Richard Thornley
Hewitt, Frederick Maxwell
House, Loyd Emerson
Jones, Harry Patrick
Kazmierczak, Eugene John
Kubler, Clarence Joseph
McNulty, Joseph Daniel
Mullen, John Joseph
Myles, Kenneth William
Popovics, Sandor
Schwab, Raymond William
Shields, Paul Edgar

Shih, Steven Po-Jen
Surface, Donald Eugene
Suthers, George Irvin

69-292
69-199
69-306

69-56
69-273
69-179
69-205
69-52
69-321
69-319
69-339
69-153
69-317
69-248
69-241
69-263
69-318
69-310
69-320
69-134
69-294
69-286
69-336
69-284

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Glahn, Leon C. 69-183
Grandy, Lewis Stephen 69-307
Kost, Frederick Henry 69-312
Mettler, Ronald LeRoy 69-275
Morris -White, Thomas Michael 69-322

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Fairman, Stanley W.
Vail, John Lawrence

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Arevalo, Luis Alberto
Hornstein, Marvin A.
Horton, Lyman Gregg

GEOLOGY
Rominger, Joseph Franklin

LAND SURVEYING
Day, Gale Edward
Norris, Edward P.
Roeder, Wilfried Eberhard
Shields, Paul Edgar
Watkins, Herbert L.

69-251
69-311

69-304
69-109
69-296

69-274

69-246
69-260
69-327
69-295
69-163
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t.

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence
of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that
these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

Aulicants held for the December, 1969, written examinations:

AGRICULTUR ENGINEERING
James Mu 69-308rrell Parts 3 and 4Na.Lw,

CIVE
ENGINEERING

Avery, Russell 68-332
Boam, George J. 69-276
Bhandhusavee, Choosin 69-293
Bostick, Charles T. 69-240
Briggs, Philip Charles 69-297
Kramer, Robert Joseph 69-261
McKee, Ford Osborne 69-214
Ragsdale, John Franklin, Jr. 69-242
Sacra, Thomas Allen, III 69-250
Shirley, Stephen James 69-342
Weaver, Johnny Ervin 69-309

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Clemens, William Leon 69-323
Layton, Dean Smith 69-305
Schneider, Reinhart Klaus Peter 69-233
Willcoxson, Robert Joseph 69-314

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Aymar, Arthur Anthony 69-277

SANITARY ENGINEERING
Braatelien, Edwain Harold, Jr. 69-262

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Clark, Virgil William 69-278
Fairman, Stanley W. 69-252
Rader, Tommy Frank 69-324

GEOLOGY
Cooley, Donald B.

LAND SURVEYING

69-215

Nunnelley, Ralph Boatright 69-258
Oakley, James Richard 69-257
Soyster, George W. 69-332
Werhan, Ronald W. 69-253

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4

Parts 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6

Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
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Au_licants held for the April, 1970, written examinations.

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Donald, Herbert Preston 69-254 Part 4
Roose, James Frederick 69-217 Parts 3 and 4
Ziegler, Lawrence Lee 69-166 Parts 3 and 4

69-316 Parts 3 and 4
L ENGINEERING

Sutter, Kenneth Dwight

HIGHWAY EN TEEIZING
Dalrymple, Guerry Max 69-148 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Fleischli, William Gustave 69-232 Parts 3 and 4
Lohr, John Louis 69-243 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Miller, Jack Beach 69-259 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Nichols. Jerry Edward 69-219 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Soyster, George W. 69-331 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Cota-Robles, Armando Frank 69-256 Parts 3 and 4
Duffy, Jack Edwin 69-299 Parts 3 and 4
Howes, Leslie Dennis 69-201 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Northon, Francis Edwin 69-268 Parts 3 and 4
Smith, Robert P. 69-223 Parts 3 and 4

LAND SURVEYING
Rikard, Kenneth Ray 69-325 Parts 3 and 4

III. The following applicant appeared before the Committee and requested that
his application be withdrawn and it is the recommendation of the Committee
that he be denied without prejudice and refund:

Avery, Russell 68-33 Land Surveyor

N. The following applicant having been advised twice he was scheduled to
appear before the Committee and for his failure to do so, the Committee
recommends to the Board that he be denied for failure to complete the
requirements of the Board within a reasonable length of time:

V.

Vander Ley, John William 69-197 Geologist

The Engineering Evaluation Committee met at 5:00 P.M. in the office of
the Board on Thursday, September 20, 1969, to discuss the examinations
to be given in December, 1969. The Committee approved those examinations
as presented by Chairman Knickerbocker. Dr. Newlin at this time brought
to the attention of the Committee, an Engineer -in -Training application who
was a candidate under the construction program in the College of Engineering.
He requested that the Committee discuss whether we should accept such
Engineer-in -Training applications or should they be rejected. After
considerable discussion by the Committee, it was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker
and seconded by Dean Fahey that this discussion be tabled until the regular
meeting of the Board in December. Motion carried.
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— 41-tee recommends to the Board that reconuaendations
The cepted and implemented.report be ac

Respectfully submitted,

rnie'w vames L. Knickerbocker, Chairman

through V of this



III.

APRIL SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS

cATtift ----970

ARIZONA - Report to Room G 150, Ground Floor of the new Engineering Center at
TOPE' ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY.

N ARIZONA- Report to Rooms 301 and 303 of the Civil Engineering Bldg. at the
1100 uNTVERSITY OF ARIZONA.

6 i t -

12:00 NOON

All professional engineering applicants held for Part I, Fundamentals of Engineering.

All professional geology applicants held for Part I, Basic Geology.

All land surveying applicants held for Part I, Surveying Techniques.

Ail P T T. and G.I.T. applicants held for Subsection I of the in -training exam.All E.I.T.

All assaying applicants nelo ror rant 1, assaying txamination.
- -

1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M.

All professional engineering applicants held for Part II, Fundamentals of Engineering.

All professional geology applicants held for Part II, Basic Geology.

All land surveying applicants held for Part II, Computations.

All E.I.T. and G.I.T. applicants held for Subsection II of the in -training exam.

All assaying applicants held for Part II, Assaying Examination.

SUNDAY, APRIL 26, 1970

TEMPE, ARIZONA - Report to Room G 150, Ground Floor of the new Engineering Center at
ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY

TUCSON, ARIZONA- Report to Rooms 301 and 303 of the Civil Engineering Bldg. at the
UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA.

8:00 A.M. to 12:00 NOON

Part III - Engineering Analysis - all branches of engineering.

Part III - Applied Geology.

Part III - Land Surveying Rules and Regulations.

1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M.

Part IV - Engineering Design - all branches of engineering.

Part IV - Geological Problems.

Part IV - Land Surveying Legal Principles.

molIPALL_APRIL, 27. 1970

PHOENIX, ARIZONA (only) - Report to Auditorium, 10th Fir., United Bank Bldg.,

3550 North Central Avenue
8:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon - Part V - Structural Engrs. - Comprehensive Engrg. Design

1:vu P.M. to 5:00 P.M. - Part VI- Structural Engrs. - Structural Engrg. Design
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0261.6
DATE: November 18, 1969

te Board of Technical Registration

hitectural Evaluation Committee

luation of Applicants

ural Evaluation Committee met on November 18, 1969, in Phoenix,
the following members present:

nie M. Gonzales
L. Vanlandingham

quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
d make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
registration in Arizona:

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and
satisfied the Committee they are fully qualified, including the
treatise on lateral forces, to receive architectural registration in
Arizona under A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126, are hereby recommended
for registration:

Arnold, Scott Bowen
Guariglia, Charles P.
Jones, Edward Robert, Jr.
Lowry, Dick Edward
Schweikher, (Robert) Paul
Stansel, John William
Staszko, Edward V.
Swank, William Edward, Sr.

69-301
69-234
69-328
69-290
69-145 (re-reg. #1403)
69-84
69-288
69-283

II. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while
completing the personal audience interview, need demonstration of
additional evidence of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is
recommended to the Board that these individuals be held for the written
examinations indicated:

Applicants held for the December, 1969, examinations

Cable, No:
Christens(
Dick, Johi
Lewis,
Pederson,
Posedly,
Riggs, Jo]
Sherer,
Weber, Rol
Wiblin, ci
Willis, W:
Zimmerman

nman Vance, Jr.
en, Lee Norse
a Wilson
ayne Gage
Harold Samuel
Thomas Joseph
an B.
alph John
aald George

arman Eugene
illiam Vaughn
, Thomas Albert

69-237
69-313
69-299
69-291
69-236
69-287
69-267
69-239
69-302
69-330
69-281
69-337

D,E,F,H
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
D,E,F,H
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
E,G
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
C,D,E,F,G,H,I



Applicant held for the June 1970 e tions

Love, Elbert Howard 69-282 C,D,E,F,G,H,I

0 4n• f• 1-dy
14.ok) _L

The com mmmittee recommends to the Board that Recommendations I and II of this
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

M•".9-- -nnle M. Gonzales, Chairman
I



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

0 2 C 4 S
DATE: November 18, 1969

The Landscape Architectural Evaluation committee met on November 18, 1969,
in phoenix, Arizona, with the following members and representative of the
field of landscape architecture present:

Earle M. Cassidy Wayne 0. Earley, Landscape
Bennie M. Gonzales Architectural Consultant
M. L. Vanlandingham

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the
following applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown
regarding their professional registration in Arizona:

I. Landscape architectural applicant, Joan S. Brooking, File #69-82,
requested reconsideration of the Board's action on Minute Page 2462,
and it was moved by Mr. Gonzales and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that
she be permitted to appear before the Board at their December 12,
1969, meeting, however, they recommend that the previous action of
the Board be reaffirmed. Motion carried.

Landscape architectural applicant, Philip Jerome Clovicko, File #69-32,
appeared before the Committee and requested reconsideration of the
Board's action on Minute Page 2392. He presented several documents
to support his request, however, the Committee recommends the Board
reaffirm its previous action which held him for the full written
examination.

I. The following applicants, having appeared before the Committee and
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 in Landscape Architecture:

Baker, Edward Theodore
Giley, George Henry

The Committee recommends to
this report be accepted and

Respectfully submitted

/42,;;;,(15
• L. Vanlandingham,

69-289
69-303

the Board that recommendations I through III of
implemented.

airman



KAMAL AMIN • ARCH ITECT

T a l l e S i n West, Scot tsda le , Arizona 85252

State Board Of Technical Registration,
3550 N. Central Ave. Suite 923
Phoenix, Arizona 65012

Att. Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.

15 November 1969

Gentlemen,

: 1

R'0111
" f

All factors point at my not being in the country on the
7th and 8th of December; the days of Structural Engineering
Examination. Would it be possible to put off my examination___J•, • "until next time(
Thank you very much

,/ :".Yo7u s Trul

Kamal Amin, Ar ,
....10111111,4- ;

Architect
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d b y Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Dryden that the followingIt was wuv__
licants are to be denied with neither prejudice nor refund at their

aPP st Motion carried.
reque •

67-314 Highway Engineerde la Garza, Trinidad
Kulas, Frank Edward 69-20 Land Surveyor
Wilson, Ernest Clifford, Jr. 69-225 Architect

'turas moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Girand that the following
applicants for professional registration having completed the personal audience
and all other requirements of this Board be granted registration and assigned
the registration numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

ARCHITECTURE
Allwork, Ronald
Arnold, Scott Bowen
Cook, Jeffrey Ross
Gathers, Charles Edward
Guariglia, Charles P.
Jones, Edward Robert
Junge, James Sadler
Lowry, Dick Edward
Schweikher, (Robert) Paul
Stansel, John William
Staszko, Edward V.
Swank, William Edward, Sr.

CHEMICAL ENGINEERING
Burton, Clifford C.
Henricks, John M.
Nelson, Edward Raymond

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Acevedo, Enrique
Boyd, John Philip
Brown, Walter Augustus
Eberlin, Monroe Marshall
Fleming, Barry Francis
Conan, Gerald Lee
Harman, Richard Thornley
Hewitt, Frederick Maxwell
House, Loyd Emerson
Jones, Harry Patrick
Kazmierczak, Eugene John
Kubler, Clarence Joseph
McNulty, Joseph Daniel
Mullen, John Joseph
Myles, Kenneth William
Popov , Sandor
Schwab, Raymond William
Shields. Pa1,1 vA - - -

7340
7341
7391
7342
7343
7344
7345
7346

(re-reg. 1403)
7347
7348
7349

7350
7351
7352

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Cont'd.
Shih, Steven Po-Jen
Surface, Donald Eugene
Suthers, George Irvin

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Glahn, Leon C.
Grandy, Lewis Stephen
Kost, Frederick Henry
Mettler, Ronald LeRoy
Morris -White, Thomas Michael

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Fairman, Stanley W.
Vail, John Lawrence

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Arevalo, Luis Alberto
Hornstein, Marvin A.
Horton, Lyman Gregg

7353
7354 GEOLOGY
7355 Rominger, Joseph Franklin
7356
7357 LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
7358
7359
7360 LAND SURVEYING
7361 Day, Gale Edward
7362 Norris, Edward P.
7363 Roeder, Wilfried Eberhard
7364 Shields, Paul Edgar
7365 Watkins, Herbert L.
7366
7367
7368
7369
7370

7371
7372
7373

7374
7375
7376
7377
7378

7379
7380

7381
7382
7383

7384

Baker, Edward Theodore 7385

7386
7387
7388
7389
7390



02f;21

It was Incive.d.
trainl

foriot n iii.:: grant
motion carrie

cuomens, Wil
gig ley , James
Reeves, Gary
gchards, Don

It:was moved.
trainifor in-

Engineering,
mmthers as in,

Staley, A. wi

Strauss, Fred

by
ng
ad
d.

Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the following applicants
certification having satisfactorily completed the written examina-
registration and assigned the registration numbers as indicated.

ham B. 840
Stewart 841

4A9
Ray
aid Phillip 843

by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the following applicants
ng certification having been certified by the Deans of College of
under Rule II.C.5, be granted registration and assigned the registration
licated. Motion carried.

1liam
Jay

844
845

Dean Fahey reported on the personal audience examinations held in November, 1969,
and presented a written report, minute page zbz-z, on the value of each question.
He further reported that this analysis had been prepared by a professional and
the reports would aid the Board in developing a valid, comprehensive multiple-
choice examination.

A discussion was held on applicants for the Engineer -in -Training program by
persons not graduates of an ECPD accredited curriculum. At the conclusion of
the discussion, it was directed that Rule II.B continue in effect.

No report.

No report.

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE BUDGET COMMITTEE

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #1

There was no report of Grievance Committee #1, however, Mr. Clifford, Assistant
Attorney General, took this opportunity to explain Problems facing enforcement
of the Statutes. Mr. Clifford stated that the Mohave County attorney commented
since the Board does not file complaints with the county attorneys for marinona
and Pima Counties, it would appear that he could not prosecute a similar violation

utills jurisdiction. Mr. Clifford stated that one of the problems in the larger
counties was the Board's lack of complete and thorough investigation and this
agency nppd.,A • - . .

— _J _¼.. SLflVCO

A r .

&Lter the conclusion of Mr. Clifford's presentation, discussion was held on the
,5pon5ibility of the Board and the advisability of increasing its investigative
Powers I t - M tr . ••• -• _ _ . —

muveu uy mr. uirana ana seconaea oy mr. Dryaen that tne BuagetCNnit,
e e of this Rnard "[ IP ine f i r l i ntcA t n i nn in r la a n innac . t i r r a t nn i n 4-tn n n t

°Ilaget Presented t o thc, M nt inn nanninA/AA/ IL..
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2 .19 9 .30

1 .22

5 .15 7 . 0

6 .12

3 .16

5 .49



direction of the Chairman, a complaint from the Structural Engineers Association
see Minute Pages 2624, 2625 and 2626, was presented to the Board.

with this was a presentation by the Executive Secretary indicating
rorate status of Chas. T. Main, Inc., see Minute Page 2627. On a point

the C nO roforder the Chairman adjourned the meeting to allow Grievance Committee #1 to meet.

After

the meeting of Grievance Committee #1, the Chairman called the meeting to

c
accepted the report of the Committee. Mr. Cassidy, as chairman, reported

thatt in GrievanceCommittee #1 it was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Drydene
that the Committee refer the complaint from Structural Engineers Association of
Arizona and the Executive Secretary's comments to the Board. Motion carried. After
the Committee adjourned, discussion was held on the matter presented by Grievance
coorittee #1 including the ramification of the complaint in the variance by the
Board granting registration by proficiencies and the requirements of A.R.S. 32-141.
It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Dean Fahey that the Structural
algineers Association of Arizona be notified that there was no individual or
corporate violation of the Arizona Revised Statutes in that the seal appearing
on the drawings was in strict accordance with the Statutes, and the inspection
certificate of the City of Phoenix alleged in the complaint as having being
violated by the subject firm was not within the jurisdiction of this Board.

Maim carried.

No report.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #2

REPORT OF SPECIAL OFFICE PROCEDURES COMMITTEE

Mr. Vanlandingham, as chairman of this committee, reported that the previous
report requesting adoption by the Board of the National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards' standard application blanks needed more study as there was
an apparent attempt to usurp the powers of this Board by that association.

He further reported that the Arizona Revised Statutes do not permit acceptance
by this Board of the National Council of Architectural Registration Boards'
Council Record wherein the applicant does not have a certificate of qualifications
as required under A.R.S. 32-126, letter from National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards incorporated as Minute Page 2628.

Mr. Vanlandingham further requested of the Board that he and the Executive Secretary
be authorized to attend the Executive Meeting of the Western Region of the National
Council of Architectural Registration Boards held in San Francisco. It was moved
bsY Mr. Dryden and seconded by Dean Fahey that Mr. Vanlandingham and the Executive
ecretary be authorized to attend this meeting. Motion carried.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

CSecretaryCash Flaw Report #2, Minute Page 2629, was presented to the Board by the Executive

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Girand that the
Executive Secretary's report be accepted. Motion carried.



STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS ASSOCIATIONC 2 6 "
OF ARIZONA

STATE BOARD OF TRUSTEES

Anthony V. Schwan P.E.
Calvin S. Burns P.E.
Sam Caruso P.E.

October 28, 1969

State of Arizona
State Board o f Technical Registration
3550 North Central
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

ATTENTION: Grievence Committee

Gentlemen;

Leonard Anderson P.E.
Dale R. Birtch P.E.

r:WPD
OCT J 1969

1JL rAgil ILITAL hEGISTRATION

SUBJECT: Registrant; F l i n t , Clarence Melvi l le; Electrical Engineer
Registration Number 6412

Project; Arizona Newspapers Inc . ,
New building i n downtown Phoenix

This letter shall constitute a complaint against subject regis-
trant, as i t may relate t o the State code and t o subject project
outlined herein.

I t has been brought t o my attention that subject registrant has
Placed his seal on a complete set o f plans on the subject project
Presently under construction. This i n i t s e l f may not be a
vlolation of the Code; however subject registrant has also placed
nis seal and his only on the complete set o f Structural Calculations
for subject project; which, constitutes a major building, consisting
of five (5) stories above ground and two (2) below ground, and i n

dition has placed his seal and signature on a City o f Phoenix
, oection Certi f icate, so certi fying that He i s familiar with the
structural design o f the subject project. I f none other, this
latter act would seem t o me a misuse o f said registrants seal as ani

ctrical Engineer; and i f said registrant i s so qualif ied as
being familiar with the structural design o f subject project,
and/u dt1 he be registered i n the proper catagory as a Structural
. or Civil Engineer i n order t o comply with the State Code. I
" enclosing a copy o f the afore mentioned Inspection Certi f icate.
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C2.625
STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS ASSOCIATION

OF ARIZONA

Members of this organization and myself are total ly unaware that
"Electrical" Engineers can practice "Structural" Engineering i n
this state, and i f your findings so declare that this i s possible,
then this organization shall seek t o change the law i n order t o
further safeguard l i f e , limb, health, property, and public welfare,
and also from infringement into the f ie ld o f practice' of our
profession.

All the members o f this Organization wi l l an*iously be waiting for
your findings and action on the subject.

Respectfully submitted

_

Anthony" V. Schwan
President

AVS/ba

Copy to all members o f SEAoA

Enclosure
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PUSLie WORKS
DIVISION OF BUILDING INSPECTIONS'w

INSPECTION CERTIFICATE
DATE

PERMIT NO. (WHEN APPLICABLE)

02G26

(To be filled in and signed by owner before— CERTIFICATE OF SPECIAL INSPECTION BY OWNER — permit is issued.)

.occordonce with Section 203.2 of the Building Code of the City of Phoenix, 1964, which requires that the execution of certain
uction work be placed under the inspection of the architect or engineer, I certify that the construction of the above des-

c.,:od b uilding project will receive such structural inspection.

so(Of ANY

emosT UCTURALG I N i K A (IF ANY)

O."

SIGNATURE OF OWNER OR HIS LEGAL AGENT

/SPECIAL INSPECTION RESPONSIBILITY CERTIFICATE .C.

..

V V -

— ..1171dbiengfipl leerdmiint and : I before

V V
I certify that I am familiar with the structural design of the above named project and, in ac-
cordance with Section 203.2 of the Building Code of the City of Phoenix, 1964, hereby assume
full responsibility for carrying out the required structural inspection. Inspection reports will
be filed with the Division of Building Inspections as required by Sections 203.24. The follow-
ing individual(s) will be special field inspector(s) under my direct supervision and are to be

/ on the job site to render full, complete and competent structural inspection.

kACE REGISTRATION SEAL AND
.4 4TURE ABOVE

The special field inspector(s) are to be named below before work under their area of duty
commences.

NAME OF MASONRY INSPECTOR NAME OF CONCRETE INSPECTOR

NAME OF WELDING INSPECTOR

1
NAME OF TIMBER CONSTRUCTION INSPECTOR

-.CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE AND APPLICATION. FOR CERTIFICATE
OF OCCUPANCY—

(To be filled in and sealed before occupancy certificate is issued.)

The construction of the above named project is substantially complete and request is hereby
made for issuance of the certificate of occupancy per Section 204.7 of the Building Code of
the City of Phoenix, 1964.

I certify. that, to the best of my knowledge, the structural requirements of the approved plans
for which special inspection is required and Section 203.2 of the Building Code have been
complied with. A guarantee that the contractor has necessarily fulfilled the obligations of
his contract is neither intended nor implied.

E llEtisTD
ATIIRE ARCHITECT OR ENGINE-ER TRESPO-N-SIBLE FOR INSPECTIONAsovr ...AL AND

404 INSP.Tt4
‘ 411•41,,, " . 0 BE RETURNED TO SUPT. OF BLOC. INSP. WHEN CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE is compLETEol

• 0.0INEER OR ARCHITECT
126-2130
PSV. 2-44
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CHAS. T. MAIN, INC.

engineers

441 STUART STREET, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02116 • AREA CODE 617-262-3200
Southern Office: 1301 East Morehead Street, Charlotte, North Carolina 28204 • Area Code 704-375-1736

November 14, 1969

Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
State of Arizona
State Board of Technical Registration
3550 N. Central Avenue, Suite 923
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

RECEIVED
1,011 I re 1969

LTAT) TECHEAL REENATION

In reply to your letter of October 31st, the following is a listing of the
names and classifications of those persons employed by our firm who
are registered as professional engineers and architects in Arizona.

Arizona
Registration No.

W. M. Hall, President, Civil Engineer
C. M. Flint, Corporate Vice President, Electrical Engineer
G. R. Rich, Vice President, Civil Engineer
T. M. Burton, Vice President, Mechanical Engineer
C. Clinton Starratt, Architectural Officer
R. E. Burnett, Assistant Vice President, Elec. Engineer
Einar Greve, Associate Member of Firm, Elec. Engineer
Lyman Mower, Associate Member of Firm, Elec. Engineer

4714
6412
4863
6254
6367
5195
6484
6417

Mr. Clarence M. Flint and Mr. C. Clinton Starratt are corporate
officers of Chas. T . Main, Inc. as of July 1, 1969 and are designated
as the officers in responsible charge for work performed in Arizona.

Sincerely,

CHAS. T . MAIN, INC.

H. arrett, Secretary
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November 24, 1969

Mr. W. J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
Bd of Technical Registration
for Architects, Assayers, Engineers,
Geols, Landscape Architects & Land
Survs
3550 N. Central, Suite 923
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

The purpose of this inquiry is twofold.
Please confirm accurately for present
conditions if the Arizona Board will
accept an NCARB Council Record (Buff
Cover) in support of reciprocal licensure.

Also review the membership list mailed to
your Board on September 30, 1969 and con-
firm or furnish current membership.

Please note our new address as shown on
the letterhead and the enclosed card,
effective December 1, 1969.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Very_Ig.uly yours,

r
HaNdlli P.
Executive

HPM:tld

Encl: a/s

Mims
Director

NATIONAL COUNCIL OF
ARCHITECTURAL
REGISTRATION BOARDS

2100 M STREET NM,
SUITE 706
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20037
TELEPHONE (202) 659-3996

DEAN L GUSTAVSON president
Salt Lake City. Utah
WILLIAM J. GEDDIS 1st vice-pres.
Brookline, Massachusetts

CHARLES P. GRAVES 2nd vice-pres.
Lexington. Kentucky
DANIEL BOONE, treasurer
Abilene. Texas
HARRY E. RODMAN secretary
Troy, New York

RICHARD J. CHORLTON director
Princeton. New Jersey
ANDREW S. COHEN director
Waterbury, Connecticut
KEN G. MILLER director
Hutchinson. Kansas

THOMAS J. SEDGEWICK director
Flint, Michigan
JOHN L. TURNER director .;
Jackson. Mississippi
WORLEY K. WONG director
San Francisco, California
HOWARD T. BLANCHARD past pres.
Garden City. Kansas

HAYDEN P. MIMS
netecrivriirD

NOV c),...S
T7P7F:7A.1

rti lol



{ASH FLOW REPORT - #2
C2629

Date: December 5, 1969

o P

on Deposit as of July 1, 1969 - $22,335.53
O - $45,453.38 Total Appropriated Receipts to Date:

Plan'''.
Deposit as of Report Date

piance $23,117.85
Illeguinbered Balance as of Report Date- $19,681.27

Line Item and Amount Total Spent Balance for
A  - - - - - - • 4- A m - r -,-Classification ti iear

Code
cATARIES $31,680.00

110
220 TRAVEL - STATE $ 3,500.00

Do TRAVEL - OUT OF STATE $ 1,780.00

go PROFESSIONAL SERVICES $ 1,000.00

OTHER CURRENT EXPENDITURES $15,360.00

211
Postage $ 936.81

212 Telephone 673.61
262 Equipment Maint. & Repair 83.35
293 Janitor Services - 0 -
295 Railway Express - o -
296 Annual Report 1,475.87

,21.99 Miscellaneous 226.00
IMO Office Supplies 1,967.38
'BO Photographs 27.00

500.00

$ 192.63
2,814.24

411

413

417

424

425

427

430

930

CURRENT FIXED CHARGES
Rent - Office Equipment
Rent - Office
Rent - Other Offices
Insurance
State Retirement
OASI
Subscriptions & Org. Dues
Personnel Commission

REFUNDS

TOTALS

$10,500.00

$63,820.00

$14,520.00

$ 1,058.06

$ 337.77

$ 233.70

- 0 -
50.00

660.00
333.00
29.40
27.57

$ 72.00

$17,160.00

$ 2,441.94

$ 1,442.23

$ 766.30

$ 9,469.98

$ 6,393.16

$26,146.39 $37,673.61

*We were not appropriated any amount for Refunds, therefore, the $72.00 is
not included in the total for this column & Total Spent to Date, however,
they deduct this from our Technical Registration Fund.
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READING OF COMMUNICATIONS

The ENecutive Secretary reported there were no communications to be presented to
he Board at this time except a letter from Ruth Adams, Chairman of the Arizona

tiouse of Representatives Appropriations Committee, Minute Page 2631.
t

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

The matter of temporary certificates previously tabled was brought to the floor
by the Chairman. For lack of action, the matter was not removed from the table.
Ch.airman Newlin summarized that he and the Secretary would continue to review
temporary certificate requests and act on same in accordance with the Statutes
and their best judgment.

Chairman Newlin requested that if the members of the Board had any unfinished
business not previously discussed, it be presented at this time. There being
none, the chairman moved to the next item.

NEW BUSINESS

The Executive Secretary reported on suggested dates of Evaluation and Board
meetings for the first quarter in 1970. It was moved by Mr. Girand and
seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the Executive Secretary's recommendations,
Awn below, be approved and adopted. Motion carried.

February 16, 1970 - Architects to grade Examinations D & E
and certify to the Board, Phoenix, Arizona

February 17, 1970 - Architectural Evaluation Committee and
Landscape Architectura Evaluation Committee
meeting in Phoenix, Arizona

February 18, 19,
and 20, 1970

February 19, 1970

- Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting
in Phoenix, Arizona

- Engineering Evaluation Committee to certify
Engineering grades to the Board

March 20, 1970 - Regular meeting of the Board in Tucson, Arizona

Dean Fahey reported that the previous action for scheduling the next meeting of the
Board in Tucson, entertainment would be handled by the Tucson Board members
and the meeting would be held in his office at the University of Arizona.
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riwtta aus rLlf'Reprr s rniatit rs
ft1:rmix,

TWENTY-NINTH LEGISLATURE
1989-1970

TO ALL STATE AGENCIES

COMMITTEES:
0  Z ' €7;s.4 3

APPROPRIATIONS. CHAIRMAN

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE

RULES

JOINT LEGISLATIVE
BUDGET COMMITTEE, CHAIRMAN
JULY 111, 1969 • JAN. 31, 1970

R ECFIV
---DEQ 1 0 1969

STATE LOA?D TE01111L'AL fialISLAildN

This year the House Appropriations Committee will

concern itself mainly with those programs which you

consider essential to the successful operation of your

agencies, particularly those items which may have been

eliminated from your budget request by either the

Executive Budget recommendations or those of the Joint

Legislative Budget Committee Analyst.

Our questions will be in these areas and we would

appreciate your cooperation so that we do not waste time

by going through each category as we have in the past.

As always, we will be especially interested in

requested additions to your staff and the justification

for these new positions.

Sincerely,

RUTH ADAMS
Chairman



ADJOURNMENT

c-,i-hpr discussion by the members nor business before this body,
There being nuc 'rman Newlin entertained a motion to adjourn. It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham
-1:IT-seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the meeting adjourn at 3:45 P.M. Motion carried.

chairman

4 4Secre ary



MINUTES OF THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION
March 19, 1970

The meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration was called to order
Charles W. Newlin, Chairman, in the office of the Dean, College of

EngiDr.'Y .neering, University of Arizona, Tucson, Arizona, at 9:25 A.M., March 19,

aggIcharles W. Newlin, Chairman
M. L. Vanlandingham, Secretary

C. W. Dryden
John Girand
James L. Knickerbocker

Ralph L. Wyatt
Thomas A. Miller, Asst. Atty. General

ABSENT
Earle M. Cassidy, Vice -Chairman
Walter J. Fahey
Lew Place

1970.

GUEST
A. R. Turk

It was moved by Mt. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mt. Dryden that the minutes of
the meeting of the Board on December 12, 1969, be approved as presented. Motion

carried.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

No report.

REPORT OF THE RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE

There was no committee report. However, discussion was requested regarding
the Personal Audience Examination which had been given to the applicants
when they appeared since August, 1969. It was noted that under Rule II.E
the words ".... the personal audience will consist of an oral examination
of 15 to 30 minutes...." does not state that a written examination will be
administered.

Mr. Knickerbocker suggested that the above -referred to Rule be amended to
read oral and/or written and strike the wards 15 to 30 minutes.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Girand that this be referred
to the Rules and By -Laws Committee, RULE II.E, to at least imply to the
applicant we are going to give some examination on the Code, Rules and By-
JAWS. Motion carried.

Discussion followed as to the content of the present Series III Personal
Audience Examination wherein some of the Board members felt certain questions
needed revising or deletion.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Dryden the subject be referred
t: the Engineering Evaluation and Examination Committee at their next meetingo

April 9, 1970. Motion carried.
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-4,-.11
followed on the terms of "consulting associate" and "incidental"

Discussil-; and the consensus of the Board was there would be no change in
our iunstructions of interpretation as set forth through the Executive Secretary

and staff.

REPORT OF THE TEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

No committee report, however, the Board discussed House Bill 317, as amended,
which was in the Rules Committee of the House, regarding the new registration

REPORT OF THE EVALUATION AND EXAMINATION COMMITTEES

Discussion of the Board's interpretation of technological degrees such as Building
Construction was reiterated and it was the consensus of the Board that any non-
KED graduate must have approval of Engineering Evaluation Col ittee and Boardma_

before certification is issued.

The Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting report of February 17, 1970,
was presented by Chairman Wyatt, as shown on Minute Pages 2635, 2636, 2637 and

2638.

It was moved by Mr. Wyatt and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the above report
of the Architectural Evaluation Coumdttee meeting be accepted and implemented
by the Board. Motion carried.

The Schedule of the June, 1970, Architectural Examinations, Minute Page 2639,
was presented to the Board and it was moved by Mr. Wyatt and seconded by
Mr. Vanlandingham that this schedule be approved as presented. Motion carried.

The Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting report of February 17,
1970, was presented by Chairman Vanlandingham, as shown on Minute Page 2640.

It was moved by Mr. Wyatt and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the above
report of the Landscape Architectural Evaluation Coumdttee meeting be accepted
and implemented by the Board. Motion carried.

The Schedule of the June, 1970, Landscape Architectural Examinations, Minute
Page 2641, was presented to the Board and it was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham
and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that this schedule be approved as presented. Motion
carried.

The Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting report of February 18, 19, and 20,

1970, was presented by Chairman Knickerbocker, as shown on Minute Pages 2642
through 2651.

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Girand that the above
report of the Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and
Implemented by the Board. Motion carried.



A..licants held for the June 1970 examinations:

C69-382 ,D,E,F,G,H,Iunaries Lloyd
Myers, Robert W. 70-6

The following applicant appeared before the Committee and the evaluation of his
appitcation determined that hin glimild h dpniad fnr lark nf r.xnarianra lint-Lnr
R.S. 32-123.A with the refund as shown and the additional years of experience

tollows the refund amount:

Bohsali, Mohamad Amin
69-338 $10.00 3 years

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Architectur
Arizona, with t

Lew P
Ralph

dr )trvXJ“..et:1001

DATE: February 17, 1970

State

Archi

Board of Technical Registration

tectural Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

al Evaluation Committee met on February 17, 1970, in Phoenix,
le following members present:

Lace
L. Wyatt

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and maice to une isuaru Erie recohuuenaacions snown regaraing uneir
professional regiscraLLullilL t u-L4uua;

I.

Britz, Richz
Harris, Berr
Jolly, Dona
Joncich, Anc
Landworth,
Pastor, Nicl
Rissman, Max
Wirth, Gary

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and
satisfied the Committee they are fully qualified, including the
treatise on lateral forces, to receive architectural registration in
Arizona under A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126, are hereby recommended
for registration:

ird David
lard Phillip
Ld George
lrew
alliam Ziff
lolas Steve
:shall William
Frederic

69-269
70-21
69-372
70-26
69-408
69-300
70-22
69-346

IL The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while
completing the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional
evidence of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the
Board that these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:



IV.

V.

02636

,T4,, following applicant having been advised twice he was scheduled to
appear before the Committee and for his failure to do so, the Committee
recomm ends to the Board that he be denied for failure to complete the
requirements of the Board within a reasonable length of time:

Wil 1 Lan.°
Harold Louis 69-221

The Committee reviewed the architectural examinations given in December, 1969,
and recommends to the Board that the grades as shown on the pages following
this report be so certified.

The Committee recommends to the Board that Recommendations I through V of this
report be accepted anc..i-rap-Nmented.

fietitfully Abmitt

Ral'4 . Wyatt, C ai
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E F G H I Passed

1 - F F F P P P P67.85 Aros, Bernard Anthony

67.62 Aye, maung Khin F F P 7 5 F P F F

63-290 Brown, Gordon Valiance P P F P P P P

69-237 Cable, Norman Vance, J r . p F F F P 75 P H

68-318 Campisano, John Francis 77 F P P 7 8 P F C, G

65-34 Ceton, Raymond Wallace P P F P P P P

69-313 Christensen, Lee Norse 87 7 5 F 8 2 8 2 79 8 0 C,D,F,Q-1,

*63-36 Cole, Theodore Dow P P 8 3 P P P P E

, *68-59 de Bias, Romualdo Jose P 9 4 P P p P P D

!*69-299 Dick, John Wilson P 78 8 5 8 4 P 9 0 P D,E,F,H

68-210 Edelblut, Walter J . , J r . P P F P P P P

* 68-76 Edgar, Cleworth Barlun P 77 P P P P P D

I
*67-38 Gomez, Robert P P 8 0 P P P P E

*66-250 Hermann, Frank Josef P 7 5 P p P P P D

64-98 Johns, Lloyd Lee F P P P P P P

68-31 Johnson, Donald Harold F P F 7 5 77 F F F,G

*65-94 Kennedy, Bernard Thomas P P P P 79 P P G

69-13 Lembke, Alfred 0 . F F F P F P P

69-291 Lewis, Dwayne Gage 82 77 8 1 77 F F F C,D,E,F

*67-117 Martinson, Gudmund P P 8 1 P P P P E

i
*69-100 Metzger, Henry G., J r . P P P 7 8 7 6 P P F, G

68'325 Nerntin, Stephen Maurice P 8 0 F P 77 P P D,G

P r 69.236 Pederson, Harold Samuel F F 8 4 7 9 F F 7 5 E,F, I

69-287
Thomas Joseph 79 8 0 F F F F F C, D
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66-203 Shimels,

67-133 Slayter,

67-81 Tachuk, Donald M.

65-108 Thurman, Edward Adair

67-209 Tremoulis, John

69-302 Weber, Ronald George

ARCHITECTS
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SO 8 0 8 1 79
R v y

“A..267 Riggs,
*67-278 Roth, Howard Kellogg P 7 5

69-239 Sherer, Ralph John 8 4

Thomas Anthony

Dale W., J r .

F 8 0 8 2 P

P 87 F P

P P P P

Ex Ex F Ex

69-330 Wiblin, Carman Eugene F 8 0 8 0 77

67-244 Wilhelm, George Richard P 77 p P

69-281 Willis, William Vaughn 77 F 8 6 7 5

66-199 Wonsley, Ronald Clayton F P P P

69-337 Zimmerman, Thomas Albert 8 6 7 8 F 8 4

8 0
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H I Passed

8 2 8 0 CDEFGHI

P P p D

F 8 0 F C,H

F P P

P P P

F p p D,E

P P p D

F P P

F Ex Ex

F 77 F D,E,F,H

F p P D

9 0 9 1

77 C,E,F,I

8 3 C,D,F,G,11,I

ARCHITECTS -IN -TRAINING

No. Name

69-18 Bagg, Carter Davis

*69-14 Chapman, James Michael

*69-15 Chapman, John Allen

69-12

69-16

*69-17

*69-13

*69-19

*69-11

Grygutis, James Edward

Luera, Frank S .

McClung, Steven Lee

Micou, Ernest V.

Seidner, Mark W.

Ward, James Owen

Passed

79 8 2 7 9 C,G,I

8 5 79 79 C,G,I

8 0

8 2

8 0 8 0 C,G,I

8 0 8 0 C,G,I

7 8 8 1 7 6 C,G,I
8 5 8 1 77 C,G,I



02C39
SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS

FOR
ARCHITECTS AND ARCHITECTS -IN -TRAINING

IWO LOCATIONS.

1.

New College of Architecture Building, South of University Drive on
Forest Avenue, 2nd Floor, Arizona State University

2. ILL-913-9L1_,—Liall..1
School of Architecture, Room 205, University of Arizona

§j.111.411 .2_,L 122-1.-3,_1212

9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon
Examination H, Professional Administration (No reference material permitted)

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination D, Site Planning (No reference material permitted)

Sunday, June 14, 1970

8:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M.
Examination E, Architectural Design (No reference material permitted)

Monday, June 15, 1970

9:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M.
Examination C, History and Theory (No reference material permitted)

1:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination I, Building Equipment (No reference material permitted)

iesday, June 16, 1970

9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon
Examination F, Building Construction (No reference material permitted)

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination G, Structural Design (Reference material is permitted)



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

r 4 1-1.(t

DATE: February 17, 1970

The Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee met on February 17, 1970, in
phoenix, Arizona, with the following members present:

Lew Place
Ralph L. Wyatt

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicant and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
wfessional registration in Arizona:

I.
The following applicant having appeared before the Committee and
satisfied the Committee he is fully qualified to receive registration
in Arizona under A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126, is hereby
recommended for registration in Landscape Architecture:

Barton, Arthur Gipson 69-315

IL The Committee reviewed the landscape architectural examinations given in
December, 1969, and recommends to the Board that the grades as shown
below be so certified.

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS

No. Name 1 2 3 4 5 6 passed

69-82 Brooking, Joan S. 79 82 75 75 F 76 1,2,3,4,6

*69-32 Clovicko, Philip J. 75 75 P P 77 P 1,2,5

69-9 Langmade, Beatrice R. P P P F 82 P 5

69-29 Winkelman, Russell D 76 78 P P F P 1,2

*68-319 Woelzlein Harry Edward P P 75 P 79 P 3 5

The Committee recommends to the Board that Recommendations I and II of this report be
accepted and implemented.

Respectful bmi
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SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS
FOR

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS AND LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS -IN-TRAINING

e, Arizona
1. Tc

New College of Architecture Building, South of University Drive on

Forest Avenue, 2nd Floor, Arizona State University

2. son Arizona

School of Architecture, Room 205, University of Arizona

Saturda j el3'1970

9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon
part 1 - History and Theory (No reference material permitted)

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Part 4 - Site Planning (No reference material permitted)

t;..• :V_ 1

Sunday, June 14, 1970

8:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M.Part 3 - Landscape Architectural Design (No reference material permitted

Monday, June 15, 1970

9:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M.Part 2 - Planting, Design and Identification (No reference material permitted)

1:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Part 5 - Construction (Reference material is permitted)

Tuesday, June 16, 1970

12:30 P.M. to 4:30 P.M.
Part 6 - Professional Administration (No reference material permitted)



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Engineering Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

0 2 6 1 2

DATE: February 20, 1970

The Engineering Evaluation Col ittee met on February 18, 19, and 20, 1970, inma_
phoenix, Arizona, with the following members present:

Earle M. Cassidy James L. Knickerbocker
C. W. Dryden Charles W. Newlin

John Girand

Mere being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

I. The following
the Committee
Arizona under
registration:

applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
that they are fully qualified to receive registration in
A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126 are hereby recoumiended for

CHEMICAL ENGINEERING
Rehm, Thomas Roger

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Bosanko, James Ellis, Jr.
Cagley, James Ray
Carlat, Gerald E.
Eaton, Thomas James, Jr.
Ehinger, William Page
Ferlito, Andrew Anthony
Fitzsimon, Leo Andrew
Hutchison, James Archibald,III
Lupinek, Robert Chester, Jr.
Meehan, Richard Lawrence
Mershon, Myron Elwin
Miller, Donald
Montagna, Joseph Frank
Peterson, Vernon Russell
Platt, Fredric Lewis
Reitter, Arthur Ried
Roepke, Clifford H.
Schoeller, Wilbur Charles
Scott, David Ronald

Sing, Charles Toumde
awitzer, Alfred I.
Thiele, Russell William
Toothman, Davis C.
Traub, Alexander Stilwell

69-357

69-367
69-356
69-333
69-351
70-9
69-255
70-3
69-359
69-396
69-403
70-12
70-17
69-406
69-399
69-405
69-407
69-360
69-390
69-354
69-412
69-388
70-16
69-391
69-370

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Bowman, Ronald Vern
Kawahata, Kiyoshi

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
Beaver, Robert Irven

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Allen, William Frederick,
Alvine, Raymond Guido
Borak, Eugene
Etz, William Henry, Jr.
Henzerling, Philip Albert
Hunter, D. Loyd
Martin, Ashley D.
Swift, Harley L.
Tepper, Ira
Zimmerman, Albert

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Epstein, Norman Jules
Gerharter, Earl W.
Ilott, Derek Thomas
King, Jack Ashley
Stage, Richard Vincent

69,371
69-385

69-378

Jr. 69-247
70-12
69-231
69-376
69-386
69-264
69-395
69-279
69-377
69-218

69-244
69-394
69-245
69-374
69-379

GEOLOGY
Gundersen, James Novotny 69-352

Royse, Chester Franklin,Jr. 69-285
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1. continued

A

LAISEJLEglINE
en, James Ward 69-355 Morrison, DeWitt Talmage 69-347

BowCabrinha, Clyde Cosmos 69-335 Peterson, Vernon Russell 69-400
Carpenter, Robert Lloyd 69-362 Tyree, Ronald E. 69-409

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence of
their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that
these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

licants held for the April, 1970, written examinations:
DO

AGRICULTURAL ENGINEERING
parsons, Clifford Edgar

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Backus, Richard Irving 70-11 Parts 3 and 4
Bleyl, Philip Lingren 69-349 Parts 3 and 4
Booth, Robert Dwight 69-411 Parts 3 and 4
Clarke, William Bellmont 70-15 Parts 3 and 4
Hupp, Willis David 69-280 Parts 3 and 4
Skagestad, TOnnes 69-364 Parts 3 and 4
Wilson, Michael J. 70-2 Parts 3 and 4

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Shaw, Robert Stanley 69-398 Parts 3 and 4

69-361 Part 4

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
McCulloch, Gordon James 69-366 Parts 3 and 4

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Ahrens, Robert George 69-266 Parts 5 and 6
Skagestad, TOnnes 69-365 Parts 3, 4, 5 and 6

GEOLOGY
Ganus, William Joseph 69-353 Parts 3 and 4
Platt, Wallace Simmons 69-397 Parts 3 and 4

LAND SURVEYING-------____
Rehm, Thomas Roger 69-358 Parts 3 and 4

222licants held for the December, 1970 written examinations:

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Mahaffey, Orville Freemon 69-402 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

12.1gAIIITIgICAL ENGINEERING• ---_________-Hario, Nell Charles 69-401 Parts 3 and 4

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Tallarico, Robert Anthony 69-389 Parts 5 and 6



U]:.

Iv.

k
1.0

rm, following applicant having been advised twice he was scheduled to
_pp ar before the Committee and for his failure to do so, the Committee

:e-c-()emends to the Board that he be denied for failure to complete the
requirements of the Board within a reasonable length of time:

Campbell, John Charles 69-63 Mechanical Engineer

The ng ineering Evaluation Commit tee met at 5:00 P.M. in the office of theEBoard on Thursday, February 19, 1970, to review and discuss the examination
scores which had been previously reviewed by Chairman James L. Knickerbocker.
After a determination by the Committee of the passed and failed books of the
examinations, it recommends to the Board that the grades as shown on the
pages following this report be so certified.

The Committee recommends to the Board that Recommendations I through IV of this
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

041414-b
ames L. Knickerbocker, Chairman
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NameNo. Part Part part Part
I II III IV PassedAGNICIJOTRAL ENGINEERING

Ex Ex P 71 4*68-128 Lee, Roland Earl, Jr.

*69-308 Malone, James Murrell Ex Ex 70 89 3,4

CIVIL ENGINEERING

69-293 Bhandhusavee, Choosin Ex Ex F F

69-276 Boam, George J. F F F F

69-240 Bostick, Charles T. Ex Ex F F

69-297 Briggs, Philip Charles Ex Ex F F

68-246 Cammarata, Larry Charles P P F p

*68-33 Clouser, Kenneth L. P P 77 P 3

63-489 Delaney, John Leo Ex Ex F P

67-41 Deskins, John Wesley P p F p

69-170 Estes, Leon Dean Ex Ex F F

68-221 Friedson, Harvey P p F F

68-274 Iannella, George C. Ex Ex F P

67-286 Kienow, Paul Edward p P F p

*0-23 Kilgore, John Douglas 76 76 P P 1,2

67-247 Lowe, Archie Benjamin F F Ext Ext

69-214 McKee, Ford Osborne P P F F

69- 22 2

*68-159

67-322

68-141

68-75

*69-161

*69-242

69-190

McQueen, Alton Emmett

Mundinger, Thomas Michael

Newton, Thomas Monroe

Nolan, Michael Earl

Ohnesorgen, William B.

Poore, James David

Ragsdale, John Franklin,Jr.

Raines, Charles D.

72 F 3

75 4

P P F P

Ex Ex F F

Ex Ex F P

P P 70 90

Ex Ex 74 75

85 85 F 90

3,4

3,4

1,2,4



Name
tio•CNIL ENGINEERING - Coned. Part Part Part Part

I II III

66-127 Raymo, Wi l l i a m James P F

IV

69-80 Ruiz, Roberto Corona P P F 7 5 4

68 Ex Ex-171 Rushton, Donald P .

69-250 Sacra, Thomas Allen, II I Ex Ex

*68-184 Saldamando, Mario Benjamin P P 7 0 P 3

68-343 Saunders, J . Sidney Ex Ex F F

L0_977 ccavo. Anthony Ex Ex F F

68-178 Scott, Charles Dee

69-342 Shirley, Stephen James Ex Ex F 7 8 4

61-96 Smith, Robert H.

69-167 Tang, Roland P P Ex

67-257 Vezzetti, Michael J . Ex Ex F

69-309 Weaver, Johnny Ervin P P 78

68-345 Webb, Paul Thomas, J r . Ex Ex F DNA

*69-40 Wetstein, Lawrence J . Ex Ex 7 6

61-113 Wittman, Joseph M. Ex Ex

Passed

7 5 4

3

3

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

*69-323 Clemmens, William Leon

66-260 Day, David S .

68-140 Dubin, Thomas

67-301 Jarman, Charles Duayne

*69-305 Layton, Dean Smith

69-43 Moore, Burney Joe

68-224 Murphy, William Patrick

*69-36 Ossanna, Angelo Vigilio

.L- Lerson, Harlow Ross

Ex Ex 7 1 100 3,4

Ex Ex

1 0 2/

Ex Ex 72 8 0 3,4

F F F F

Ex Ex F F

Ex Ex

Ex Ex 8 2

9 0 4

3



*67-50

Name
No.

RING - Co
ELECTRICA lt'd.

*69-233 Schneider, Reinhart K. P.

69-314 Willcoxson, Robert Joseph

Part

Ex

Ex

Part
II

Ex

Ex

Part
III

7 4

7 5

02061;

Part
IV Passed

100 3,4

SCIENCE

Aadland, Donald Ingvald Ex Ex 7 0 3

RIGEWAY ENGINEERING

65-229 Blain, John

68-21 Cantrell, Harvey Glenn

66-239 Collon, William P.

66-295 Evans, James Marshall

*68-226 Fowler, Kenneth Evans

69-144 Griffith, David B.

68-18 Hamlin, Claude W.

68-25 Horne, William Henry

67-129 Howard, Robert L.

65-250 Kleiner, Frank Edward

67-183

66-144

69-127

69-37

67-132

67-73

67-154

Ex Ex

Ex Ex

Ex Ex

Ex

Ex

Ex 7 5

Ex Ex

Ex Ex

3

7 1 7 1

Ex Ex

Ex Ex

Lansdon, Horace Greeley,Jr. Ex Ex

Minter, Charles Bernard

Nester, James Thomas

Rogers, William Brant

Ryan, Seymour William

Turner, John McLean, Jr.

Webb, Nelden J.

Ex Ex

Ex Ex

Ex Ex

Ex

1,2

Ex Ex

Ex Ex

111111,§ILIAL ENGINEERING

* 6 8-94

69-47

Bialkawski, Michael

White, Daniel D.

Ex

Ex

Ex

Ex

7 0 4
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Name

No. Part Part Part Part
Passed

Part Part part

vmrTATFRRING I II III IV

zn_9 77 Arnar , Arthur Anthony Ex Ex F 7 0 4
0 7 — "

.Tohn Paul P P P 70 4
,n_1()

*

Brooks, Philip Benjamin Ex Ex 7 4 F 3
01 -

67-167 Clayton, Orley John

* 65-39 Dandl, Frank Ex Ex 73 P 3

. c.i..911 Hatch, David Jenner Ex Ex P 8 0 4
• V I -

69-191 Mitchell, Landis LeRoy Ex Ex 9 0 4

65-169 Wellington, Charles K.

SANITARY ENGINEERING

* 69-262 Braatelien, Edwin Harold,Jr. Ex Ex 9 7 9 5 3,4

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING

* 69-252 Fairman, Stanley W.

* 69-164 Fowler, Michael Andrew

* 68-315 Johnson, Robert Willis

* 69-224 Jordan, Frank Edward

69-324 Rader

* 68-232 Sheydayi, Esfandiar Yury

* 69-185 Vaughan, Richard George

66-42 Womack, Luther Dale

, Tommy Frank

Part Part Part Part Part Part
I II III IV V VI Passed

Ex Ex Ex Ex 79 73 5 , 6

Ex Ex Ex Ex 9 3 75 5 , 6

Ex Ex Ex Ex P 8 0 6

Ex Ex Ex Ex 9 5 8 9 5,6

Ex Ex Ex Ex 7 8 F 5

P P 8 2 P P P 3

Ex Ex Ex Ex 9 3 7 6 5,6

P P p P P F

GEOLOGY

3,4*69-215 Cooley, Donald B. Ex Ex 8 3 7 5

"9-136 Eyde,

ML1n.,
Freeman, Gilbert Norvell Ex Ex F 7 4 4

II III IV Passed

Theodore Henrik Ex Ex 86 90 3,4
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Name
No. Part

VOM SURVEYING

68-374 Beene, John Martin 70

68-256 Beilmann, James Joseph, Jr. F

68-154 Bellows, Floyd Franklin

69-34 Courtright, Donald E.

* 69-146 Isaacson, Thomas Otto Ex

69-123 Jones, James David 70

* 69-258 NunnelleY, Ralph Boatright Ex

69-257 Oakley, James Richard

* 68-370 Olmstead, Ronald Glenn

69-177 Shields, Phillip Kinyon 70

* 68-50 Stratton, David Andrew 76

68-281 Talbow, William Thompson

69-77 Torres, Alfonso 89

* 69-253 Werhan, Ronald W. 96

Part
I I

70

77

Ex

Ex

96

8 2

95

Part Part
I I I IV Passed

1,2

F 70 4

P 70 4

F F 2

79 84 3,4

74 75 1,3,4

73 87 3,4

80 F 3

80 P 2,3

F F 1

P P 1

F 70 2,4

F F 1

90 86 1,2,3,4

ASSAYING Grade

* 69-38 Williams, James Auther 78

ENGINEER-IN -TRAINING Grade

69-51 Beene, James Ralph

68-1 Bitterli, Robert John

69-71 Brown, Francis Blair

69-74 Dabney, Charles Pope, Jr. 80

77
69-17 Davis, Douglas Lee

69-75 Davis, Russell Morgan 85

69-79 Deswood, Luke Peter 70

69-65
Fowler, William Bruce 76

83
69-53 Gabler, William Havard



d'"*.m:b

No.

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING - Coned. Grade

69-61 Grady, Robert Steve

69-1 Green, Donald E.

68-12 Grommes, William K. 71

68-60 Helseth, Charles A. S., II 72

69-67 Heiniger, Gordon Gene 70

69-58 Johnson, Michael Thorne 90

68-58 Kimmel, Richard J. 75

69-66 Knuppel, Lee Alan 73

69-56 Kunkel, James R.

69-70 Lee, Maurice Leon

69-76 Lind, Dwight 85

69-5 Lowrance, Kenneth Foster, II 76

66-44 McCassalin, Wade L.

69-54 McLaughlin, George Robert 83

69-73 Marler, Earl Brian, Jr. 79

69-63 Midkiff, Ronald D.

69-55 Nichols, Gayle H., III 76

68-71 Nishiya, Kunihiro 71

69-64 Park, 011ie Donahue 94

69-78 Pierce, Glenn Douglas 92

69-72 Smith, Douglas Donel 81

74
69-62 Smith, Jim

69-19 Soto, Edward M.

68-93 Stout, Donald Clinton
77

69-11 Woolery, Robert C.
75

77
69-77 Wright, John E.



Name

IN-TRAINING

69-2 Chitwood, John Stephen,

69-1 King, Fredrick L.

Jr.

Part part
II

f I r Wy t . . ,7

passed
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REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES -Continued

c. D. Jarman, Electrical Engineer, File #67-301, appeared before the Board
Mr.discuss his failure of Part 4 of the December, 1969, examinations, as recorded

ton Minute Page 2646.

After his appearance and review of his workbook by the Board, it was moved by
mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Girand that Mr. Jarman be assigned a

sing grade of Electrical Part 4 and be granted registration in Electrical
Motion carried with Mr. Knickerbocker abstaining.

There were several written requests for review of the December, 1969, written
examinations and after review of each individual workbook, the Board made
the following decisions:

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that
in the case of Mr. Robert L. Howard, Highway Engineer, File #67-129,
the failing grade in Highway Part 3, as reported on Minute Page 2647,
be reaffirmed. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that
in the case of Mr. Horace G. Lansdon, Highway Engineer, File #67-183,
the failing grade in Highway Part 3, as reported on Minute Page 2647,
be reaffirmed. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that in
the case of Mr. Seymour W. Ryan, Highway Engineer, File #67-132,
the failing grade in Highway Part 3, as reported on Minute Page 2647,
be reaffirmed. Motion carried with no dissenting votes.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that
in the case of John M. Turner, Jr., Highway Engineer, File #67-73,
the failing grade in Highway Part 4, as reported on Minute Page 2647,
be reaffirmed. Motion carried.

Mr. Paul Stockton, Mechanical Engineer, File #68-175, requested waiver of
Rule II, A-1, since he was unable to appear for two consecutive examinations
and desired to take the April, 1970, examinations. It was moved by Mr.
Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Girand that waiver of Rule II, Al, be
made in the case of Mr. Stockton and he be allowed to take the April, 1970,
examinations. Motion carried.

Several letters of recol waendation were presented to the Board in behalf of
Orville Freemon Mahaffey, Highway Engineering applicant, File #69-402, who
was held for all four parts of the examination, as reported on Minute Page 2643,
After discussion and review of his file, it was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded

13:711r. Girand that Mr. Mahaffey be excused from Parts 1 and 2 of the Highway
Engineering Examination. Motion carried, one opposed.

M. George A. Brean appeared before the Board to discuss his engineering

ricient
aPplication which had been returned by the Executive Secretary due to lack of

experience after date of his first degree. After his presentation
and"s concurrent experience and education, it was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham

leconded by Mr. Girand that Mr. Brean would not qualify for registrationunti
after September 15, 1970. Motion carried.
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annpared before the Board to discuss his engineering
gr. iDale U . JJL - r r -
op .CatiOn

which had been returned by the Executive Secretary due to lack
ar,isl ientuffic experience after date of his first degree. After his presentation
-f his concurrent experience and education, it was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham
0/.0 seconded by Mr. Dryden that Mr. Jones would not qualify for registration
:ntil after September 15, 1970. Motion carried.

gr. Knickerbocker discussed another applicant, Everette E. Chartier, whose
application was in a like manner of the two preceding, and it was referred
to the Executive Secretary for action. In view of the standard procedure
practiced by the office of the Board in the past when an application is
received, the Board referred to the next meeting of the Engineering Evaluation
Counittee to decide what eight years of experience of a character satisfactory
to the Board should be.

it was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Girand that the following
applicants are to be denied for failure to complete the written examinations as
required by the Board within a reasonable length of time. Motion carried.

Blasingame, Jack Wayne
Campbell, Gordon A.
Criger, Robert Bruce
Defiel, Michael Bowen
Dibbens, Norman Clyde
Dobler, Lloyd J.
Hite, R. Mason
Lo, Shiu Chi
Marrujo, Ralph A.
Mattausch, Armand Joseph
Rainery, Louis D.
Rainery, Louis D.
Roselle, James E.
Sefferovich, John T.
Trujillo, Alfonso M.

68-149
68-133
66-174
68-346
68-377
69-33
69-3
65-231
68-31
68-260
68-136
68-137
69-8
68-83
68-82

Civil Engineer
Metallurgical Engineer
Mechanical Engineer
Landscape Architect
Highway Engineer
Highway Engineer
Architect -in -Training
Architect
Engineer -in -Training
Electrical Engineer
Civil Engineer
Structural Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Girand that the following
applicants are to be denied with neither prejudice nor refund at their request.
Motion carried.

Brown, William S.
Cowan, John
Daly, Leo Anthony
Flores, John Encarnat ion
Goff, Don
Roylston, Thomas Arnold, Jr.
Wade, Robert Lee

69-104
69-265
69-235
69-57
69-344
69-59
69-227

Architect
Land Surveyor
Architect
Engineer -in -Training
Architect
Engineer -in -Training
Architect
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Richard David
de Bias, Romualdo Jose
Dick, John Wilson
Edgar, Claworth Barlun

Gomez, Robert
Harris, Bernard Phillip
Hermann, Frank Josef
Jolly, Donald George

Joncich, Andrew
Kennedy, Bernard Thomas
Landworth, William Ziff
Larason, Robert Courtney
Martinson, Gudmund
Metzger, Henry George, Jr.
Pastor, Nicholas Steve

Riggs, John B.
Rissman, Marshall William
Roth, Howard Kellogg
Wirth, Gary Frederic

ASSAYING
Williams, James Auther

AGRICULTURAL ENGINEERING
Lee, Roland Earl, Jr.
Malone, James Murrell

alancAL ENGINEERING
Ram, Thomas Roger

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Bosanko, James Ellis, Jr.
Cagley, James Ray
Carlat, Gerald E.
Clouser, Kenneth L.
Eaton, Thomas James, Jr.
Ehinger, William Page
Ferlito, Andrew Anthony
Pitzsimon, Leo Andrew
Hutchison, James Archibald, III
Kilgore, John Douglas
Lupinek, Robert Chester, Jr.
Meehan, Richard Lawrence
Mershon, Myron Elwin
Miller, Donald
Montagne, Joseph Frank
Mundinger, Thomas Michael
ttLerson, Vernon Russell

Platt, Fredric Lewis

Poore, James David

_

d by M. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that the followings ,
Itoliwac for professional registration having completed the personal audience
An antsall other requirements of this Board be granted registration and assigned

,,,,,nhprs as indicated. Motion carried.registraLLu..

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Continued
Ragsdale, John Franklin, Jr.
Reitter, Arthur Ried
Roepke, Clifford H.
Saldamando, Mario Benjamin
Schoeller, Wilbur Charles
Scott, David Ronald
Sing, Charles Toumde
Switzer, Alfred I.
Thiele, Russell William
Toothman, David C.
Traub, Alexander Stilwell
Wetstein, Lawrence J.

7392
7393
7394
7395
7396
7397
7398
7399
7400
7401
7402
7403
7404
7405
7406
7407
7408
7409
7410

ELFCTRICAL ENGINEERING
Bowman, Ronald Vern
Clemens, William Leon
Kawahata, Kiyoshi
Layton, Dean Smith
Ossanna, Angelo Vigilio
Peterson, Harlow Ross
Schneider, Reinhart Klaus

7411 Jarman, Charles Duayne

7412
7413

7414

ENGINEERING SCIENCE
Aadland, Donald Ingvald

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Fowler, Kenneth Evans

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
Beaver, Robert Irven

7415 Bialkowski, Michael
7416
7417 MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
7418 Allen, William Frederick,
7419 Alvine, Raymond Guido
7420 Benson, John Paul
7421 Borak, Eugene
7422 Dandl, Frank
7423 Etz, William Henry, Jr.
7424 Hatch, David Jenner
7425 Henzerling, Philip Albert
7426 Hunter, D. Loyd
7427 Martin, Ashley D.
7428 Swift, Harley L.
7429 Tepper, Ira
7430 Zilomerman, Albert
7431
7432 SANITARY ENGINEERING
7433 Braatelien, Edwin Harold, Jr. 7470

7434
7435
7436
7437
7438
7439
7440
7441
7442
7443
7444
7445

7446
7447
7448
7449
7450
7451

Peter 7452
7501

7453

7454

7455
7456

Jr. 7457
7458
7459
7460
7461
7462
7463
7464
7465
7466
7467
7468
7469

Continued .......



sTRUCTURAI---= °ii-p-r317J-ri, Norm
Fairman, Stan
Fowler, Melia
Gerharter, Ea

Johnson, Robe
1:0:tdtan Derek

, Frank
King, Jack As
Sheydayi, Esf
Stage, Richar
vaughan, Rich

GEOLOGY
Cooley, Donal
Hyde, Theodor
cundersen, j a

Royse, Cheste

It was moved
applicants fo
written exami
as indicated.

GINEERING
an Jules

ley W.
el Andrew
rl W.
Thomas
rt Willis
Edward

hley
andiar Yury
d Vincent
ard George

d B.
e Henrik
nes Novotny
  Franklin, Jr.

7471
7472
7473
7474
7475
7476
7477
7478
7479
7480
7481

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
Barton, Arthur Gipson
Clovicko, Philip Jerome
Giley, George Henry
Woelzlein, Harry Edward

LAND SURVEYING
Bowen, James Ward
Cabrinha, Clyde Cosmos
Carpenter, Robert Lloyd
Isaacson, Thomas Otto
Morrison, DeWitt Talmage
Nunnelley, Ralph Boatright
Olmstead, Ronald Glenn

7482 Peterson, Vernon Russell
7483 Stratton, David Andrew
7484 Tyree, Ronald E.
7485 Werhan, Ronald W.

7486
7487
7488
7489

7490
7491
7492
7493
7494
7495
7496
7497
7498
7499
7500

by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that the following
  in -training certification having satisfactorily completed the
nation be granted registration and assigned the registration numbers
Motion carried.

ARCHITECT -IN-TRAINING
Chapman, James Michael
Chapman, John Allen
McClung, Steven Lee
Micou, Ernest V.
Seidner, Mark W.
Ward, James Owen

ENGINEER -IN -T
Cornell, Chri,
Courtney, Edw
Davis, Dougla;
Davis, PhillL
Davis, Russel
Gumunes, Will
Helseth, Char
Howell, Georgi

It was moved
applicants fo:
of College of
assigned the .

Fontes, Eugen
Meza, George

RAINING
stopher S.
ard John
s Lee
p Ray
1 Morgan
jam K.
les A. S., II
e D.

846
847
867
848
849
850
851
852

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING
93 Johnson, Michael Thorne
94 Kimmel, Richard J.
95 Knight, John Steven
96 Kuhn, John, Jr.
97 Lowrance, Kenneth Foster,
98 McLaughlin, George Robert

Marler, Earl Brian, Jr.
Nishiya, Kunihiro
Park, 011ie Donahue
Rogers, Richard Earl
Stout, Donald Clinton
Tucker, Albert M.
Whitaker, Richard Dallas
Woolery, Robert C.
Yeung, David H.

868
853
854
855

II 856
869
857
870
858
859
860
861
862
863
864

by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that the following
r in -training certification having been certified by the Deans
Engineering, under Rule II,C-5, be granted registration and
registration numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

e Rene
Michael

865
866
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REPORT OF THE PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE

No report.

REPORT OF BUDGET COMMITTEE

No report.

The Executive Secretary presented the Governor's and Joint Budget Committee
Recommendations for Fiscal Year 1970-1971, as shown on Minute Pages 2657,
2658, 2659 and 2660, for the Board's information.

The Executive Secretary advised that this office and Department of Finance
had solicited bids for the Forty -Eighth Annual Report based upon the $5,500.00
appropriation introduced into the Legislature as House Bill 265. The Department
of Finance advised the office of the Board that Maricopa Printers was the
successful bidder at $4,033.40.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that Maricopa
Printers having submitted the lowest bid in response to "Invitation for
Bids" issued by this Board be awarded the contract for printing the Forty-
Eighth Annual Report subject to the availability of funds under House Bill
265. Motion carried.

The Executive Secretary reported on the proposed lease with Murdock Development
Company for the amount of $6,798.48 for Fiscal Year 1970-1971, and the
escape clause recommended by Mr. George Leiphart of the Finance Planning Depart-
ment which was approved by Mr. Richard Allen for the Murdock Development Company
and Mr. T. A. Miller, Assistant Attorney General, as an addendum to the lease.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the Board
Secretary be authorized to enter into lease with Murdock Development Company
for the period July 1, 1970 through June 30, 1971, on Suite 923, United
Bank Building. Motion carried.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #1

No report.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #2

Mr. Knickerbocker reported that Mr. E. C. Foerstel, registered Structural Engineer,
No. 5124, appeared at 8:30 a.m. this date to discuss Big Brake, Incorporated, as
a result of a complaint being sent to the office of the Board, filed under oath.

Hr. Knickerbocker advised Mr. Foerstel the matter would be presented to the
Board and that he may be required to appear again.

After considerable discussion, it was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded
by Mr. Knickerbocker that we act upon the complaint, filed under oath, from the
Southern Chapter of American Institute of Architects, and hold Mr. Foerstel for
formal hearing. Motion carried, one opposed.



STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL
REGISTRATION FUND
(90% of Receipts)

Actual Actual Actual Estimated Requested Recommended
1966-1967 1967-1968 1968-1969 1969-1970 1970-1971 1970-1971

PERSONAL SERVICES

Number of Positions 3 3 3 4 14 4

Personal Services 23,162 22,600 26,773 31,680 33,504 33,276
Employee Related Expenditures 2,020 1,965 2,367 2,844 3,127 3,177

OPERATING EXPENDITURES

Professional & Outside Services 168 2,074 1,000 1,500
Travel - State 3,154 2,896 3,450 3,500 -41400
Travel - Out -of -State 1,666 2,040 1,508 1,780 2,300
Other Operating Expenditures 19,034 17,204 24,550 23,016 32,465

1,050
3,700,
1,900 ,
25,650

CAPITAL OUTLAY

Equipment 1,185 43 2,500 882

50,389 48,822 58,648 63,820 79,796 69,635 *

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Balance Forward 16,815 16,414 20,188 22,335
Appropriated Receipts 50,204 52,841 60,903 63 900

- -2---

67,019 69,255 81,091 86,235

* A Lump Sum
Appropriation
is recommended.

DISPOSITION OF FUNDS

Expenditures 50,389 48,822 58,648 63,820
Refunds 216 21.1.5 108 350
Balance Forward 16,11.111. 20,188 22,335 22,065

-----

67,019 69,255 81,091 86,235 (4:

ro,?%
a.,

cIt



STATN BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGITRATION

A.R.S. 32-101

AGENCY PROGRAM:
Actual Estimated Requested

1968-1969 1969-1970 1970-1971
Program Title Amount -1._ Amount i_. Amount

1. Register and regulate the practice of
Architects, Assayers, Engineers, Geologists, 58,648 loo 63,820 loo 79,796 loo
Landscape Architects, and Land Surveyors. ---

1. This program for the protection of the public consists of considering and passing upon applications for
registration, and upon complaints or charges, within its jurisdiction. The Board can compel attendance
of witnesses, administer oaths and take testimony. A register is kept which shows date of each
application for registration, name, age, qualifications, and place of business of applicant and disposition
of application.

BUDGETARY ANALYSIS:

PERSONAL SERVICES The recommendation for Personal Services is based on the Personnel Commission's
implementation plan plus the request for one exempt position amounting to 5%.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES It is recommended that the Professional and Outside Services expenditures remain
at approximately the current level as this amount appears to be adequate based on past expenditures.

A limited increase in Travel - State and Travel - Out -of -State is recommended in order to provide for greater
travel needs.

The recommendation for Other Operating Expenditures is primarily based on the request except for Occupany rent
and printing. The recommendation provides for an increase in rent in order that different quarters may be
obtained since the cost of renewing the present lease appears to be prohibitive. The printing expenditures are
not recommended since state reproduction facilities should be able to service the printing needs.

CAPITAL OUTLAY The request for Capital Outlay - Equipment consists of one replacement typewriter at $5040,
one microfilm card reader printer for $1,500 and a file cabinet for microfilm jackets at $500. The typewriter
is recommended at the current bid price of $425 since the present model has excessive years of service. The
microfilm card reader printer is not recommended as the Library and Archives can perform any microfilm printing
that is necessary. However, it is recommended that $350 be appropriated for a reader as this item appears to be
essential. A file cabinet is recommended at $107 which is the current bid price.
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Means of Financing

Balance Forward
Appropriated Receipts
Supplemental Approp.
Receipts

Escheated Receipts
Request for relief
approp. from Leg.
in Jan. '70

Balance Forward

Total

Expenditures

No. of F.T.E. Pos.

Salaries and Wages
Employee Related Exp.
Prof. & Outside Serv.
Travel - State
Travel -Out of State
Other Opr. Exp.
Capital Outlay-Equfp.
Refunds

Total

1968- 6')
Actu,711

$ 20,188
50,778)

7,900)
2,225)

- 22,335

$ 58,756

3.25

$ 26,773
2,367

3,450
1,508
24,550

108

;,?.0

19(,r,s-
Est

$ 22,335
63,820)

80)

.r c . ...'

1970- 7 -;
R.eque$ t„

$ 16,565
80,100

- 5,500
- 16,565 - 16,783

$ 64,170 $ 79,882

4

$ 31,680 $ 33,240
2,844 3,127
1,000 1,500
3,500 4,400
1,780 2,300
23,016 32,465

2,500
350 350

$ 58,756 $ 64,170

1970-71
Exec. Re c ._

$ 16,565
80,100

197e- 1 1
JEC ._

$ 16,565
80,100

- 27,030 - 23,619

$ 69,635 $ 73,046

4

$ 33,276
3,177
1,050
3,700
1,900
25,650

882

$ 79,882 $ 69,635

- 350 -

4

$ 33,508
3,211
1,050
3,700
1,900
28,795

882

$ 73,046

Ley PE: • .

•
I.
at7;
(11
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ANALYSIS: Personal Services - The J.B.C. Staff recommendation would provide full implementation of
the state salary plan and an additional step increase for all classified positions resulting
in a total $132.00 above the $33,236 Executive recommendation.

Other Operating Expenditures - Recommended that $5,000 be allowed for printing. Other
VN-Ifvh,N-rs

%_A A*

is $3,145 above the Executive recommendation.

The J.B.C. Staff concurs with Executive recommendation for all other categories.

- 151-
I

L I*9)
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REPORT OF SPECIAL OFFICE PROCEDURES COMMITTEE

No report .
The referencelettersnow used on all applicants for registration were discussed
b the Board with various recommendations for changes. It was moved by Mr. Dryden

2:1,1seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that on all reference letters the statementfiln view of the requirements set forth in the law, I believe this applicant
, is not qualified for registration as a...." be deleted, and

i:bstituted with "What is your evaluation of this applicant with regard to
sregistration?" Motion carried.

REPORT OF EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

The Executive Secretary presented Cash Flow Report 13, as shown on Minute Page
2662, for the Board's information.

READING OF COMMUNICATIONS

Reprint from Forum was presented for the Board's information, Minute Page 2663.

The Executive Secretary advised of a memo received from the Department of
Finance which indicated the forms we use for processing of payment would now
be purchased instead of being furnished with no charge.

Letter from Joseph E. Clifford, Assistant Attorney General, dated January 15,
1970, Minute Pages 2664 and 2665, regarding an architect's practice, was
read for the Board's information.

Letter from Gordon M. Hart, Minute Pages 2666 and 2667, was discussed by the Board.
Mr. Dryden suggested we reply to Mr. Hart's letter, inviting him to the May
Evaluation meeting, and assure him that they have no doubts as to his qualifications
for registration based upon his record, but he must be conversant with the Code,
Rules and By-laws of this Board before he could be granted registration.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

Mr. Vanlandingham discussed the case referred to in Mr. Clifford's letter dated
January 15, 1970, and felt that all professional men would become consultants
in future years and should not have to stamp the drawings when not entirely
responsible for them.

Mr. Dryden suggested that in any future personal audience examinations the
Board be apprised in sufficient time of their content to formulate an opinion
on them. It was the consensus of the Board that this be taken under consideration
at the April 9th Evaluation Committee meeting.

NEW BUSINESS

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Girand that a formal
earing in the matter of Edmund C. Foerstel, Structural Engineer, No. 5124,
beheldca the day prior to the next date of the regular Board meeting. Motion
r,;_A••• etl
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CASH FLOW REPORT - #3

Date: March 12, 1970

lance on Deposit as of July 1, 1969: - $22.335.53Illance on Deposit as of Report Date - $75,113.00 Total Appropriated Receipts to Date:

$52,777.47
unencumbered Balance as of Report Date -$32,464.48

co_Lig

110

220

230

240

Line Item and
Classification

SALARIES

TRAVEL - STATE

TRAVEL - OUT OF STATE

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

OTHER CURRENT EXPENDITURES
211 Postage $ 1,757.70
212 Telephone 1,060.38
262 Equipment Maint. & Repair 156.85
VO Janitor Services - 0 -
295 Railway or Air Express 24.57
296 Aanual Report 1,475.87
299 Miscellaneous 1,516.33
MD Office Supplies 2,541.35
MM Photographs 426.77
995 Revolving Fund 500.00

Subtotal $ 9,459.82 $ 5,900.18

Amount
Appropriated

Total Spent Balance for
To Date Year

$22,420.40

$ 1,863.87

494.62

343.70

$ 9,259.60

$ 1,636.13

$ 1,285.38

$ 656.30

411
413
417
424
425
427
430

930

CURRENT FIXED CHARGES
Rent - Office Equipment
Rent - Office
Rent - Other Offices
Insurance
State Retirement
OASI
Subscriptions & Org. Dues
Personnel Commission

REFUNDS

$31,680.00

$ 3,500.00

$ 1,780.00

$ 1,000.00

$15,360.00

$10,500.00
$ 550.19
4,221.36

5.00
50.00

915.98
523.22
784.40
27.57

Subtotal $ 7,077.72

* 90.00

$ 3,422.28

TOTALS $63,820.00 $41,660.13 $22,159.87

We were not appropriated any amount for Refunds, therefore, the $90.00 is
not included in the Total for this column and Total Spent to Date, however,
they do deduct this from our Technical Registration Fund.



February 28, 1910

Dear Sirs,Enclosed are two items for your interest, first:

gc6, /770
Readers are invited to comment in this department on material previously pub-
lished in IEEE SPECTRUM; on the policies and operations of the IEEE; and on
technical, economic, or social matters of interest to the electrical and electronics
engineering profession.

Professional registration

I read with interest W. G. Naef's
letter concerning professionalism in
the engineering community, and the
need for P.E. certification. Although I
do not chew, carry a bottle, or use a
red kerchief, I feel that I can speak
for many of my fellows.

did not take the E.1 T. or P.E. ex-
ams in my home state (Ohio) as ; did
not feel that the possession of a R E
sticker could do anything to add to my
credentials as a member of the eie
tronics industry.

Although the present RE. structure
may reflect on the abilities of those in
the older disciplines, it is not germane
to those of us in the electronics busi-
ness. With the heavy emphasis on con-
crete, steam, and steel in the E.I.T.
exams, is there any wonder that grow-
ing numbers of E.E. students are
electing to bypass them?

Until the P.E. groups catch up with
technology, they will continue to be
ignored by large numbers of IEEE
members, with justification.

E. G. Machak
IBM
Owego, N.Y.
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Second, d o you consider engineering soc ie t ies should have a n

influence o n legislaturel Please, send your comments and replies

to the IEEE SPECTRUM'S FORUM.

Since re ly,
‘25: 40?-012.a.

D.H.Ross, IEEE Member & SIT
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DEPARTMENT O F LAW
OFFICE OF THE

Atiarneia 6.erterui
STATE CAPiTOL

Villognix,g‘xixottzt $511117

January 15, 1970

Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
Technical Registration Board
3550 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Dear Walt:

0 4 I
GARY K . NELSON

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

FRANK SAGARINO
CHIEF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL

Ar''j •-.7" , D
JAN1 6 1270

SrPE r' i TIC!L'LIK
i t iUJI

*.c

This morning I was contacted by John Frank, attorney
for a Mr. Arnold, a leading architect in town. They
believe the following activity to be lawful: Mr.
Arnold is to be hired by a contractor to prepare in-
complete sketches for the ultimate design and construc-
tion of buildings to be sold by the contractor. Mr.
Arnold will have no responsibility for the final plans
and he will not supervise construction. He does not
wish to put his architect's seal on his work for the
contractor and does not believe it is necessary that
he do so.

I informed Mr. Frank that the law is not clear in this
area and that it would be difficult to resolve any such
problem without reference to a detailed set of facts.
Further, since the law is unclear, there probably is
room for Board interpretation as they see fit. There-
fore we agreed that a detailed factual proposal would
be submitted to the Board for its discussion and ulti-
mate referral to this office with recommendations.

I told Mr. Frank that my preliminary analysis was that
a violation of law was likely under the circumstances
he described. The architect would be preparing "plans"
Which would at least become the foundation for the final
uesign. It seems clear that some registrant must assume
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mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
January 15, 1970
Page Two

responsibility for the end product, since homes erected
for sale are not exempt from the Act. Therefore, it
seems likely that the architect who ultimately seals
the drawings would be adopting Mr. Arnold work. This
course of action would jeopardize both architects: Mr.
Arnold has not sealed his work, while the second archi-
tect has sealed work not prepared by himself or his bona
fide employee. Should the contractor construct these
houses without the benefit of an architect's participa-
tion in the project, he would, of course, be guilty of
a misdemeanor.

The above is only a preliminary analysis of the matter,
and must be examined in the light of facts, whill will
be established. Perhaps it is possible for Mr. Arnold
to remain within the confines of the law, though I fail
to see how he can comfortably do so.

JEC:ell

Sincerely,

GARY K. NELSON
The Attorney General

(9,44
JOSEPH E. CLIFFORD, III
Assistant Attorney General



c uCKILIE Ft s-reaL, pitkmFilaix-rumc3 c m .
e,f - 1 a•- • , l_ 1028 I urlock, Lalir. 1 o U ei.

Mr.
Walter J. Edelblut, Jr. - Executive Secretary

State Board oT lecna !Lc! !

" nno3550 N. Central Avenue - auiLe
. • O r r i nPhoenix, Arizona o,y14

Re: Structural Engineer Application #69-363

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

P r r 91 / C- D
.

G 1970
.91.1.M3 TERN REIZTA110

Or February 20th I appeared before a committee of three board members for
the purpose of obtaining registration as a Structural Engineer by reciprocity

. . . _ , .•_,_
with California. Although i doubt any remedial action can o e taken, i wisn

to express my sincere concern over the manner the examination was conducted
and it 's apparent outcome. Let me say for your information that my request
to become registered was neither frivolous nor certificate hunting. A number
of building contractors in Arizona have recently agreed t o represent our firm. •
and i t is our hope to do considerable business there i n the future. Although
registration was not required due to the fact that the design i s completely
performed in California and the building i s shipped as a pre-engineered pro-
duct, I felt professionally obligated t o obtain registration where we would
be doing business.

As a past president of the Structural Engineers Association of Central
California and vice-president of SEAOC, I have strong professional feelings
and in my desire t o obtain registration, spent considerable time reviewing
principals and techniques I had not recently used i n order that I might
demonstrate my qualifications t o the board.

The low score I received on the 20 minute examination was not an indication
of my disregard for your regulations as was implied by the board committee
or that I was not familiar with the registration act, i t only reflects that
I considered reviewing my engineering more important than studying the Act.

admit I was not prepared for as detailed an examination i n the letter of
Lne registration act as was presented.

After discussing my test score, the committee dwelt at length on my respon-
bioliities with Cuckler Building Systems relative t o the requirements of
rule H i of the Rules, Regulations and Bylaws. I definitely received the
Impression that certain members of the board had bias against the metal
k “ ! 1. U l l a i nq industry_ AlthnHnh ntir rnmnAnv inn of nwnPrl h v Mr_ D_F_ Curkler_

i n i S
the

/

Manager ' of Engineering and am totally responsible for all engineering
d e

embnasi7ed t o the committee that I am the or incioa l enaineer
tne firm and could forward a letter t o the board signed by Mr. Cuckler.

- Continued -
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ich certified t o this. After this discussion I was asked t o leave the
Wh 1 , - - - - -room anG UdIMUL yc l i c v c Limit_ m y L c t. wc1 Luc JujcL,L
A▪ :cnussed for the five minutes I waited. However, when I returned there

further discussion concerning my job responsibilities, I was askedwas no
• nuestion from tne ACE regarGing revocation ana aitnougn answerect part
of i t , I was told very sarcastically that i t was obvious I was not "fully

_ . . . • . . • I I Irmversant with the lecnnicai Kegistration mct" ana woula nave t o return
in three months. I received the clear impression that the board considered

- — - -me a captive employee and expressed their disregard for "house" engineers_ . .
by asking me to return tor another "examination". Rather than admit t o
this feeling, the test question subterfuge was resorted to.

letter may appear strong Mr. Edelblut but I can only say that I have
,peared before many boards and committees and have always been favorably
-ceived and treated. I was not prepared for the attitude displayed to-

:Jar° me and am convinced this attitude could not have been generated simply
:Of my missing some detailed questions on the letter of the Arizona practice

would appreciate a review of my application and as I noted t o the boarci
committee, will be pleased t o have a letter forwarded certifying as t o my
freeciom to make engineering decisions as a principal i n the firm.

Yours truly

C F ,LER BUI

A

ClittY\

LDING SYSTEMS

Gordon M. Hart, P.E.
Manager of Engineering

GMH/kp

cc: D.E. Cuckler
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NEW BUSINESS - Continued

Tt

was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the
dates for Committee and Board meetings be approved. Motion carried.

Thursday
April 9, 1970

Tuesday,
May 19, 1970

9:00 A.M., Engineering Members to
evaluate and certify engineering
examinations which will be given
April 25-27, 1970, and for other
purposes.

9:00 A.M., Architectural and Landscape
Architectural Evaluations

Wednesday-Friday,
May 20-22, 1970 9:00 A.M., Engineering Evaluations

Tuesday -Wednesday,
June 23-24, 1970 9:00 A.M., Formal Hearing and Regular

Meeting of the Board, Flagstaff, Arizona

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Girand that any member who
wished to attend any of the following meetings, if funds are available,
be authorized to do so. Motion carried.

April 2-4, 1970 Western Conference of Architectural
Registration Boards, Boise, Idaho

May 14-16, 1970

June 18-20, 1970

National Council of Engineering
Examiners, Western Zone Meeting,
Hotel Utah, Salt Lake City, Utah

National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards Annual Meeting,
Boston, Massachusetts

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Dryden that the meeting
be adjourned at 5:15 P.M. Motion carried unanimously.

Chairman

.ecretary



PRESENT
Charles W. Newlin, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy, Vice -Chairman
M. L. Vanlandingham, Secretary
Walter J. Fahey
John Girand
James L. Knickerbocker

Lew Place
Ralph L. Wyatt

C ' f ' (1
MINUTES OF THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

June 24, 1970

The meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration was called to order

Dr'
by Charles W. Newlin, Chairman, in the office of the Board, 3550 N. Central
Avenue, Suite 923, Phoenix, Arizona, at 9:00 A.M., June 24, 1970.

ABSENT
C. W. Dryden

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Place that the minutes of the
meeting of the Board on March 19, 1970, be approved as presented. Motion
carried.

The Executive Secretary presented a letter from Edmund C. Foerstel requesting
postponement of formal hearing together with his reply indicating that favorable
action could be considered by the Board. It was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and
seconded by Mr. Cassidy that Mr. Foerstel be granted a postponement to the next
regular meeting date of the Board. Motion carried.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

No report.

As Governor Williams has recently made appointments to cover all vacant positions,
the following is a list of the members of the Board and their expiration dates of
appointment:

Earle M. Cassidy, Engineer
C. W. Dryden, Engineer
Walter J. Fahey, Ex -Officio member
John Girand, Engineer
James L. Knickerbocker, Engineer
Charles W. Newlin, Engineer
Lew Place, Architect
M. L. Vanlandingham, Architect
Ralph L. Wyatt, Architect

June 30, 1971
June 30, 1971

June 30, 1973
June 30, 1972
June 30, 1973
June 30, 1973
June 30, 1972
June 30, 1971

REPORT OF THE RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE

At the request of Mr. Girand, Chairman of the Rules and By -Laws Committee, Board
1:lairman Newlin suspended the agenda at this point to discuss the budget for
fiscal year 1971-1972. The report of the adotped budget is covered under that
section of these minutes.



02870
REPORT OF THE RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE - Cont id.

Girand presented the revised Rules and Regulations which pursuant to Rule VI
Mrt:st be proposed and discussed at this meeting and, if approved, publication made

called as required by law for the next regular meeting of the Board

atL
any action will be taken. A discussion of the proposed Rules, as:ndwhilichartii-inge

shown on Minute Pages 2671 through 2682A, followed. It was moved by Mr. Girand
and seconded by Mr. Place that Rule III, C(1) be amended to read renewal as
an Architect, Assayer, Engineer, Geologist, Landscape Architect or Land Surveyor,
twenty dollars. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the Rules as
.,,pgented by the Rules and By -Laws Committee and as amended by the previous
motion be approved, publication be made, and notice filed for a special hearing
to be held at the date established for the next regular meeting of the Board.
Motion carried.

Mr. Girand as Chairman of the Rules and By -Laws Committee submitted the proposed
changes to the By -Laws of the Board for consideration. Discussion followed of
the By -Laws of the Board, as shown on Minute Pages 2683, 2684, 2685 and 2686.
It was moved by Dean Fahey and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that as confusion exists between
the Board's Secretary, who is a member of the Board, and the title Executive Secretary
used by the administrative employee, the Executive Secretary should be called
Executive Director. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dean Fahey that the By -Laws as presented
by the Rules and By -Laws Committee and amended by the previous motion be accepted
for implementation and adoption at the next regular meeting of the Board. Motion
carried.

REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

Mr. Girand as Vice -Chairman of the Legislative Couunittee reported that the
revision3to the Technical Registration Act have now been published and that
these statutes become effective August 11, 1970. It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker
and seconded by Mr. Girand that the report of the Legislative Committee be
accepted and the new statutes as revised be entered into the minutes of the
meeting, as shown on Minute Pages 2687 through 2697. Motion carried.

REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES

The Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting report of May 19, 1970, was
presented by Chairman Wyatt, as shown on Minute Pages 2698 and 2699.

It was moved by Mr. Wyatt and seconded by Mr. Vanlandingham that the above report
of the Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and implemented
by the Board. Motion carried.

Chairman Wyatt reported the results of the grading of Architectural Design and
ite Planning examinations given on June 13-14, 1970, as shown on Minute Pages
2700 and 2701.

Itowiais moved by Mr. Wyatt and seconded
by Mr. Vanlandingham that those examinees

adhave only to successfully pass D -Site Planning and/or E -Architectural Design
_8rades certified and they be granted registration. Motion carried.
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STATE OF ARIZONA

STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

FOR

ARCHITECTS, ASSAYERS, ENGINEERS, GEOLOGISTS
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS AND LAND SURVEYORS

The following Rules and Regulations were adopted on SEP 1 0 1970
by the Board pursuant to authority of Section 32-106, Arizona Revised

Statutes, 1956.

RULE I. GENERAL RULES

A' A licati -s' General
1. The Board meets regularly in March, June, September, and December to

consider applications for registration. Prior to consideration by the Board
each applicant will be required to appear before an Evaluation Committee of
the Board at a time and place established by the committee. The applicant
will at this time complete the personal audience requirement, outlined in

Rule II, E.

2. No application will be evaluated by the committee nor presented to the
Board for consideration until all of the required information, including
transcripts, concerning the application has been received. This includes a
standard application form completely filled out, including required signatures
on application, photograph, affidavit, and authorization and release.

3. Architectural applicants required to submit a treatise and problem on
seismic forces will not be scheduled for evaluation until the treatise and
problem have been submitted, satisfactorily graded and accepted by the
Evaluation Comatittee.

4. It is the applicant's responsibility to secure transcripts of his records
from all colleges attended. The applicant must arrange to have these transcripts
sent directly from the college registrar to the office of the Board. The
applicant's sole responsibility regarding references is that of furnishing a
suitable list. The office of the Board will request such information as it deems
necessary from the references submitted by the applicant. References submitted
by an applicant should include at least three persons registered in the same
general field of experience as the applicant and two references who are now, or
have been, the applicant's immediate supervisors. Other persons will be evaluated
as references only if their responsibility and their ability to evaluate the
technical competence of the applicant can be established by the Board.

5. Engineers desiring registration in more than one branch must submit a
separate application for each branch and pay the regular fee with each
application. Registration in engineering will be granted in the major branches
103f engineering included in the college curricula approved by the Board. Major
Aranches of engineering presently recognized by the Board are: Aeronautical,

ITculustrial
tural, Chemical, Civil, Electrical, Geological, Geophysical, Highway,

Mechanical, Metallurgical, Mining, Nuclear, Petroleum, Sanitary,
and Structural.
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6 The Board does not grant registration to residents of other States,

cet under unusual circumstances, unless they hold registration in the

: Pate of their legal residence.

7. when an application for registration is denied or withdrawn, the
appiicant will be so notified of the Board's action. No re -application will
be accepted until one year has elapsed from the date of the formal Board action
denying the original application. When applications for registration are
denied on initial Board action, excluding withdrawals, the refunds will be
as per the schedule under Rule III.

8. Applicants whose applications for registration are denied subsequent
to initial Board action will receive no refund of their application fees.

9. No application made on any other than a printed form issued by the Board
will be accepted or considered by the Board, except that, in the event any
printed form issued by the Board does not contain sufficient space for the
necessary evidence to be submitted, the applicant may attach additional sheets
to said form to any desired extent, but such attached sheets must be of the same
size as the printed form and shall be securely attached thereto.

10. An applicant may withdraw his application for registration by written
request to the Board for approval of such withdrawal. An approved withdrawal
is deemed by the Board to be a denial of an application for registration
with neither prejudice nor refund of the application fee to be made.

11. An applicant for any of the in -training programs shall, in order to be
admitted to the in -training examinations, submit an application to the Board
on the prescribed form for approval by the Board. It will be necessary for
an applicant to pay the application fee required under Rule III for registra-
tion as an Architect -in -Training, Engineer -in -Training, Geologist -in -Training,
or Landscape Architect -in -Training, as well as the examination fees stated
in Rule III.

B. Reconsideration of Initial Board Action

1. Applicants when notified of initial Board action on their application
may request reconsideration of same by written petition at least thirty days
prior to the subsequent meeting date shown in Rule I. A(1). At the time of
the petition the applicant should indicate whether or not he desires a
personal appearance before the Board.

gu__Eperience

1. Qualifying experience, other than time allowed for education, shall in
genera' be limited to that time in which an applicant has been directly employed
in a responsible position of a character satisfactory to the Board.

RULE II. EXAMINATIONS

r.22.s.9_.1_Rules, A licants for Professional Registration

Initial Examination

1. Applicants for professional registration held for written examination as
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result of initial Board action on their original application or re-

a lication will be denied their application for registration and forfeit all
allication and examination fees if they fail to take their first scheduled
writ ten examination following notification of their being held for written
examination. However, the Board may waive this rule when an applicant who
is unable to take the first scheduled written examination notifies the Board at least
ten days prior to the scheduled examination date and requests an extension in
writing. Applicants for professional registration held for written examination
pursuant to this rule, who have been granted an extension on the first scheduled
written examination and who fail to take the next regularly scheduled written
exanlination offered by the Board, shall have their application for registration

denied.

Re-examination

2. Applicants for professional registration who take the written examination
pursuant to Rule II, A(1), and fail to achieve a passing grade will be allowed
to re-examine. To be re-examined applicants for professional registration must
request re-examination thirty days prior to the next scheduled written examination
date, by letter, and pay the scheduled re-examination fee for each part of the
examination on which a passing grade was not achieved. Applicants for professional
registration who fail to request re-examination and pay the scheduled re-examination
fees for two consecutive examination periods shall have their application for
professional registration denied.

3. Applicants for professional registration who have requested re-examination
and paid the scheduled re-examination fee shall forfeit the re-examination fee
for failure to appear for the re-examination unless excused by the office of the
Board. A request for an excuse must be directed to the office of the Board in
writing at least ten days prior to the scheduled written examination date. Appli-
cants for professional registration excused from a re-examination must appear for
the next scheduled written examination or his application for professional
registration shall be denied.

4. The written examination or portions thereof may be waived by the Board
when, in the Board's opinion, an applicant has a proven experience record of
unusual and comprehensive quality. The Board may require a Comprehensive Oral
e:utmination.

5. Written examinations for applicants for professional registration as
Architect, Assayer, Engineer, Geologist, Landscape Architect and Land Surveyor
Will be given twice annually at a time and place designated by the Board; other
examinations will be given at a time and place established by the Board. The
Board shall select and publish the examination dates and locations at least 90
days prior to the date selected.

Reconsideration of Examination Grades

_.6. Applicants desiring reconsideration of their failing examination grade shall
tile a petition with the Board at least thirty days prior to the regular meeting
sllbsequent to certification of grades by the Board. At the time of the petition
the applicant should indicate whether or not he desires a personal appearance
before the Board.
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General Rules A..licants for Architect-in-Trainin:, En:ineer-in-

B. Trainin , Geologist -in -Training, Landscape Architect -in -Training

1. Engineer-in-Ttaining, Geologist -in -Training and Landscape Architect-in-
ing examinations will be given twice annually, at a time and place designated
Board,and concurrently with the written examinations for professional

theregistration. Applicati0ns for in -training examinations and certification must
be received in the office of the Board at least thirty days prior to the scheduled
date of the examination.

2. Applicants for Engineer -in -Training, Geologist -in -Training, and Landscape
Architect -in -Training will be permitted to take the in -training examination prior
to graduation, but in no event will their probationary period start until they
have completed the requirements for graduation. Applicants without college degrees
desiring to enter the in -training program will be permitted to take the examination
prior to the completion of four years of satisfactory experience by submitting
an application bearing the approval of a registered engineer, geologist, or
landscape architect, respectively, but their probationary period will not begin
until the four years of experience satisfactory to the Board requirement has been
met. The in -training applicant who is a student pursuing a curricula which will
lead to an engineering, geology or landscape architect degree shall have his
application blank certified by his dean or faculty advisor.

3. Applicants for Architect -in -Training will be permitted to take the
Architect -in -Training examination within twelve months after graduation from
an accredited architectural school. The graduates from an accredited architectural
school must obtain the signature of the Dean of the College of Architecture on
their Architect -in -Training application form. Applicants without college degrees
from an accredited architectural school desiring to enter the Architect -in -Training
program will be permitted to apply after five years of architectural training
under a registered architect by submitting an application to the Board bearing
the approval and signature of the current employer. Permission to enter the in-
training program, upon application, will be granted by the Architectural
Evaluation Committee after review to determine that the applicant has the
experience as outlined in the current standard3of the National Council of
Architectural Registration Boards in architectural work of a character satisfactory
to the Board.

D13

4. Architect -in -Training examinations will be given twice annually and at
a time and place designated by the Board and concurrent with the written examina-
tions for professional registration. Application for the in -training examina-
tion and certification from graduates of an accredited architectural school
must be received in the office of the Board at least thirty days prior to the
scheduled date of the examination. Application for the in -training examination
and certification from non -graduates requesting examination and certification
under Rule I. B(3) must be received in the office of the Board at least sixty
days prior to the date of the scheduled examination.

a 5. As a part of the Architect -in -Training program, both the applicant from
n accredited architectural school and the applicant without a college degree will
De required to obtain through the secretary of the Board at the time of their re-
itiest for an Architect -in -Training application, an approved Architect -in -Training
og book in which will be set forth in detail the applicant's training record.
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log books must be accurately kept and all professional architectural

chSu erience vouched for and signed by the applicant's registered architectural
:mployer during the full time of the applicant's required training period. The

log Will
form the applicant's training record and must be filed with the secretary

of the Board when applying for his professional registration.

6. Applicants for Architect -in -Training are not permitted re-examination.

7. If an Architect -in-Training passes the in -training examination, credit
for History and Theory, Structural Design, and Building Equipment will be
given him towards his full professional examination, but, if he fails the in-
training examination, no credit will be given and the applicant will have to wait
until his required years of training have been completed, at which time he may
apply for professional registration, should he meet all of the requirements.

8. If an Engineer -in -Training passes the in -training examination, credit
for Fundamentals of Engineering will be given him towards his full professional
examination, but if he fails the in -training examination, no credit will be

given.

9. At the time of application for professional registration, credit will
be given for Fundamentals of Engineering to any graduate of an ECPD accredited
engineering curriculum.

10. If a Geologist -in -Training passes the in -training examination, credit for
Basic Geology will be given him towards his full professional examination, but if
he fails the in -training examination, no credit will be given.

11. If a Landscape Architect -in -Training passes the in -training examination,
credit for History and Theory; Planting, Design and Identification; and Landscape
Architectural Design will be given him towards his full professional examination,
but if he fails the in -training examination, no credit will be given.

12. Passing an in -training examination will not obligate the Board to accept
the applicant for registration as an Architect -in -Training, Engineer -in -Training,
Geologist -in -Training, or Landscape Architect -in -Training. It will, however,
satisfy the examination requirement should he be accepted and so certified.

13. All in -training certificates shall expire eight years after issuance.

C. Context of Written Examinations

1. All examinations may contain questions covering the Code of the State
Board of Technical Registration and its published Code of Ethics.

2. Architect -in -Training -- This is a one -part examination of 13 hours duration
on which a passing grade of 757 is required in each subsection. The Board need
not offer these subsections to the applicant on the same or successive days. The
subsections are not divisible parts of the Architect -in -Training examination.

a e examination will include: History and Theory concerning the development of
_rchitecture; the effect of geography, climate and material resources; the
factors of site and orientation; the influence of science and technology; the



02676
response to the needs and desires of the changing social pattern; the

varY
_

evolution of design, methods of construction, structural systems and building
quipment, the influence of tradition and law; typical historical examples.
estructural Desi n concerning the knowledge of various structural systems; when,

and why each would be used; the determination of safe and efficient sizes of
howstructural elements and arrangements of combinations of such elements as slabs,

girders, trusses, columns, walls, foundations, and footings, designed in
beams,ious materials by either graphical or mathematical analysis. Building Equipment
varconcerning principles of design and detail knowledge concerning heating, ventilating,
air conditioning, plumbing, electric wiring, refrigeration, fire protection, and
vertical transportation; taking into account scientific, technical, economic and
practical factors; also compliance with codes for public health and safety.

3. Architecture -- This examination will be of 36 -hours duration, and will con-
sist of the following parts: (C) History and Theory, the development of architec-
ture; the effect of geography, climate, and material resources, the factors of
site and orientation; the influence of science and technology; the varying response
to the needs and desires of the changing social pattern; the evolution of design,
methods of construction, structural systems, and building equipment; the influence
of tradition and law; typical historical examples. (D) Site Planning, a short
design problem involving a group of public or private buildings of any type,
intended to demonstrate the candidate's ability to safeguard the interest of
both client and public with respect to land values, obsolescence, traffic; to
develop a functional arrangement of buildings and site which will also results in
a visually satisfying compositionof forms in space. (E) Architectural Design,
a specific practical problem involving application of the principles of space
design to solution of the program for a building such as might be found in
architectural practice. The solution shall be submitted in drawings of specified
mmtber, kind, and scale to present an efficient arrangement, logical structural
organization, compliance with basic codes for health and safety; also appropriate
economy and satisfying aesthetic quality. (F) Building Construction, the use of
materials and methods of construction, the selection of appropriate materials and
knowledge of how they are combined for use under given conditions, considering their
practicality and durability; also the factors of safety, economy, and architectural
expression, supervision of construction, detection and correction of defects;
sequence of construction operations. (G) Structural Design, the knowledge of various
structural systems; when, how, and why each would be used; the determination of safe
and efficient sizes of structural elements and arrangements of combinations of
such elements as slabs, beams, girders, trusses, columns, walls, foundations,
and footings; designed in variousmaterials by either graphical or mathematical
analysis. (H) Professional Administration, questions relating to the ethical,
legal, and administrative responsibilities of the architect; relationships between
architect, owner, and contractor; building arbitration. (I) Building Equipment,
principles of design and detailed knowledge concerning heating, ventilating, air
conditioning, plumbing, electric wiring, refrigeration, fire protection, and
vertical transportation; taking into account scientific, technical, economic and
Practical factors; also compliance with codes for public health and safety. A
P as sing grade of 757. will be required on each parts of the examination. Certified
Architects-in -Training will be allowed credit for the following sections of the
examination: (C) History and Theory, (G) Structural Design and (I) Building
Pnl, 4Lu-pment
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4. Assaying -- This will be a one -part, 8 -hour examination, and the Board may,
t its discretion, divide the examination into two indivisible subsections
ahich will be given on the same day. The examination will include questions
wn sampling and fire assaying; gravimetric and volumetric chemical analyses;

heory and use of emission spectograph, atomic absorption spectograph; and
thecolorimetric methods of assaying minerals and mineral products for the moret

important metals. A passing grade of 70% will be required on the examination.

5. Engineer-in-Training -- This is a one -part examination of 8 hours duration
which will include questions on fundamentals of engineering. A passing grade
of 707 will be required on the examination. The Board may, at its discretion,
divide the examination into two individual subsections which will be given on
the same day.

6. The Board may, also, at its discretion, accept from the Deans of Engineering
at Arizona Universities certification that senior students enrolled in ECPD
accredited curricula have satisfactorily passed an examination equivalent to the
Fundamentals of Engineering offered by the Board.

7. Professional Engineering -- The complete professional engineering examina-
tion will consist of four parts with the exception of Structural Engineering,
which will consist of six parts. Each part of the examination will be of four hours
duration and requires a passing grade of 707 on each part of the examination.

All professional engineering examinations are open book and the applicant may
bring any text or reference desired.

The parts of the professional engineering examination are defined as follows:

Part 1 Fundamentals of Engineering
Part 2 Fundamentals of Engineering
Part 3 Engineering Analysis
Part 4 Engineering Design
Part 5 Comprehensive Engineering Design
Part 6 Structural Engineering Design

8. Geologist -in -Training -- This will be a one -part, 8 -hour examination, on
which a passing grade of 70% is required. The Board may, at its discretion, divide
the examination into two indivisible subsections which will be given on the same
day. The examination will consist of questions covering the principles of physical,
historical, and structural geology and mineralogy, as well as problems in
structural geology.

9..Geology --durat The complete professional examination for geology is of 16 -hours
consisting of four parts, on which a passing grade of 70% will be required

for each part. The parts of the professional geology examination are as follows;

Part 1
Part 2
Part 3
Part 4

Basic Geology
Basic Geology
Applied Geology
Geological Problems
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Tandscape Architect -in -Training -- This will be a one -part examination of

Iv. -

18:
hours duration on which a passing grade of 757 is required in each subsection.
Board need not offer these examinations on the same or successive days. The

subsections are indivisible parts of the Landscape Architect -in -Training examina-
The Landscape Architect -in -Training examination will cover History and

tion. (2 hours); Planting, Design and Identification (6 hours -divided into a 1-
i section and 5 -hour subsection); and Landscape Architectural Design (10i= rYsub
hours). Reference material will not be permitted for any of these examinations.

11. Landscape Architecture -- The complete professional examination for landscape
architecture is of 30 -hours duration consisting of five parts on which a passing
grade of 757. will be required on each part. The parts of the professional
landscape architectural examination and the hours of each are as follows, and
reference material will not be permitted on these examinations except for Part 4:

part 1 History and Theory (2 hours)

part 2 Planting, Design and Identification (6 hours -divided into a 1 -hour
subsection and 5 -hour subsection)

Part 3 Landscape Architectural Design (10 hours)

Part 4 Construction (10 hours -divided into a 2 -hour subsection and
8 -hour subsection)

Part 5 Professional Administration (2 hours)

12. Land Surveying -- The land surveying examination will be of 16 -hours
duration and will consist of four parts which will include questions to determine
knowledge of the techniques of land surveying, also knowledge of rules and
regulations of land surveying, and laws pertaining to the type of work described
in section 32-101 (15) of the Arizona Revised Statutes. A passing grade of 70%
will be required on each part of the examination.

13. Examination Rules -- The Board will publish prior to each written examination
the rules under which the examination will be held for each specific part, and,
at the time of the examination will provide the examinee with the questions for
the examination and a workbook for all of his submittal.

D. Comprehensive Oral Examination

1. The applicant for professional registration who has received a waiver of
the written examination and a comprehensive oral examination substituted therefor
by the appropriate Evaluation Committee, shall personally appear at a time and
Place indicated by the Board for oral demonstration of his proficiency in the area
for which professional registration is applied. The oral examination held by
the Board shall be of such duration as necessary to demonstrate the applicant's
proficiency.

c 1. A personal audience will be required of all applicants in order to
aumplete professional registration. The personal audience will consist of
11 oral and/or written examination of 15 to 30 minutes duration and will
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_ ,,,,estions covering the Code and Rules of the State Board of Technical

iflC1e 0 The personal audience will be given at a time and place convenient
Regise Evaluation Committee of the Board.
tO

2. No applicant will be granted registration until he has fully satisfied the
conimittee as to his comprehension of the Arizona Revised Statutes and Board

Regulations.

3. An applicant who has been given two opporutnities to appear for a personal
audience before the Evaluation Committee and fails to do so shall have his
application denied unless this rule is waived by the Board for good cause shown.

RULE III. FEES

The Board pursuant to A.R. S. 32-124 and 32-127.0 has adopted the following fees
for applications, examinations, renewals, refunds and such other miscellaneous
fees for services:

A. A lication Fees

The following fees shall accompany an application for registration for a
certificate:

1. For an architect, assayer, engineer, geologist, landscape architect and
land surveyor, who is a bona fide resident of Arizona, twenty-five dollars.

2. For an architect, assayer, engineer, geologist, landscape architect and
land surveyor, who is a legal resident of another state, territory or foreign
country, fifty dollars.

3. Architect -in -Training, Engineer -in -Training, Geologist -in -Training and
Landscape Architect -in -Training, ten dollars.

B. Examination Fees

The fees, payable in advance, for taking or retaking the examinations, over
and above and exclusive of fees required with the application for registration,
shall be as follows:

1. IN-TRAINING EXAMINATIONS

a. Architect -in -Training ............................................ $15.00
b. Engineer -in -Training (not qualifying under Rule II.G(6) .......... 10.00
C. Geologist -in -Training ............................................ 10.00
d. Landscape Architect -in -Training .................................. 15.00

2. ARCHITECT EXAMINATIONS

C-History and Theory of Architecture ................................$10.00
D -Site Planning ..................................................... 15.00
E -Architectural Design .............................................. 15.00
F -Building ConstruCtion ............................................. 10.00
G-Structural Design ................................................. 10.00
H -Professional Administration .............................................................................. 10.00

10.00
I -Building Equipment ................................................



02680

3. gxAmINATIONS CONDUCTED FOR N.C.A.R.B.

1. Senior Examination .............................................. $25.00
2. Personal Audience to complete NCARB certification on

basis of written examination .................................. 15.00
3. Treatise and problem on lateral forces .......................... 25.00
4. Resubmittal of treatise and/or problem on lateral forces ........ 25.00

4. PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER EXAMINATIONS

part
part
part
part
part
part

1 -Fundamentals of Engineering .................................$10.00
2 -Fundamentals of Engineering ................................. 10.00
3 -Engineering Analysis ........................................ 10.00
4 -Engineering Design .......................................... 10.00
5 -Comprehensive Engineering Design ............................ 10.00
6 -Structural Engineering Design ............................... 10.00

5. GEOLOGIST EXAMINATIONS

part 1 -Basic Geology ............................................... $10.00
part 2 -Basic Geology ............................................... 10.00
Part 3 -Applied Geology ............................................. 10.00
Part 4 -Geological Problems ......................................... 10.00

6. LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT EXAMINATIONS

Part 1 -History and Theory .......................................... $10.00
part 2 -Planting, Design & Identification ........................... 10.00
Part 3 -Landscape Architectural Design .............................. 15.00
Part 4 -Construction ................................................ 15.00
Part 5 -Professional Administration ................................. 10.00

7. LAND SURVEYOR EXAMINATIONS

Part 1 -Surveying Techniques ........................................ $10.00
Part 2 -Computations ................................................ 10.00
Part 3 -Rules and Regulations ....................................... 10.00
Part 4 -Legal Principles ............................................ 10.00

8. ASSAYER EXAMINATION .............................................. $20.00

9. COMPREHENSIVE ORAL EXAMINATION ...................................$50.00

10. PERSONAL AUDIENCE ................................................ None

e l es

For renewal of a certificate of registration, if received prior to December 31st
of each year (a certificate of registration not renewed prior to December 31st
of each year shall accrue a penalty of 10 percent of each month or fraction of
month delinquency), the following fees will be required:
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RULE IV. PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE

1. Renewal as an Architect, Assayer, Engineer, Geologist, Landscape
QIIrwc.Vnr_ twenty dollars.Architect or Lill..

2. In -Training certificates, none.

D. Miscellaneous Fees for Services

1. Annual Report
? Nod Certificates
q photostatic copies
4. Additional A.I.T. log sheets

E. Refunds

................................................... $1.00
tes ................................................ 3.00
Dpies .............................................. .25 a page
I.T. log sheets .................................... .10 a page

An application for professional registration which has been denied by initial
" • 'Board action will receive tne foliowing refunns:

1. For an architect, assayer, engineer, geologist, landscape architect and
land surveyor, who is a bona fide resident of Arizona, ten dollars.

2. For an architect, assayer, engineer, geologist, landscape architect and
land surveyor, who is a legal resident of another state, territory, or foreign
country, twenty-five dollars.

The Board pursuant to A.R.S. 32-106 has adopted the following definition of
terms used in this Chapter.

ons enumerated in this Rule shall have full force and effectThe definiti
upon the professional practice of each registrant of this Board.

The definitions shall be used to determine if a violation exists under
A.R.S. 32-128 upon which the Board shall take disciplinary action.

A. A.R.S. 32-101

The professional practice of registrants under this Chapter shall be in
accordance with the custom and tradition of the registrant's certificate of
registration as defined in A.R.S. 32-101 and as limited by A.R.S. 32-143.

32-141

1. The tern
defining "firm
engage in the
architecture,
and responsibl
Officer of the
the
shall mean tha

firm name

reside in Ariz
mailing addres

"responsible charge of a registrant" within the section
or corporate practice" stating that "no firm or corporation shall
practice of architecture, assaying, geology, engineering, landscape
or land surveying unless the work is under the full authority
.e charge of a registrant, who is also a principal of the firm or
! corporation. The name of said registrant shall appear whensoever
is used in the professional practice of the firm or corporation"
tt the principal of the firm or officer of the corporation shall
:ona when such firm or corporation maintains an Arizona office or
;s.,
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The regist
Technical Re
an imprint
Board. Seal
shall remain
and use a se
granted.

PI1P
term "the name of said registrant shall appear" within the section

or corporate practice" stating that "no firm or corporation shall
detinIRE, -' the practice of architecture, assaying, geology, engineering, landscape
engage in land survevina unless the work is under the full authorityarchitecture,

ible charge of a registrant, who is also a principal of the firm or
and re:rof the corporation. The name of said registrant shall appear whensoever
otrle"

in nallum
ts1

--
m e
- an that the name of said registrant be imprinted on all firm or corporate

- a
stationery used in the professional practice of the firm or corporation.

3. The principal of the firm or officer of the corporation residing in Arizona
ITT. B(1) shall be assignea to the principle Arizona ottice ot the firm

corporation. This principal may, at his discretion, operate other Arizona
offices of the firm or corporation provided, however, that each office has in

- -' • ' -it a person registerea unaer this chapter tor each ciassitication ot services
provided. This regulation shall be interpreted to exempt only offices established
to observe construcEiou for conformance wfun confracu aocumenus aria aesign.

RULE V. SEALS AND IDENTIFYING MARKERS FOR REGISTRANTS

1. Description of Seals

Each person registered under this law must secure and use a rubber stamp, one
and one-half WO inches in diameter, consisting of two concentric circles, the
inner circle to be one and one -eighth (1-1/8) inches in diameter. The upper
portion of the annular space between the two circles shall bear whichever of
the following phrases is applicable to the registrant: "Registered Architect,"
or "Registered Professional Engineer" together with the branch of engineering in
which registered, "Registered Geologist," "Registered Landscape Architect;"
"Registered Land Surveyor," or "Registered Assayer." At the bottom of the annular
space between the two circles shall appear the inscription "Arizona, U.S.A." The
inner circle shall contain the name of the registrant, his registration number,
and the words "Date signed."

2. Use of Seals

An imprint of the registrant's valid seal shall appear on each and every sheet
ot drawings and on the cover and index page of each set of specification and/or
reports or other professional documents prepared by a registrant or his bona
fide employee. Superimposed over the imprint of the seal shall be the original
•signature of the registrant and the date indicated when the seal imprint was

signed.

ecuring

rant shall order his seal through the office of the Board of
gistration by paying the cost of manufacturing said seal, and signing
of the seal and affidavit regarding its use for the records of the
s secured by registrants under prior rules established by the Board
valid. Engineers registered in more than one branch shall secure

al for each branch of engineering in which registration has been
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4. Identif in Markers Securin

•s tered Land Surveyors and registered Professional Engineers, when engagedRegiland SUrVeylng, buo.L.L o L uwiL eAveuse meLat L'OUb, ptpes, Lags,la
embossed nails which shall show the registrant's Arizona Registration Numbercaps or _ RnarA rsf M c s , b , i nn l4 „ "ed Dy L U 0 , , sa, JA.c6a_o‘yaul-uu ecLLLI. UUMUel:

as1-11 he prefixed by the letters L.S. or P.E., respectively, as the case may be.

5. Use of Identifying Markers

Registered Land Surveyors and registered Professional Engineers, when engaged

in
land surveying, snail securely attaCn one identitying marker to every

permanent survey point set during the practice of surveying tracts of land for
the determination cu Lile.LL CULEUCC locaczons.

RULE VI. CERTIFICATIONS

A certificate of registration of such size and form as the Board may approve
shall be given to each registrant. Each registrant shall also receive a card
on which shall be set forth all of the data that appears on the registrant's
certificate of registration. Certificates of registration shall expire on
December 31st of each year, and shall be invalid after that date unless renewed
by payment of the required renewal fee as established in Rule III. Receipt by
the registrant of a renewal card for the current year shall be evidence that the
certificate of registration is valid.

RULE VII. REVISIONS

Any revisio
the authority
be proposed a
made and a he
meeting of th

ns in the Rules and Regulations adopted by the Board pursuant to
of Arizona Revised Statutes of January, 1956, as amended, shall

nd discussed at a meeting and, if approved, publication shall be
aring shall be called as required by law for the next regular
e Board, at which time action will be taken.



BY-LAWS
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Section I

NAME, SEAL, MEETINGS, AND ORGANIZATION
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1. Name:

The name of this Board shall be the State Board of Technical Registration.
This organization shall subsequently be referred to in these By -Laws as the
Board. Wherever reference is made to Law, the same shall refer to Arizona
Revised Statutes of January, 1956, and amendments thereto.

2. Seal:

The seal of the Board shall be as follows: an embossed circular seal consist-
ing of two concentric circles, one and one-half (11/2) inches and one and three-
quarters (1-3/4) inches in diameter. Beginning near the bottom of the left
side between the two circles shall appear the words "Arizona State Board of
Technical Registration." At the bottom of the annular space between the two
circles shall appear the date "1921." Within the inner circle shall appear
the shield from the great seal of Arizona.

3. Meetings:

Except as hereafter provided, regular meetings of the Board shall be held
quarterly within each of the months of March, June, September, December, the
exact date or dates of each meeting to be determined at the preceding meeting,
or by the Chairman or Acting Chairman if the Board leaves the decision to him
or if an emergency makes it unwise to conform to the decision reached by the
Board.

When in the jadgment of the Chairman of the Board, the work as prescribed
for the Board by statute and by the procedure elsewhere set forth is insufficient
to warrant the expense of a meeting of the Board, the Chairman may require a
referendum of the Executive Committee, and on such support order the regular
meeting to be postponed to another date, or waived for the quarterly period and
memorandum of such action entered in the minutes of the next subsequent meeting
of the Board.

All meetings shall be called for such time and at such place as may be
designated by the Chairman, and stated by notice of such meetings, which notices
shall be sent to all members of the Board two weeks in advance of the date
thereof. Special meetings may be called at any time by the order of the
Chairman, and shall be called by the Secretary when written request is filed
therefor by three members of the Board. Due notices of such special meetings
shall be given each member.

4. Organization:

f At the regular meeting of the Board in June of each year the Board shall elect

uties
drcqn its members a Chairman, Vice -Chairman and Secretary who shall assume the

of their office at the close of this meeting. The Chairman shall, as soon
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1. Chairman:

The Chairma
all committee
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pertaining to
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2. Vice-Chai

The Vice -Ch
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3. Secretary

The Secreta
Law and shall
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4. Executive
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necessary.

5. Executive

The Executi
duties shall
regular or sp
Registration)
regular meeti
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report at any
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nracticable, appoint from among the members of the Board the
r-
the Committees enumerated in Section II of the By -Laws and/or
mnittees as may be required to facilitate the work of the Board.

Section II

DUTIES

a shall, when present, preside at all meetings, shall appoint
s, shall sign all certificates, and other official documents,
rrespondence, and shall otherwise perform all duties ordinarily
the office of Chairman. All claims shall be signed by either
or Vice -Chairman, and Secretary of the Board. The Chairman shall
member of all committees.

rman:

airman shall, in the absence or incapacity of the Chairman, exercise
then possess all the powers of the Chairman.

Ty of the Board shall perform all duties as prescribed by the
act as the general advisor of the Board, to the office of the
ecretary shall sign all claims encumbered against Board funds.

Director:

hall retain an Executive Director, who shall have charge of the
Board, together with such clerical assistance as may be deemed

Coaaaittee:

ve Committee shall consist of all members of the Board and its
be to transact all business of the Board during intervals between
ecial meetings (except authorize the issuance of Certificates of
and to make a report to the Board thereon at its next special or

rig. A quorum shall consist of five members.

By -Laws Committee:

rid By -Laws Committee shall consist of three members who shall
time consider and recommend to the Board such modifications of the
laws governing examinations and other procedure of the Board as
est operating results.

ee shall report to the Board at each regular meeting and may
special meeting.
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7. Legislative Committee:

The Legislative Committee shall consist of three members of the Board who
shall from time to time recommend to the Board investigations of the Statutes

as required*

8. Evaluation and Examination Committees:

There shall be three Evaluation and Examination Committees, consisting of the
following:

Architectural Evaluation and Examination Collmlittee - all architectural
members of the Board.

Engineering Evaluation and Examination Conanittee - all engineering
members of the Board and the ninth member, if registered as an
Assayer, Geologist or Land Surveyor.

Landscape Architectural Evaluation and Examination Committee - two
Architects, two Engineers, and the ninth member, if registered as
a Landscape Architect.

These committees shall consider all applications, pertinent to their discipline,
conduct the personal audience with the applicants, review examination questions
for applicants, certify examination grades and report their recommendations to
the Board at each regular meeting.

9. Public Information Committee:

The Committee on Public Information shall consist of all members, and its
duties shall be to disseminate information concerning the policies and activities
of the Board.

10.. Budget Committee:

The Budget Committee shall consist of three members of the Board. The duties
of this committee shall be to present to the Board at each June meeting of the
proposed budget for the following and subsequent fiscal years.

Section III

PROCEDURE

1. Order of Business:

At each regular or special meeting of the Board the order of business shall
be as follows:



1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

Readin
Report
Report
Report
Report
Report
Report
Report
Readin4
Unfini
New Btv
Adjourl

2. Voting:

Unless otherwise provided by the Law, a quorum of the Board being present,
it shall be considered that favorable action has been taken upon any question
if a majority of those present vote favorably.

g of the
of
of
of
of
of
of
of Executive Director.
; of Communications.
3hed Business.
siness.
mnent.

minutes of the last meeting.
the Executive Committee.
Rules and By -Laws Committee
the Legislative Committee.
the Evaluation and Examination
Public Information Committee.
Budget Committee.
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(required at regular meetings)

Committees.

Section IV

1. Authorized Fees

Under authority of A.R.S. 32-124 and A.R.S. 32-127.C, the Board shall publish
and establish the fees required. The Board shall review its Schedule of Fees
at the March meeting of each year and if revised and approved, publication shall
be made and a hearing called for the June meeting of each year to establish the
fees for the following fiscal year.

Section V

1. Amendments:

These By -Laws may be amended at any regular or special meeting of the Board
,Dy tavorable majority vote of the members present, provided a copy of the
proposed amendment or amendments shall have been mailed to each member of the
board at least two weeks prior to the meeting at which it or they are to be
L.uuslaered.
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CODE OF THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL
REGISTRATION FOR ARCHITECTS, ASSAYERS,

ENGINEERS, GEOLOGISTS, LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECTS AND LAND SURVEYORS

Revised Code Adopted January, 1956

Amended April, 1956, March, 1968, and April, 1970

ARTICLE 1 . BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

32-101. Purpose; definitions
A . The purpose of this chapter i s t o 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 t o this chapter.

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

1. "Architect" means a person who, b y reason of his knowl-
edge of the mathematical and physical sciences, and the prin-
ciples of architecture and architectural engineering acquired b y
professional education, practical experience, or both, i s qualified
to engage in the practice of architecture as attested by his regis-
tration 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 satisfactory standing or who has experience as
outlined i n the current standards of the national council of
architectural registration boards in architectural work of a char-
acter satisfactory t o the board. I n addition, the candidate shall
have successfully passed the examination i n the basic architec-
tural subjects. Upon completion of the requisite years of training
and experience in the field of architecture under the supervision
of a professional architect satisfactory to the board, the architect-
in -training shall be eligible for the second stage of the prescribed
examination for registration a s a professional architect.

3 . "Architectural practice" means any service o r 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 t o
such professional services or creative work as consultation, eval-
uation, design and review of construction for conformance with
contract documents and design, i n connection with any building,
planning or site development. A person shall be deemed to prac-
tice o r offer t o practice architecture who i n any manner repre-
sents himself to b e a n architect, or holds himself out a s able t o
perform any architectural service or other servcies recognized .by
educational authorities a s architecture.

4. "Assayer" means a person who analyzes metals, ores, min-
erals, or alloys in order to ascertain the quantity of gold or silver
or any other substance present in them.

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

1



6. "Engineer" means a professional engineer who, b y reason
of special knowledge of the mathematical and physical sciences
and the principles and methods of engineering analysis and de-
sign, acquired by professional education o r practical experience,
is qualified to practice engineering as attested by his registration
as a professional engineer.

7. "Engineering practice" means any professional service o r
creative work requiring engineering education, training and ex-
perience and the application of special knowledge of the mathe-
matical, physical and engineering sciences t o such professional
services or creative work as consultation, research investigation,
evaluation, planning, surveying, design, location, development,
and review of construction for conformance with contract docu-
ments 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 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 engineering if he practices any branch of the profession
of engineering, o r b y verbal claim, sign, advertisement, letter-
head, card o r any other manner represents himself t o b e a pro-
fessional engineer, o r holds himself out a s able t o perform o r
does perform any engineering service or other service o r recog-
nized b y educational authorities a s engineering. A person em-
ployed 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 if he engages in the practice of engineer-
ing exclusively for and a s a n employee of such employer and
does not hold himself out and i s not held out a s available t o
perform any engineering services for persons other than his
employer.

8 . "Engineer -in -training" means a candidate for registration
as a professional engineer who i s a graduate in an approved en-
gineering curriculum of four years or more of a school approved
b y the board a s of satisfactory standing, o r who has had four
years or more of experience i n engineering work of a character
satisfactory to the board, and, in addition, has successfully passed
the examination in the basic engineering subjects, and who, upon
completion of the requisite years of training and experience i n
engineering under the supervision of a professional engineer
satisfactory t o the board, is eligible for the second stage of the
prescribed examination for registration a s a professional engi-
neer.

9. "Geological practice" means any professional service o r
work requiring geological education, training, and experience,
and the application of special knowledge of the earth sciences to
such professional services a s consultation, evaluation of mining
properties, petroleum properties, and ground water resources,
professional supervision of exploration for mineral natural re-
sources including metallic and nonmetallic ores, petroleum, and
ground water, and the geological phases of engineering investiga-
tions.

10. "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 and appraisal of mineral
o r other natural resources acquired b y professional education
and practical experience i s qualified t o practice geology a s at-

2
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tested b y his registration a s a professional geologist. A person
employed o n a full-time basis a s a geologist b y a n employer
engaged i n the business of developing, mining o r treating ores
and other minerals shall not b e deemed t o b e engaged i n "geo-
logical practice" for the purposes of this chapter if he engages in
geological practice exclusively for and a s a n employee of such
employer and does not hold himself out and i s not held out a s
available t o perform any geological services for persons other
than his employer.

11. "Geologist -in -training" means a candidate for registration
as a professional geologist who is a graduate of a school approved
b y the board a s of satisfactory standing o r who has had four
years o r more of experience i n geological work of a character
satisfactory t o the board. I n addition, the candidate shall have
successfully passed the examination in the basic geology subjects.
Upon completion of the requisite years of training and experience
i n the field of geology under the supervision of a professional
geologist satisfactory to the board, the geologist -in -training shall
be eligible for the second stage of the prescribed examination for
registration as 'a professional geologist.

12. "Landscape architect" means a person who, by reason of
his professional education, practical experience, or both, is quali-
fied to engage in the practice of landscape architecture as attested
by his registration as a landscape architect.

13. "Landscape architect -in -training" means a candidate for
registration a s a professional landscape architect who i s a grad-
uate of a school approved by the board as of satisfactory standing
o r who has had four years o r more of experience i n landscape
architectural work of a character satisfactory t o the board. I n
addition, the candidate shall have successfully passed the exam-
ination i n the basic landscape architectural subjects. Upon com-
pletion of the requisite years of training and experience i n the
field of landscape architecture under the supervision of a profes-
sional landscape architect satisfactory to the board, the landscape
architect -in -training shall b e eligible for the second stage of the
prescribed examination for registration a s a professional land-
scape architect.

14. "Landscape architectural practice" means the perform-
ance of professional services such as consultations, investigation,
reconnaissance, research, planning, design, o r responsible super-
vision in connection with the development of land and incidental
water are where, and to the extent that the dominant purpose
of such services i s the preservation, enhancement o r determina-
tion of proper land uses, natural land features, ground cover and
planting, naturalistic and esthetic values, the settings and ap-
proaches t o buildings, structures, facilities, o r other improve-
ments, natural drainage and the consideration and the determina-
tion of inherent problems of the land relating t o erosion, wear
and tear, light o r other hazards. This practice shall include the
location and arrangement of such tangible objects and features
a s are incidental and necessary t o the purposes outlined i n this
paragraph, but shall not include the design of structures o r
facilities with separate and self-contained purposes for habitation
o r industry, such a s are ordinarily included i n the practice of
engineering or architecture; and shall not include the making of
cadastral surveys o r final land plats for official recording o r
approval, nor manditorially include planning for governmental
subdivisions.
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15. "Land surveyor" means a person who engages i n the
practice of surveying tracts of land for the determination of their
correct locations, areas, boundaries and description, for the pur-
pose of conveyancing and recording, o r for establishment or re-
establishment of boundaries and plotting of lands and subdivi-
sions.

32-102. Board of technical registration
A . There shall be a state board of technical registration. The

board shall consist of nine appointive members, who shall b e
appointed b y the governor. Three of the appointive members
shall b e architects, five shall b e professional engineers and the
remaining member shall b e a n assayer, landscape architect,
geologist or surveyor.

B . Upon the expiration of any of the terms a successor, quali-
fied pursuant to subsection A of this section, shall be appointed
for a full term of three years. The governor may remove a n
appointive member of the board for misconduct, incapacity o r
neglect of duty. Appointment to fill a vacancy caused other than
b y expiration of term shall b e for the unexpired portion of the
term.

32-103. Qualifications of members
Appointive members of the board shall:
1 . Be at least thirty-five years of age.
2. Have been a resident of the state for a t least three years

immediately preceding his appointment. "

3 . Have had a t least ten years active experience a s attested
by registration under this chapter.
32-104. Compensation

A . Members of the board shall receive n o compensation for
their services, but shall receive mileage and travel expense a s
prescribed for state officers.

B . The certificate of registration of board members shall b e
renewed without payment of the renewal fee.

32-105. Organization
The board shall annually elect from its membership a chair-

man, vice-chairman and secretary. It shall hold at least two reg-
ular meetings each year and such special o r called meetings a s
the by-laws provide. Not less than five members, of whom a t
least two shall be architects and three engineers, shall constitute
a quorum for the transaction of business.

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 it by law.
2. Adopt a n official seal for attestation of certificates of

registration and other official papers and documents.
3. Consider and pass upon applications for registration.

4
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- 4 . Hear and pass upon complaints or charges.
5 . 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 applica-

tion for registration, the name, age, qualifications and place of
business of the applicant, and the disposition of the application.

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

B . The board shall specify o n the certificate of registration
and annual renewal card issued t o each registered engineer the
branch of engineering in which he has demonstrated proficiency,
and authorize him t o use the title of registered 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 un-
der this chapter and may pay the appropriate membership fees.
Members or regular employees of the board selected to represent
the board a t such meetings shall b e reimbursed for actual and
necessary expenses i n connection therewith. The board may
conduct standard examinations o n 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, bu-
reau or department, to prepare and grade examinations given t o
applicants for registration and to fix the fee to be paid for such
services. Such employees are authorized t o prepare, grade and
monitor examinations, and perform other services the board
authorizes, and t o receive payment therefor from the technical
registration ftmd.

E. The board is authorized to rent necessary office space and
pay the cost thereof from the technical registration fund.

32-107. Board secretary; duties
The secretary shall be the custodian of the records of the board,

receive applications for registration and lay them before the
board, file complaints with the proper officials against violators
of any provision of this chapter, assist in the prosecution of such
cases and perform other duties the board prescribes.

32-108. Annual Report; filing copies of lists of registrants
In January of each year the board shall make a report to the

governor which shall b e accompanied b y a copy of the list of
registrants. A copy of the list shall also be filed with the secre-
tary of state, and with the clerk of the board of supervisors of
each county.

32-109. Technical registration fund
A . The secretary shall transmit to the state treasurer all fees

o r other revenues received b y the board. The treasurer shall
place ten per cent thereof in the general fund to assist i n defray-
ing the cost of maintaining the state government and shall place

5
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the remainder i n a separate fund known a s the technical regis-
tration fund, to be used only in defraying expenses of the board
and in prosecuting violations of this chapter.

B . Any other provisions of law to the contrary notwithstand-
ing, the unexpended balance remaining in the technical registra-
tion fund a t the end of the fiscal year shall not revert t o the
general fund, but shall be credited to the fund for the succeeding
fiscal year.

C. The board shall not incur any expenses o r approve any
claim against the fund in excess of the balance therein, nor shall
the commissioner of finance issue a warrant against the fund i n
excess of such balance.

ARTICLE 2. REGISTRATION

32-121. Certificate required for practice of architecture, assay-
ing, engineering, geology, landscape architecture, or
land surveying.

A person desiring t o practice the profession of architecture,
assaying, engineering, geology, landscape architecture, o r land
surveying shall first secure a certificate of registration and shall
comply with all the conditions prescribed in this chapter.
32-122. Qualifications of applicant

A . A n applicant for registration a s a n architect, engineer,
geologist or landscape architect shall be not less than twenty-five
years of age and of good moral character and repute, and shall
have engaged actively for a t least eight years i n architectural,
engineering, geological o r landscape architectural work of a
character satisfactory t o the board, but each year of teaching
architectural, engineering, geological, o r landscape architectural
subjects or of study satisfactorily completed i n a n architectural,
engineering, geological, o r landscape architectural school ap-
proved b y :the board u p to a maximum of five years, may b e
considered equivalent to one year of active engagement.

B . An applicant for registration a s an assayer or a land sur-
veyor shall have engaged actively for at least four years in assay-
ing o r land surveying work of a character satisfactory t o the
board, but each year of teaching assaying or land surveying or of
study satisfactorily completed in a school approved by the board,
up to a maximum of two years may be considered equivalent to
one year of active engagement.
32-123. Application for registration

A . A person desiring to practice architecture, assaying, engi-
neering, geology, landscape architecture, or land surveying shall
make application for registration o n a form prescribed b y the
board, subscribed under oath and accompanied b y the registra-
tion fee, If the evidence submitted satisfies the board that the
applicant i s fully qualified t o 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. If in the judgment of the board the applicant has not
furnished satisfactory evidence of qualifications for registration,
it may require additional data, o r may require the applicant to
submit to an oral or written examination.

6
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C. If the application i s denied, the registration fee shall b e
returned, less the cost of considering the application, a s deter-
mined by the board.
32.124. Registration, examination and miscellaneous fees

The board shall publish i n its rules a schedule of fees for
applications, examinations, and such other miscellaneous fees for
services rendered as required which shall not exceed one hundred
dollars.
32-125. Seals for registrants

A . The board shall adopt and prescribe seals for use of regis-
trants who hold valid certificates. Each seal shall bear the name
of the registrant, shall state the vocation and, in the case of en-
gineering, the branch o r branches thereof h e i s permitted t o
practice, and other data the board deems pertinent.

B . Plans, specifications, plats or reports prepared by a regis-
trant or his bona fide employee, shall be issued under his seal.

C. It is unlawful for a registrant whose certificate has expired
or has been revoked or suspended to use the seal, or for a regis-
trant to sign, stamp or seal any document not prepared by him or
his bona fide employee.

D . I t shall b e unlawful for any nonregistrant t o cause o r
permit the illegal use of a registrant's seal, signature or stamp on
any document prepared by the nonregistrant.
32-126. Registration without examination

The board may register without examination an applicant who
holds a valid and subsisting certificate of registration issued b y
another state or foreign country which has requirements for reg-
istration satisfactory to the board, o r who holds a certificate of
qualification issued b y a national bureau of registration o r cer-
tification.

32-127. Renewal of certificates; delinquency penalty; renewal
fees

A . Certificates of registration shall expire on December 31 of
each year, and shall be invalid after that date unless renewed by
payment of the required renewal fee. If the renewal fee i s not
paid prior t o the expiration date, it shall b e accompanied b y a
penalty of ten per cent for each month or fraction of a month of
delinquency.

B . If a registration has lapsed for three years, a new applica-
tion, accompanied by the proper fee, shall be required, but time
spent b y a registrant i n any branch of the armed forces of the
United States since 1939 shall not be included in computing the
three-year period.

C. The board shall establish the annual renewal fees for each
proficiency registered under this chapter which shall not exceed
twenty-five dollars.

32-128. Revocation of certificate; hearings; notice of findings
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 in obtaining a certificate of
qualification, whether in the application or qualification exam-
ination.

2. Gross negligence, incompetence, bribery, or other miscon-
duct in the practice of his profession.

3. Aiding or abetting an unregistered person to evade the pro-
visions 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.

B. The board shall have authority to make investigations,
employ investigators, and conduct hearings to determine whether
a license issued under this chapter should be revoked or sus-
pended 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 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 secretary shall then serve upon the ac-
cused, 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 five or more members of the board find the accused
guilty, his certificate shall be suspended or revoked, but may be
reissued upon the affirmative vote of 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
revocation may be deemed just cause for revocation of the cer-
tificates 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 slate
of the revocation of a certificate or of the reissuance of a revoked
certificate.

ARTICLE 3. REGULATORY PROVISIONS

32-141. Firm or corporate practice

No firm or corporation shall engage in the practice of architec-
ture, 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 a principal of the
firm or Officer of the corporation. The name of said registrant
shall appear whensoever the firm name is used in the professional
practice of the firm or corporation.

8



32-142. Public works
A . Drawings, plans, specifications and estimates for public

works of the state o r a political subdivision thereof involving
architecture, engineering, assaying, geology, landscape architec-
ture o r land surveying, shall b e prepared b y o r under the per-
sonal direction of, and the construction of such works shall b e
executed under the direct supervision of a qualified registrant
within the category involved.

B . Surveys, maps or assays required in connection with public
land surveying o r assaying shall be made b y o r under the per-
sonal direction of a qualified registrant.
32-143. Exceptions

Registrants under this chapter may engage i n practice i n an-
other category regulated pursuant t o this chapter only t o the
extent that such person i s qualified and a s such work may b e
necessary and incidental t o the work of his profession o n a
specific project.
32-144. ExeMptions and limitations

A . Architecture, engineering, geology, assaying, landscape
architecture o r land surveying may b e practiced without com-
pliance with the requirements of this chapter by:

1 . An officer or employee of the United States, practicing as
such.

2. A consulting associate of a registrant, if h e i s a non-
resident with no established place of business in this state and is
qualified to practice in the state or country where he resides.

3. A n employee of a registrant o r of a person exempt from
registration, if such employment does not involve direct respon-
sibility for design, inspection or supervision.

4. A nonregistrant who designs a building o r structure, the
cost of which does not exceed fifty thousand dollars, o r who
designs alterations t o any one single story building, the cost of
which does not exceed fifteen thousand dollars, or who designs a
single family dwelling or additions or alterations thereto.

5 . A nonregistrant who designs buildings o r structures t o b e
erected on property owned or leased by him or by a person, firm
or corporation, including a utility, telephone, mining or railroad
company, which employs such nonregistrant on a full-time basis,
if the buildings or structures are intended solely for the use of
the owner or lessee of the property and are not for sale, rental or
use by the public.

B . The requirements of this chapter shall not apply to work
done by any communications common carrier o r its affiliates o r
any public service corporation o r by full-time employees of any
of them, provided such work is in connection with o r incidental
to the products, systems or non -engineering services of such com-
munications common carrier o r its affiliates o r public service
corporation, and provided that the engineering work •is not
offered directly to the public.
32-145. Violations; penalty

Any person who commits any of the following acts is guilty of
a misdemeanor:

9
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1. Practices, offers t o practice o r b y any implication holds
himself out a s qualified t o practice a s a n architect, assayer, en-
gineer, geologist, landscape architect, o r land surveyor, who i s
not registered a s provided by this chapter.

2. Advertises o r displays a card, sign o r other device which
may indicate to the public that he i s a n architect, assayer, engi-
neer, geologist, landscape architect, or land surveyor, o r is quali-
fied to practice as such, who is not registered as provided by this
chapter.

3. Assumes the title of engineer, architect, geologist, assayer,
landscape architect, or land surveyor, or uses or attempts to use
a s his own a certificate of registration of another, o r uses o r
attempts to use an expired or revoked certificate of registration.

4. Presents false evidence t o the board for the purpose of
obtaining a certificate of registration.

5. Otherwise violating any provision of this chapter.

Ici14-PA PRINTERS, INC.

1 0
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TO:

Architectural Evaluation Committee
FKuri.

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Applicants

State Board of Technical Registration

DATE: May 19, 1970

02698

The Architectural Evaluation Committee met on May 19, 1970, in Phoenix,

.
witn une 1011ow.Lu6 1=1111-lel. J c J L.L L ;p i

L. Vanlandingham
[ph L. Wyatt

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
' ' • ' '•applicants and make to the Board tne recommenoations snown regaroing tneir

. . .professional registration in Arizona:

Philip Fremont Jaggers, File #69-150, requested reconsideration of his
architectural application which the Board had held him for the full
architectural examinations. The Committee recommends that the Board
reaffirm its previous action.

II. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and
satisfied the Committee they are fully qualified, including the
treatise on lateral forces, to receive architectural registration in
Arizona under A, R. S. 32-123.A and A. R. S. 32-126, are hereby recommended
for registration:

Berg, Oswald, Jr. 70-27
Cole, Theodore Dow 63-36
Curtis, David Webster 70-137
Dysart, Cabot W. 70-131
Flint, Franklin Smith 70-134
Hamant, Vincent Francis 69-345
Hersberger, Robert Glen 70-20
Homola, Robert Bohdan 70-7
Paxton, Lynne Adair 70-148
Root, George Leslie 70-133
Sayler, Al Henry, Jr. 70-149
Steinke, Clarence John 70-80
Tort, Jerry Robert 70-102
Tucker, Robert Eugene, Jr. 69-326
Vercesi, Anthony Mario 70-101
Wilson, Paul Aleck 70-132

The following applicants having appeared before the Conudttee, while
completing the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional
evidence of thPir nrofioip,nry A p 12-121_R and it is rprommondind 1-(1 HIP

Board that these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:



IV.

V.

D1J

licants held for the June, 1970, examinations:

Brooks, Roger William
Carr, Robert Harold
Griffin, William Foster
Kelly, James Michael
Sewell, James Terrence

ADI)

70-146
70-88
70-89
70-147
70-74

licant held for the December, 1970, examinations:

Diemer, J . Joseph 70-24

02699

D, E, F, H
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
C,D,E,F,G,H,I
D,E,F,H
D,F,H,I

C,D,E,F,G,H,I

The following applicant having been advised twice h e was scheduled t o
appear before the Committee and for his fa i lure t o d o so, the Committee
recommends t o the Board that h e b e denied for fai lure t o complete the
requirements of the Board within a reasonable length o f time:

Rudolph, William Leo 69-238

The following applicants having been advised that they must submit a
treatise and problem on seismic forces and for their fa ilure t o d o s o
within a reasonable length o f time, the Committee recommends t o the
Board that they b e denied:

Bishop, James Allen 69-329
Johnson, Stephen Douglas 69-226
Roark, Donald Raymond 69-272
Winsor, Wayne Robert 69-343

The Committee recommends t o the Board that Recommendations I through V o f this
r epo ry acce_p_L„ted and implemented.

subm

KW/tU2/if/1LX
Wyat_t_ :gfaariTrian

„ / -
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No.

of the grading of Examinations D -Site Planning and E -Architectural
m on June 13-14, 1970, are as follows:

ARCHITECTS

Name

67-62 Aye,

* 69-95 Berg

Maung Khin

George Juris

70-146 Brooks, Roger William

* 63-290 Brown, Gordon Vallance

69-237 Cable, Norman Vance, Jr.

68-318 Campisano, John Francis

70-88 Carr Robert Harold

65-34 Ceton, Raymond Wallace

69-313 Christensen, Lee Norse

* 68-210 Edelblut, Walter Joseph, Jr.

70-89 Griffin, William Foster

69-150 Jaggers, Philip Fremont

70-147 Kelly, James Michael

69-13 Lembke, Alfred 0.

69-282 Love Elbert Howard

69-382 Mason, Charles Lloyd

70-6 Myers, Robert W.

* 68-325 Nemt.n, Stephen Maurice

69-236 Pederson, Harold Samuel

70-74 Sewe

67-133 slay

.1, James Terrence

:er, Dale W., Jr.

t
j
 
S
i
t
e
 
P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

D

Passed

75

78 80 D,E

80 75 D,E

75

80 85 D,E

78

85 75 D,E

75

75

75

75 78 D,E

75

80

75 Ex

75



Continued....

No t

ARCHITECTS

Name

65-108 Thurman, Edward Adair

69-302 Weber, Ronald George

69-281 Willis, William Vaughn

* 69-337 Zimmerman, Thomas Albert

e
,
 
S
i
t
e
 
P
l
a
n
n
i
n
g

Ex

75

A
r
c
h
.
 
D
e
s
i
g
n

75

Passed
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* These applicants had only to pass Sections D and/or E to complete the
written examinations (the other applicants have other sections to complete),
and it is recoauaended that these be granted registration at the June Board
meeting.
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A letter fr
was read to
Committee.
file. It w
Board reaff
Evaluation

Mr. William
of April 25
at its Marc
discussion
that the cl
take the wr
and seconde
action take
Geology exa

The Landsca
was present

It was move
report of t
accepted an

REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES - Cont'd.

pe Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting report of May 19, 1970,
ed by Chairman Vanlandingham, as shown on Minute Page Z703.

d by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the above
he Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting be
.d implemented by the Board. Motion carried.

Chairman Va
Architectur

nlandingham reported the results of the grading of the Landscape
al Examinations given on June 13-16, 1970, as shown on Minute Page 2704.

was moved by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the grades
as shown on the above report be certified and those examiness who had successfully
passed all written portions or the examination be granted registration. Motion

carried.

ring Evaluation Committee meeting report of may 20, 21, and 22,
resented by Chairman Knickerbocker, as shown on Minute Pages 2705
4.

The Enginee
1970, was p
through 271

d by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the above
he Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and implemented
d. Motion carried.

It was move
report of t
by the Boar

pm R. F. Ohnleiter, Highway Engineer, File No. 70-60, Minute Page 2715,
the Board by Mr. Knickerbocker, Chairman of the Engineering Evaluation
Mr. Knickerbocker discussed in detail the contents of Mr. Ohnleiter's

,as moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Dean Fahey that the
inn its previous action as covered in the report of the Engineering
Committee meeting of May 20, 21, and 22, 1970. Motion carried.

Joseph Ganus, Geologist, File No. 69-353, appeared as per his request
th, Minute Page 2716, and discussed with the Board regarding its action
h Board meeting holding him for the written examinations. An in-depth
with Mr. Ganus of his qualifications resulted in Mr. Ganus indicating
arification provided by the Board was satisfactory and that he would
.itten examinations as scheduled. It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker
d by Mr. Cassidy that for the record the Board reaffirm its previous
n at its March meeting holding Mr. Ganus for Parts 3 and 4 of the
mination.

The Executi
through 272
application
the Board n
application

ve Secretary reported on Mr. Joseph Font Burton, Minute Pages 2717
7, and explained his recommendation to the Board regarding Mr. Burton's
L. It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Place that
Lot accept an application from Mr. Joseph Font Burton and that his
. fee in the amount of $25.00 be refunded in full. Motion carried.

A discussio
satisfactor
by Mr. Knic
by the Boar
item be cir
at this tim

followed regarding what eight years of experience of a character
y to the Board should be. It was moved by Dean Fahey and seconded
kerbocker that the Executive Secretary formulate for consideration
.d the present policies regarding education and experience and this
.cularized to the Board for their consideration with no action taken
le to definitely define eight years of experience. Motion carried.



TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

State Board of Technical Registration

Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

0 2 7 0 3

DATE: May 19, 1970

The Landscape Architectural Evaluation committee met on May 19, 1970, in
phoenix, Arizona, with the following members present:

M. L. Vanlandingham
Ralph L. Wyatt

There being a quorum present, at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicant and make to the Board the recommendation shown regarding his
professional registration in Arizona:

I . The following applicant having appeared before the Committee, while
completing the personal audience interview, needs demonstration of
additional evidence of his proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is
recommended to the Board that this individual be held for the
written examinations indicated:

Andreachi, Joseph Michael 69-298 December, 1970 Series Parts 1,2,3,4,5,6

For the June, 1970, Landscape Architectural examinations, the following will
be the only examinees appearing and the examination required in each instance:

Brooking, Joan S.
Langmade, Beatrice R.
Ranahan, Eddie Peter

Winkelman, Russell D.

Part 5 -
Part 4 -
Part 3 -
Part 4 -
Part 5 -

Construction
Site Planning
Landscape Architectural Design and
Site Planning
Construction

The Committee recommends to the Board that Recommendation I of this report be
accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitte

Vanlandinghdm,ithairman
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The results of the grading of the Landscape Architectural examinations
given on June iv/u, are as foilows:

Name

*69-82 Brooking, Joan S.

69-9 Langmade, Beatrice R.

69-86 Ranahan, Eddie Peter

*69-29 Winkelman, Russell D.
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C
o
n
s
t
r
u
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t
i
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n

c: ,
P
r
o
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.
 
A
d
m
i
n
.

Passed

P P P P 75 P 5

P P P F P P

Ex Ex 77 F Ex Ex 3

P P P P 76 p 5

It is recommended that the above grades be so certified and those applicants
who have passed all written sections be granted registration.



TO:

FROM:FROM:

TvrT7
Evaluation of Applicants

SUDJ.L's" - '

State Board of Technical Registration

Engineering Evaluation Committee

02705
DATE: May 22, 1970

The
ineering Evaluation Committee met on May 20, 21, and 22, 1970, in

Eng . • cr111,1,74nt, mc.mbnrc , r n c n n t .Phoenix, Arizona, Ls,

Earle M. Cassidy
John Girand

James L. Knickerbocker
Charles W. Newlin

There being a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the . Bo oar tne recommenaations snown regarning tneir

. . .professional registration in Arizona:

I.
Applicant, William Joseph Ganus, #69-353, Geologist, requested reconsideration

_
of his application which at the March 20, 1970, Board meeting the Board held
him for Parts 3 and 4 of the written examination. The Committee recommends
that Mr. Ganus be permitted to appear before the Board on June 24, 1970,to
discuss his application.

II. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
the Committee that 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:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Beastrom, Boyd
Bennitt, James Gray
Berg, Dale Lee
Berry, Thomas Maxwell
Calhoun, Ronald T.
Conklin, Robert Dan
Corbin, Albert Davis
Cramer, Louis Edward
Eisenhart, Lawrence S.
Federici, Ronald Richard
Fogt, David L.
Griesshaber, Heinz Eugene
Holloway, Donald Norris
Holther, Damian W., Sr.
Kaldveer, Peter
Kontor, William Joseph
Leonard, John William
McCabe, DeSoto Ben, Jr.
MacFadyen, Charles Roderick
Nash, Samuel Milton
Nelson, Richard John

70-73
70-95
69-380
70-31
70-34
69-369
70-86
70-47
70-66
70-59
70-48
70-35
70-97
70-40
70-52
70-77
70-91
70-82
70-106
70-94
70-71

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Cont'd.
Niles, Charles Fernald, Jr.
Ort, Don Ray
Petrasek, Martin
Sabol, John R.
Samiian, Abdolhossein
Vered, Zev
Walker, Bruce Albert

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Andrews, John J.
Klebe, Donald Fred
Levenson, Norman

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING
Hammel, David John
Schnormeier, Russell Howard

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Black, Charles H.
Dunn, George William, Jr.
Faigen, Burton
Speich, Ralph J.

Zaino, Frank Nicholas

69-373
70-76
70-49
70-32
70-72
70-75
70-108

69-375
70-41
70-67

70-36
70-93

70-43
70-117
70-70
70-46

69-334

I



II. Continued

Nig2LETIUTgliHg
Close, Robert Norman 70-37

SANITARY ENGINEERING
Capco, Domenic 69-393

.01.102,6 0 .11JIII2g
Belli, Eugene Egidio 70-14
Dexheimer, Wallace Daniel 70-98
Oberlies, Jacob L., Jr. 70-65
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GEOLOGY
Robinson, Charles S. 70-81

LAND SURVEYING
Jones, Harry Patrick
Roberts, John Edmond, Jr.
Settlemeyer, Wallace Leon
Stephens, William Earl
Thomas, Lloyd Herbert

70-56
70-45
70-39
70-69
70-109

III. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence of
their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that
these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

AO D licants held for the December, 1970, written examinations:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Akerley, James C.
Beene, John Martin
Covington, Edward Bryson
Hams, Don James
Mathein, Fredrick Joseph
Nickles, Andrew Leland
Salmon, Michael Dumont

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Chartier, Everette Elmer
Grommes, William Kelly
Richardson, Robert
Schrack, Gary Lee

70-1
70-64
69-368
70-83
69-410
70-30
70-51

70-123
70-85
70-57
70-53

Parts
Parts
Parts
Parts
Parts
Parts
Parts

3 and 4
1, 2, 3
1, 2, 3
3 and 4
1, 2, 3
1, 2, 3
3 and 4

and 4
and 4

and 4
and 4

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3, and 4
Parts 3 and 4

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING
Greene, Donald Kenneth 70-42 Parts 3 and 4

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Hillman, Joseph Edward 69-384 Parts 3 and 4
Ohnleiter, Robert Fred 70-60 Parts 1, 2, 3, and 4

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
Gray, Robert William, Jr. 70-8 Parts 3 and 4

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Ducommun, Donald LeRoy 70-90
Johnson, Carlton Cowles 70-61
Kenimer, Farrell Landrum 70-62
Valesh, Frank Anthony 70-29

Parts 1, 2, 3, and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4



01. Continued

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Akel, Nagib
Bradley, Robert Calvin

mTNING ENGINEERING
Wilson, Grady Albert 70-130 Parts 3 and 4

STRUCTUR- - -- A G-
Hall, Robert Clarence, Jr. 70-55 Parts 5 and 6
Mahan, Norman Ralph 70-33 Parts 3, 4, 5 and 6
Nedell, Robert Samuel 70-50 Parts 5 and 6
Tucker, Wayne 70-107 Parts 5 and 6

69-350
69-404

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

GEOLOGY
Morley, Earl Robert, Jr. 70-63 Parts 3 and 4
Nelson, Eugene Allan 70-44 Parts 3 and 4

LAND SURVEYING
Adams, Robert Eugene 70-18 Parts 3 and 4
Bridges, James Peyton 70-129 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Capco, Domenic 69-392 Parts 3 and 4
Caraway, Cross Milton, Sr. 70-68 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Evans, Sanford B. 70-120 Parts 3 and 4
Ott, Wallace Robert 70-124 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

Applicants held for the April, 1971, written examinations:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Kirdar, Edib "Ed" 69-270 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

0270'7

IV. The following applicant appeared before the Committee and the evaluation of
his application for Land Surveyor determined that he should be denied for
lack of experience under A.R.S. 32-123.A with the refund as shown and the
additional years of experience required follows the refund amount:

Ryan, Charles William 69-383 $5.00 1 year

V. The Engineering Evaluation and Examination Committee met on Friday, June 5,
1970 and reviewed the grades of the April, 1970, written examinations. The
committee recommends that the grades shown on the following pages be certified.

The Committee recommends to the Board that Recommendations I through V of this
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

James L. Knickerbocker, Chairman
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Name

NO.

AC L

69-361 parson

NGINEERING I II III
Part Part Part Part

IV

s, Clifford Edgar Ex Ex Ex

Passed

c E ING

69-293 Bhandhusavee, Choosin

. Rievl, Philip Lingren Ex Ex 78 70 3,4

/.11 R., -,t1-1 Robert Dwight P P 79 F 3

69-240 Bostick, Charles T. Ex Ex

* 69-297 Briggs, Philip Charles Ex Ex 8 2 7 5 3,4

* 68-249 Cammarata, Larry Charles p P 7 1 p 3

* 70-15 Clarke, William Bellmont P 7 0 8 0 3,4

63-489 Delaney, John Leo Ex Ex

67-41 Deskins, John Wesley

69-254 Donald, Herbert Preston Ex Ex Ex F

68-24 Doolittle, Russell C., Jr. Ex Ex Ex F

69-170 Estes, Leon Dean Ex Ex F F

68-266 Frazier, Wilfred D. Ex Ex F 8 0 4

68-221 Friedson, Harvey P P 7 0 F 3

* 69-280 Hupp, Willis David Ex Ex 7 1 7 5 3,4

68-274 Iannella, George C. Ex Ex

68-326 Keagan, Edmund Francis

77 3
*67-286 Kienow, Paul Edward

*69-261 Kramer, Robert Joseph p p 7 0 8 5 3,4

Ext. Ext.
67-247 Lowe, Archie Benjamin



I *69-250 Sacra, Thomas Allen, III Ex

; 68-277 Scavo, Anthony

Name
NO.

CIVIL
69-214 McKee, Ford Osborne

* 69-222 McQueen,

67-322 Newton,

68-141 Nolan, Michael Earl

68-75 Ohnesorgen, William B.

* 69-190 Raines, Charles D.

66-127 Raymo, William James

69-217 Roose, James Frederick

69-80 Ruiz, Roberto Corona

Alton Emmett

02709
Part Part Part part
I II III IV Passed

P P 77 F 3

9 5 4

Thomas Monroe

Ex Ex

Ex Ex

7 9

Ex

3

Ex

68-171 Rushton, Donald P. Ex

* 68-178 Scott, Charles Dee

69-364 Skagestad, T'gnnes

61-96 Smith, Robert H.

* 69-167 Tang, Roland

i *69-309 Weaver,

I 68-345 Webb, Paul Thomas, Jr.

70-2 Wilson,

61-113 Wittman

69-166 Ziegler

Johnny Ervin

Michael J.

, Joseph M.

, Lawrence Lee

75 4

Ex

Ex 8 4

Ex Ex

Ex

9 0 4

3

77 P 3

Ex F 9 0 4

Ex 7 5 4

9 5 4

Ex

Ex Ex

El....AgliCAL ENGINEERING

• 66-260 Day, David S.

68-140 Dubin,

69-43 Moore,

Thomas

Burney Joe

Ex Ex



Name
Ne•

ENGI

69-206 Paul, De

69-316 Sutter,

*69-314 Willcoxs

Part Part Part part
NEERING - Cont i d . i IV

nnis Lee Ex
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Passed

Ex 7 0 F 3

Kenneth Dwight Ex Ex

on, Robert Joseph Ex Ex P 7 5 4

RIGS_ NGINEE RING

• Tnhn h X h X a x r
65-229

66-239 Collon, William P .

TAmPS Marshall Ex Ex

*69-232 Pleischli, William Gustave Ex Ex 7 0 9 0 3,4

68-25 Horne, William Henry

67-129 Howard, Robert L . Ex Ex

67-183 Lansdon, Horace G., J r . Ex Ex

69-243 Lohr, John Louis

66-144 Minter, Charles Bernard Ex Ex

69-37 Rogers, William Brant

67-132 Ryan, Seymour William Ex Ex

69-398 Shaw, Robert Stanley Ex Ex

67-53 Simonson, Lee Idor 7 6 7 6 F P 1,2

*67-73 Turner, John McLean, J r . Ex Ex Ex 9 5 4

67-154 Webb, Nelden J . Ex Ex

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING

69-47 White, Daniel D.
Ex Ex

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

69-7,, „- aymar, Arthur Anthony

*67 12 Brooks,

67-167 Clayton,

Philip Benjamin

Orley John

Ex Ex

Ex Ex P 7 0 4
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Naum Par t Part Part Part
NU • - cont'd. i v rasseu
.vr.HANICAL
*69-256 Cota-Robles, Armando Frank Ex Ex 7 9 9 0 3,4

^
r,,,, -don James E X69-366 McGuliocu,

-7 n -n "4, 1 TonA9 T.POROV E X E X / u
* 69-191 Mitcnell,

Q n 52n "A AP_ E X h x v u v y
*69-223 Smitn,*69-223 Smith, Robert P.

f l 11,
E X h X68-175 StockLuLi,

65-169 Wellington, Charles K.

Part Part part Part part Part
STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING I II III IV V VI Passed

* 69-266 Ahrens, Robert Goerge Ex Ex Ex Ex 9 5 7 6 5,6

* 69-324 Rader, Tommy Frank P P P P P 8 1 6

* 66-42 Womack, Luther Dale p P P P P 8 3 6

GEOLOGY

* 69-397 Platt,

I II III IV

Wallace Simmons Ex Ex 7 0 8 8 3,4

LAND SURVEYING

* 68-374 Beene, John Martin P P 8 5

68-256 Beilmann, James Joseph, Jr. F

3

* 68-154 Bellows, Floyd Franklin 77 P P P 1

69-34 Courtright, Donald E. 7 0 P 8 0 F 1,3

69-123 Jones, James David

* 69-257 Oakley, James Richard 79 7 0 P 72 1,2,4

* 69-358 Rehm, Thomas Roger Ex Ex 8 5 7 5 3,4

69-177 Shields, Phillip Kinyon

68-281 Talbow, William Thompson

69-77 Torres, Alfonso



GradeVIGINEER-IN-TRAINING

70-23 Ammann, David W.

70-36 Baranski, Timothy G. 71

70-59 Barraza, Frank F.

69-51 Beene, James Ralph 72

70-46 Bentley, Clyde F., Jr. 73

68-1 Bitterli, Robert John

70-49 Bleier, Paul 85

70-47 Bruno, Leonard 83

70-44 Carrillo, Joe Lucero

70-29 Christoph, Frank J. 93

70-54 Comprini, Gary E.

70-35 Creager, William Bronson 91

70-24 Cusimano, George J. 84

70-32 DeWitt, Dennis LeRoy 88

70-40 Dolter, Paul Raymond 90

70-3 Ekdahl, Harry E. 84

70-20 Erickson, Lawrence Edward 75

70-5 Erie, Leonard Julious, II 84

70-13 Fink, James Brewster

69-81 Fischer, James L. 82

70-52 Gorman, Richard William 75

70-53 Gray, David Neal 89

6Q-1 ureen, Donald E.

87
70-18 Hall, Harold R., Jr.

70-8 Haskell, Clarence Gordon, Jr.

70-25 Hogins, R. Benjamin, Jr.

02712
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69-21 Hood, Dou6,,,,

70-30 Jones, Preston70-30 Jones, Preston

Grade

76

TI4114am qtenhen. Jr. 8370-31 Kantor, w„,___ _

70-50

McCassalin, Wade L.
1:11.1 •

70-42 McGill, Joseph Conrad 88

Lambert,

70-22 Maggs, Charles Alfred

70-19 Marlow, Daniel Rex

70-58 Mears, Connally Eudell

70-34 Mitchell

70-37 Morris,

70-7 O'Neill,

70-39 Palomino

70-51 Pence, Derry Thomas

ass, David Lloyd70-12 Pendergr

70-43 Quinn, p

70-48 Randolph

69-69 Rawlings

70-26 Redditt,

atrick F.

, James Kay

, Wayne E.

James Joseph

70-38 Scott, Michael P.

70-15 Sloan, G

70-60 Smith, John La Verne 84

1U-0 Smith, Robert E., Jr. 82

Paul K.

, Bruce A. '

Jerald Scott

Timothy M.

, Gilbert Ernest

88

89

98

85

79

72

76

74

81

74

76

92

ordon M.

.69-19 Soto, Edward M.

70-28 Taylor,

70'21 Thomas,

72

James Gregory 73

Ronald R.

02713
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70-41 Tom, Dick

70-57 Troyer, Raymond Daniel, Jr.

70-10 Van Skike,

70-14 Venn, Robert Jay, III

70-27 Wake, Ward

70-9 Werhan, Ronald W.

70-33 Wrigley, William Walter

F.

Jeffrey B.

Grade

70

85

83

80

86

78

02714
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16 June 1970

I wish to thank you for the most pleasant interview and for allowing
me the opportunity to take the examinations for technical registration.

It is realized that the board has ruled on the number of examinations
each registrant must complete, but may the applicant request a re-
evaluation of his qualifying background, job classification and potential
to the industry, s o h e may be required to complete fewer exams?

I furt
individth
eliminat

her realize the Board is not anxious to register unqualified
3.1s, and that the exams are one of the more logical ways to
e unqualified applicants.

That I would be required to take all four examinations for registra-
tion as Highway Engineer rather caught me by surprise. My field of
engineering is transportation planning and research and not one of the
more technical branches such as bridge design.

On reviewing past exams given by the Board, parts one and two are
related to Fundamentals of Engineering and are designed more for
Engineers in Training who have recently completed college courses.
My 13 years of technical experience with the Arizona Highway Depart-
ment and background in engineering, transportation planning, a s indicated
by my application, may be adequate to fulfill requirements for which
parts one and two of the Engineering Examinations are to qualify applicants.
I have recently completed a correspondence course that is to have
prepared me for analysis and design aspects of engineering for which
parts three and four of the registration examinations are intended.

I respectfully request my application be reviewed and that a waiver
of parts one and two of the examination for Technical Registration for
Highway Engineer be considered.

k you again for your kind consideration.

Very truly yours,

R. F . OHNLEITER
Re: Highway Engineer #70-60

In



THE UNIVERSITY O F ARIZO NA
TU C S O N , A R I Z O N A 85721

HYDROLOGY AND WATER RESOURCES OFFICE

April 25, 1970

Mr. W. J. Edelblut, Jr.
State Board of Technical Registration
3550 N. Central Ave.
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Edelblut,

02716

A

2l3f.1

In recent months I have applied for technical registration
(geologist) and have met with the Evaluation Board. The Board has
requested that I take exams 3 and 4. It is concerning this point
that I request your consideration and advice.

For the past 16 years, I have devoted full time to either
geology education or practice. I am presently in my 9th year of
work as professional geologist (5 years with industry, 4 years with
consulting organizations). I have a BS degree ('58) and 4 years of
graduate studies in groundwater geology with MS ('65) and all course
work completed for the doctorate. I have been on the faculty of
Hydrology and Water Resources, The University of Arizona, for the
past 3 years, teaching in hydrology and groundwater geology.

EVED
.)

1r7v,‘I ;t ritl%i

I am puzzled by the Board's refusal to accept my professional
experience as bona fide and of highest responsibility. Could you
clarify for me the Board's position on my application? May I request
a review of my application, letters of reference and transcripts?

I would be pleased to come to Phoenix to meet with you or the
Board if this would facilitate matters. Please advise me at your
earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

2,1/
(./

William J/. Onus



TO:

FROM:

State Board of Technical Registration

Executive Secretary

02717
DATE: June 17, 1970

SUBJECT: Joseph Font Burton, Civil Engineer Applicant #69-381.

This office has determined that Mr. Joseph Font Burton, Civil Engineer,
File #69-381, fraudulently filed his application, purporting to be a
resident of Arizona when in fact he was not. See attached report of
Steve Fotinos, Investigator, to substantiate the findings of the office.

It is the recommendation of the Executive Secretary as Mr. Burton is
not registered in his state of legal residence that his application not
be accepted and a full refund of the application fee be made.

Respectfully submitted,

alter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
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Mr. Walter J . Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
Arizona State Board o f Technical

Registration
3550 North Central Avenue, Suite 923
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

ding: Joseph F . Burton

red by: Steve C. Fotinos
Fotinos-Smith & Associates
120 West 3rd Avenue
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251
946-5620

June 9 , 1970
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Joseph F. Burton submitted his most recent typed

application t o the Board. The date shown on the application

i n the same typewriter type throughout the application was

l pilLiD.2 . The Arizona State Department o f Public Safety

checked the post office box used by Mr. Burton i n Fredonia,

No. 272. I t was rented 10/17/69 and closed 5/19/70. When

he rented the box he used an old Phoenix address o f 2802 West

Diana, which he resided i n for approximately l years i n

1957-1958 when employed by the Arizona State Highway Department.

The Diana house was checked through tax ro l l s and i t has

not been i n Mr. Burton's name for several yaars and has

changed hands several times i n the past.

On Apri 14, 1970, Mr. Burton applied for an Arizona

Driver's License. He gave his address as 1936 East Harvard.

This i s an older home owned by an elderly woman who rents

extra rooms. Burton l ived there for a very short time.

Upon applying for his Arizona Driver's License, he did

not surrender a valid Utah License. He told Motor Vehicle

off icials that he had an old Arizona License only, and i t

was expired.

The Department o f Public Safety determined that Burton

had a valid Utah License NBR C3I448, valid un t i l 11/13/72.

His date o f birth on the Utah License i s 6/16/29, the same

as his Arizona License. According t o the Arizona Revised

Statutes 28-601, Ar t i c le 5 , Paragraph 3 , Burton i s i n

violation for fa i l i ng t o comply by not surrendering his

Utah License. This i s a misdemeanor violation under the

State Motor Vehicle Code.
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-2-

The Department o f Safety contacted the Utah Department

of Highways, Personnel off ice, which stated Burton had worked

continously since 10/20/50 i n the department. However,

this

from

writer has information from credit sources as well as

Burton's own application, that i n 1957-1958, he worked

for the Arizona State Highway Department.

Burton's motor vehicles were checked i n both Arizona

and Utah and none were found registered i n either his or

his wife's name.

A neighbor a t the 1936 East Harvard address said he rau
be driving a Utah Department o f Highways vehicle, however,

this was not verif ied.

The address given as 4444 North 47th Street belongs t o

a Ted Nielson who has owned the property for sometime. The

neighbor did not know o f Burton. I t i s unknown as t o the

relationship o f Burton and Nielson.
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1r

FONT BURTON DOB 6-16-29 HAS VALID LICENSE NBR C31448.
6-73. RECORD.SHOWS 12-5-55 RED LIGHT, 2-8-60 ACCIDENT.

NORMA FRANK BURTON DOB 11-13-32 HAS A VALID LICENSE NPR
LID UNTIL 11-13-72. NO RECORD OF TICKETS OR ARRESTS.

ILES SHOW NO VEHICLE CURRENTLY REGISTERED TO

IGHWAYS PERSONNEL STATES SUBJECT JOSEPH FONT BURTON HAS
JECT ENGINEER FOR THEIR DEPARTMENT CONTINUOUSLY SINCE

OGERS DIRECTOR STATE BUREAU OF CRIMINAL IDENTIFICATION
UTAH PT 0955
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ARIZONA CLASS I 9 I

SEE REVERSE SIDE
FOR CORRECTIONS LICENSE NUMBER

I 71341FIRST NAME MIDDLE ttIR4AE LAST NAME jCAR)MISS
MRS. • -1 0 5 C P , " , A/7 g i - t , e , T - 14

EXPIRES ve-ro , ,,, ,$

(
2.

ON YOUR
BIRTHDAY R`BNEW
WITHIN 30 DAYS PRIOR ,

STREET
ADDRESS / 9 g e : £ i 5 7 7214,,,e2)

ZIP
CITY OR
POST OFFICE 0

i -A ) / X ARIZ.

APR 14 19/0

SEX

Al
WEIGHTS EYES

/ '70 l'a.
HEIGHT

6 I-- On
DATE OF WIRTH

'hi A) 6 1 14' 1929
M O 1DAY I YEAR

RESTRICTIONS HAIR DATE O F ISSUE

B co tc-k) DATE PMD
-- ••

/
/X A' --3-c./ . -,._ • ,,, 51 0 4 6 4(SIGNATURE O F APPLICANT)

SUP RI TENDERT
MOTOR V I E S' .

RECEIPT NUMBER

OCCUPATION? e il l , "/Z.- ZA/C/4 /47-. ...

HOW LONG HAVE YOU OPERATED A MOTOR

WHEN AND WHERE II,ST LICENSED

J 4p44
r /

I HEREZY/ CERTIFY THAT AlLL STATEMEN/ T ON THIS APPLICATION ARE TRUE

SUBSC54DIANDyX/91.61AVRE ME TH)44____.DAY

1 / liketVkIT

ARIZON
MOTOR VEHICLE DIVISIO

2 Y&—Nie.SVEHICLE?

AND FORMER LAST NAME

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT

HIGHWANMEPARTMENT,
DAV113, 44..CAMPBELL, SUPERINTENDENT

DI



P. O. Box 2070 • 705 North Pirst Street • Phoenix, Arizona 02723
ation given In this report Is i n answer to a request for same. This report is given simply. as an aid in determining

'rho "" of ex tenindfic hich however, is in no manner guaranteed. The inquirer, In accepting this report, agrees to hold same i n STRICT
fidentiol °:grneredit, or the value or condition of an existing credit and is based upon information obtained from sources deemed

the rclo.t" vac), 0 • .4•• • never to be communicated, and to be personally responsible for any damage arising from a violation. PI '"- " 0" his own exclusive use,
00! tieriENCE

for his izr rIPPLY .., P,USH
cOr,";t the
0 0"

hT/Fi

FI.RptSTr

PH

vc.NT

0 4 Y -

4t1T- 1 ,18ER,S T R E E 5 i 0 E N C E —N

. A l
o ln) !ER ‘RiEl: BER, STREET AND CITY

mx. ARIZ* 2237 RICHLAND ST. PHX. A 12*02E01 DIANA
IDE NCE NUMBER, STREET AND CITY (UNLESS STATED, ADDRESSES SHOWN COVER TWO YEARS O R MORE PRIOR T O THIS REPORT)

MAUER fl to

P. O. Box 2070 • 705 North First Street • Phoenix, Arizona

Af UTAH
pccupATioN

EMPLOYM E

- , -

REC'D ISSUED INVESTIGATED PREVIOUS REPORT ISSUED T O YOU FILE OPENED

12.47..58 12..16.....53 12.17.53 NONE 6.27.57
AGE % WIFE'S NAME DEPENDENTS OTHER THAN WIFE

29 NOWA 0 KTIOLN
r AND CITY HOW LONG OWNS VALUE ENCUMBRANCE

YOUR tNFf.

2237 CHLAND PHX. 12.

EMPLOYER AND ADDRESS

UTAH STATE HIGHSAY

HOW LONG

YOUR

SALARY

Itfa.
VERIFIED

JT — EMPLOYER AND ADDRESS HOW LONG SALARY VERIFIED

OVER ASSETS AND INCOME

IIICIPE AND PER5nNAL EFFECTS. tINIA9LE TO ESINATC FURTHER.

is

ATJONT t s RE%n10U5EVIOUS EMPLOYMENT, EMPLOYER AND ADDRESS, HOW LONG, SALARY AND REASON FOR CHANGE I F OBTAINABLE

S'gJECT PREY. UPLOYED ENGINEER IN TRAINING FOR THE ARIZONA STATE HI GHOAY DEPT, PHX. ARIZ • NOV, 6.10.57
VERIFIED 1-6.58. GE HAVE VRITTEN FOR MUER ELIPLOWENT VERIFICATION TO THE ARIZONA STATE HIGHGAY DEPT.

AND ;ILL SUPP. INFOkIIATION WHEN RECEIVED IN CUR OFFICE.

Trade Line Dote
Opened

Highest Pd.
CREDIT

Amount
Owing Terms Amount

Past Due
Date of

Last Chge.
Pay

Habits

6F, EK CK

I n

546 FIN

760 FIN

797 DAIRY

C.57 .IED 3 FIG CKG A/O

1O.57 312. TO 4••5e
NO RECORD

6.57 519, 0 eXe

INQUIRED 1.45.50 .. UNABLE TO CHECK DRIVERS ACCOUNT

1 CLO SAT

CLO 12.57 EXCELLENT



_CREDIT BUREAU REPO 1-4: .  i s , INC.
Nutional Consumer Credit Renortine Corporation)_kr ur,..•-•

FACTUAL -DATA REPORT ON BORROWER
FOR FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION FORM

REPORT I N DUPLICATE

Date 8-3-60 19

IA

spoo AND ADDRESS

BURTC 4

?89 E 4475 S. OGDEN UTAH

- -
e report is

02724

NORMA F.) Case Number

Property
Address

ed by Credit Bureau Reports,Inc. in Strict

me and address ag
na
report"! 1 1

& AppnAiniate age of subejMarital status — numb

•n Length of time marrieu.

Is his general reputatio

good?
B. Did you learn of any dor

C. What is the reputation o

D. Does he have the reputa

F. What is his record for p

(Provide detailed record

F. Has he ever failed, bee
garnisheed?

A. Name of employer?
B. Position held — length
GIs his employment here
D. Does he work full time

(If not, how many days

E. Has his employment stat

F. Has his health interferee

ree with information shown on request

lain below.

ect?
r of dependents?

n as to character, habits, and morals

nestic difficulties?
f his associates?
Ltion of living within his income?
ayment of bills and other obligations?
I under "Remarks")
us bankrupt, foreclosed, sued or

of present connection?
reasonably secure?
steadily?

per week)?
us changed within the past two years?
I with his progress?

Confidence, for use Under National Housing Act.

1-A. YrS

B.

C.

D.

2-A.

B.

C.

' D.

E.

F.

CORN 6-16-29 ( WIFE AGE 27)
MARR IED
SINCE 6-18-54

YES

NO

SAT I S
SEE REMARKS
SEE REMARKS

NONE OF RECORD LOCALLY

Dependents: 2

AGES — 2

3-A. UTAH STATE DEPT OF HIGHWAYS
B. CIVI L ENGR Years:

YES
EL

E.

F.

YES

NO

2 YR

4-A. Annual earned income f

B.Approximate income, if

(Investments, rentals, av
C. About what would you e

D. If his wife is employed,
E. Position she holds — Ap
F. Apprmimate number of

rom his employment or business?
any, from other sources?
()cations, contributions)

stimate his net worth?
give name of her employer?

)proximate income?

years she has been employed?

44. Exact $
B.

UNAOLE TO ESTIMATE
D.

E.

F.

HOUSEW I FE

Estimated $ 480 mo

Income $

I • • • .• •• nis onsiness history. (This report shall contain information a s to the subject's previous employment status, location, and salary: ifthere has been a change in employment status within the past two years.)
Amplify may unusual and unfavorlhle infnrrnat;n. erfr1.1 -;11,1,rrnr-Itc fnrerirsellrea hankr.sIntev_ riivnrr,

'acts in connection with payment of bills and other obligations by the subject, showing type 01 creditor, highest credit, terms, payingrecord and amount currenqy owing.
IT RECORD
Typt PAYING RECORD

Highe st OwesRq)erting Specify 30. 00. 00 days.

Feo R7;fic REPORTS NO RECORDNOW : 12-58 REPORTED OPEN 10-57 HC 312. NO GAL PA ID 4...58 SAT IS.
---• 519. 6 x 86.50 00 PA ID 12-57 EXCEL.

Highe st
Credit Terms

SUZ4 HAS .  - _

ABOVE ADDRESS FOR 13- YRS— BUYING VALUED 14,000 ENC. PREY LIVED Al; 3374 PORTER
14‘1" C',..F.-Er.; UTAH Fto-,R PRFAt ri I AM!. AVV' Dirwtorte AR e7nrott er.R 1 vR _

Owes
Now Specify 30, 60, 90 days, etc. Remarks

AvE OMER UTAH FOR 6
rl• ••• •

Strtpr, . _
FATE HIGHWAY DEPT FOR 1 YR AND PREV WITH ODGEN CITY ENGR DEPT FOR SOME TINE.

ri) HAS 161000 LIFE INS; FURN VALUED 3000 CLEAR; 59 CHEV ENCUMBERED TO CR UNION.

al' SUPÌ l-rITNT F5ti vAT I Ctt Fikeita 'OGDEN UTAH WHEN RECEIVED.

C'ThaPiled by:

RE'rEw Tont REPORT. SEE A TP 1irLP/hqW1tIkk7S i W P 1 N rlETELy AND C:ORRECR41 .AMPLIFY ANSWERS WHEN NECESSARY UNDER "REMARKS".
TtiMBLE OVER. WRITE FROM TOP DOWN.
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ofSCI

iSurric e first)

--(Street

• —ai via
I C ! I 0 CO I A A T C t

ASSOCIATION OF CREDIT BUREAUS SINCE 1906

CONFIDENTIAL
AN

S-11 NZ. JOSEPH FQ
IM, _ nr Mrs.) (Given Name)

8---6475-51:1-6—(444114(CiUtyt a)

02725
REPORT

ACBofA No. 1
compiled by member bureau

NORMA
(Spouse's Nome)

(County) (State)

A. n file*tuber of years covered: I

B. In investigation

Age ( f c,.7:t!!trnmA.

Age I It neui .•, _
Block, v, Brown)

extraction
-

•Ar-75-rorital stateS

Number of dependents,
B.

of em pl oy er

a type of business

em-
oloyed

long s°A. How

held
- -nniicont hove record of steady employment?

A. . li t ...xnlain in remarks)_ employment criui,y ,

my suits, judgements or bonkruptcies? (If yes, explain in remarks)

'supplicant well regarded as to

as kupplicant favorably regarded

II _ my suspicion of illegal practice post or present?

k Estimate monthly income from present employment

(1, Estimate other income such as rentals, investments, etc.

C. Estimate income of others in household

4. Den home, rent or board?
IT RECORD: I If feasible include whether subject has satisfactory bank checking account.)

A. since 12/26/58
B. Wale
A. 31
m white
A . married
B. 2 children
A. utah State Hiway
B. .0.111.•

Trade Line How
Sel

character, habits and morals?

by employer?

Long I Date of Highest
ling Last Sole Credit

A . 6/4/5a
B. civil engineer
A . yeS

B. no

yes
3t=
n

A . .(fan.. per wonth
B. none known
C. rori

bayinp,

Terms I Amount
of Sale Owing

Amount I Manner
Post Due of Payment

ire:d bank
dept.

ref children::

No record
5/59 6/60 0 35.
6/59 22.

4 35. 00 good
22. 00 prompt

Subject is uuestablished for further credit in Ogden, Utah and vicinity.

le(ARKS: A. Give brief word picture of subject's history, explaining any unusual condition.
B. Amplify any incomplete or adverse information i n answers above. Use other side also for full details.
C. Include estimate of net worth i f possible.

A.
i t La a good chnractnr ana hnhitn. Well reparded nersonallv.

gy. lived at 3529 Porter Ave. %dee, UtaU. Nothing derozatory listed in our files.
_

We have your report dated 12/17/58 --We have yaar report dated 12/17/58 --

I T BUREAU OF PHO 4- -', #_11117110A

State-'1,44eria j — I t e L 1 1 1 - 4 t C . , % a l  i n f o r mt . • AA Nome o f member reporting bureau City
cr ion rum , _ _ _ . . . l e 0,••••,rtilari n n nn nid in determining the propriety ofor the volu tuis report is in answer so a request l e , skxu.. •,,•• • • •-••• •• •  •1-, • • •• •-• -in no e or condition of on existing credit and is based upon information obtained from sources deemed reliable, the accuracy of which,

--"Irocatedr",aonnoder guaranteed. The inquirer, in accepting this report, agrees to hold same in STRICT CONFIDENCE for his own exclusive use, never to
to be personally resnonsihl. A nrnn,/ rinrnana arisina from a violation of any of the above provisions.
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‘rie
Last checked

Trade Experience
I ,

Acct. Amt.
Tine Opened High Owing. Terms

4

40'1'40;A)
G
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4r //

---
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Acct. Amt. Amt. Last Paying
Past, Due Charge Habits

-
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n received from
1".

./e2 Fi1e since k -r, 24',,e Last checked

1221—/ Age Wife

L Y/

?hone information received from

Narrie—

Addres

previ otts addl.

Employment__

Acct.

3$3

Trade Experience

Amt. Amt. Last Paying
d High Owing Terms east Due Charge Habits

Remarks and derogatory information on back.
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1

REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES - Cont'd.

n f
Dr. Shirley Fahey, as per Minute Pages 2729 and 2730, was presented,

RepoLL -- -moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the report beand it was
n, t n thn T a r h n i r a l P c , a i c t r a t i nn Ant- r a n n i r o

vriting or rephasing certain questions, it would be impossible to implement that
_ —portion ot toe reel/111MM1.1, y

p'cecutive Secretary was directed by the chair to prepare a new personal
jLi-audience examination in conjunction with the new statutes for use at the next
evaluation meetings.

It was moNed
applicants a
required by

Amin, Kamal
Avery, RUSSE

Brent, Kelly
Brooks, Wahr
Clark, Virgi
Jordan, Will
King, Glenn
McCollom, Je
Matsumura,
Nunez, Louis
Ong, Benjami
Paez, Antoni
Ramsower, Se
Reed, Jack C
Schneider, C
Schultes, Jc
Seach, Rober
Smith, Willi
Waitt, Terry
Wood, Willie
Wood, Willie
Zaleski, Rol

by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Girand that the following
Ire to be denied for failure to complete the written examinations as
the Board within a reasonable length of time. Motion carried.

M.
!1.1

Ler Emalus
.1 William
.iam Derryl, Jr.
E., Jr.
Imes Leon
lelvin
; P., Jr.
.n wah
.o Contreras
aldra Lea

;ary A.
)seph Vincent
7t Richard
.am Joseph
r Lee
Irn F.
in R.
>ert J.

69-42
68-332
68-155
68-270
69-278
68-29
66-7
66-301
68-73
69-29
67-142
68-80
69-37
69-28
68-49
68-275
69-66
68-83
69-31
69-13
69-3
67-9

Structural Engineer
Civil Engineer
Petroleum Engineer
Industrial Engineer
Structural Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Structural Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Civil Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Civil Engineer
Electrical Engineer
Industrial Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training
Geologist -in -Training
Engineer -in -Training

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Girand that the following
applicants are to be denied with neither prejudice nor refund at their request.
Motion carried.

Boxberger, Franklin D.
Chitwood, Joseph Stephen, Jr.
Hartman, Robert John
Lette, LeRoy Leland
Miller, Jack Beach
Sherer, Ralph John
soyster, George W.

69-91
69-2
69-340
68-117
69-259
69-239
69-331
69-332

and

Landscape Architect
Geologist -in -Training
Mining Engineer
Mechanical Engineer
Highway Engineer
Architect
Civil Engineer
Land Surveyor



ENCLC
16 AND 19
TWO OF THE
(7, 19) SE
FOR THESE
TO THE PA7
FOR QUCSTI
FOR QUESTI

SHIRLEY N. FAHEY, PH.D.
PSYCHOLOGIST

618 HARVARD DRIVE
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85710

JUNE 22, 1970

WALTER J . EDELBLUT, JR.
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY
STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

3550 NORTH CENTRAL AVENUE, SUITE 923
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85012

DEAR WALTER:

027'29

)SED IS THE TABLE OF CORRELATIONS --AS NOTED, NUMBERS 7, 11,
ARE REVISED ITEMS. WITH RESPECT TO THIS ONE TESTING PERIOD,

: FOUR (11, 16) ARE CLEARLY IMPROVED ITEMS. THE OTHER TWO

:EM TO BE JUST AS CLEARLY NOT IMPROVED BY THE REVISION.
TWO QUESTIONS, THE PATTERN OF RESPONDING I S HIGHLY SIMILAR

'TERN PRIOR TO REVISION-..I.E., AS WAS TRUE PRIOR TO REVISING,
ON 7 ALTERNATIVE C IS FREQUENTLY CHOSEN (D IS CORRECT) AND

,ON 19 D IS FREQUENTLY CHOSEN (A IS CORRECT).

I WOL

IN THEIR F
OF THE REN4

THAN ONE C
ANALYSIS,
CAN BE MAC

ENCLOSURE

3LD SUGGEST AT LEAST ONE MORE TESTING PERIOD WITH ALL QUESTIONS
'RESENT FORM, SINCE A MORE ACCURATE PICTURE OF THE EFFECTIVENESS
tISIONS I S OBTAINED FROM ADMINISTERING THE QUESTIONS TO MORE 7

1ROUP OF PERSONS. AFTER THE NEXT TESTING PERIOD AND ITEM
MORE ACCURATE SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER REVISIONS AND CHANGES
)E.



30.

QUEST I ON

NUMBER••••••••••••••••••• ••••••I

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

PERSONAL AUDIENCE EXAMINATION ANALYSIS

CORRELATIONS (RB)

SERIES NUMBER

IIIA I lls II1A & B IV
Nov. '69 FEB. 1 0 Nov. & FEB. MAY '70

. 54 I 1 .56 .23

.24 .29 .27 .21

.23 .07 .16 .05

.19 .05 .14 .12

.27 .33 .24 .36
i l .50 .37 .702

.17 -.11 .04 .03
112 .23 .17 .29
.36 .56 .44 .66
.24 .22 .24 .332

-.08 .08 -.01 .35
.10 .19 .12 .18
.39 .o6 .25 .49
. 26 .23 .24 .27

-.13 .37 .17 .17,
-.05 -.20 -.13 .244
.01 .44 .19 .16
.57 .28 .46 -.23
.12 -.05 .04 -.142
. 02 .17 .10 .22

2

No ONE MISSED THIS ITEM.

ITEM REVISED FOR SERIES IV (MAY, 1970).
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REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES - Cont'd.

—, moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that the following
It 14'1'

14,ant5 for professional registration having completed the personal audience
and a11 other requirements of this Board be granted registration and assigned

m c i n f l i o n t a r l M nt inn ra r r i cAthe registrar ion JAumw,,

ARCHIlgEM
7;7.-7;7—George Juris
.r
Dc...0pg. Oswald, Jr.
Brown, Gordon Valiance

_role, Theodore pow,
Curtis, David Webster
nvgart, Cabot W.
Edelblut, Walter Joseph, Jr.
Flint, Franklin Smith
Hamant, Vincent Francis
Hershberger, Robert Glen
Homola, Robert Bohdan
Nemtin, Stephen Maurice
Paxton, Lynne Adair
Reese, David Nels
Root, George Leslie
Sayler, Al Henry, Jr.
Steinke, Clarence John
Torr, Jerry Robert
Tucker, Robert Eugene, Jr.
Vercesi, Anthony Mario
Wilson, Paul Aleck
Zimmerman, Thomas Albert

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Albertson, Leland Clayton, Jr.
Beastrom, Boyd
Bennitt, James Gray
Berg, Dale Lee
Berry, Thomas Maxwell
Bleyl, Philip Lingren
Briggs, Philip Charles
Calhoun, Ronald T.
Cammarata, Larry Charles
Clarke, William Bellmont
Conklin, Robert Dan
Corbin, Albert Davis
Cramer, Louis Edward
Eisenhart, Lawrence S.
Federici, Ronald Richard
Fog, David
(-2,4--,-ebbnaoer, Heinz Eugene
Holloway, Donald Norris

_
Holther, Damian

auPP, Willis David
Icaldveer. PPtPr
Kienow Paul Edward

7502
7503
7504
7505
7506
7507
7600
7508
7509
7510
7511
7512
7513
7514
7515
7516
7517
7519
7520
7521
7522
7523

7524
7525
7526
7527
7528
7529
7530
7531
7532
7533
7534
7535
7536
7537
7538
7539
7540
7541
7542
7543
7544
7545

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Cont'd.
Kontor, William Joseph
Kramer, Robert Joseph
Leonard, John William
McCabe, DeSoto Ben, Jr.
McQueen, Alton Emmett
MacFadyen, Charles Roderick
Nash, Samuel Milton
Nelson, Richard John
Niles, Charles Fernald, Jr.
Ort, Don Ray
Petrasek, Martin
Raines, Charles D.
Sabol, John R.
Sacra, Thomas Allen, III
Samiian, Abdolhossein
Scott, Charles Dee
Tang, Roland
Vered, Zeb
Walker, Bruce Albert
Weaver, Johnny Ervin

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Andrews, John J.
Klebe, Donald Fred
Levenson, Norman
Willcoxson, Robert Joseph

7546
7547
7548
7549
7550
7551
7552
7553
7554
7555
7556
7557
7558
7559
7560
7561
7562
7563
7564
7565

7566
7567
7568
7569

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING
Hammel, David John 7570
Schnormeier, Russell Howard 7571

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Fleischli, William Gustave 7572
Turner, John McLean, Jr. 7573

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Black, Charles H.
Brooks, Philip Benjamin
Cota-Robles, Armando Frank
Dunn, George William, Jr.
Faigen, Burton
Mitchell, Landis LeRoy
Smith, Robert P.
Speich, Ralph J.
Zaino, Frank Nicholas

7574
7575
7576
7577
7578
7579
7580
7581
7582
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REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMMATION COMMITTEES - Cont'd.

MINING ENGIME102
Close, Robert Norman

RYENGINEERG
Capco, Domenic

STRUCTU L ENGINEERING
Ahrens, Robert George
Belli, Eugene Egidio
Dexheimer, Wallace Daniel
Oberlies, Jacob L., Jr.
Rader, Tammy Frank
Womack, Luther Dale

LAND SURVEYING
7583 Beene, John Martin

Bellows, Floyd Franklin
Jones, Harry Patrick

7584 Oakley, James Richard
Rehm, Thomas Roger
Roberts, John Edmond, Jr.
Settlemeyer, Wallace Leon
Stephens, William Earl
Thomas, Lloyd Herbert

7585
7586
7587
7588
7589
7590

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
Brooking, Joan S.
Winkelman, Russell Deane 7604

7593
7594
7595
7596
7597
7598
7599
7601
7602

7603

GEOLOGY
Platt, Wallace Simmons 7591
Robinson, Charles S. 7592

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the following
applicants for in -training certification having satisfactorily completed the
written examination be granted registration and assigned the in -training
registration numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

ENGINEER -IN-TRAINING
Beene, James Ralph
Bentley, Clyde F., Jr.
Chitwood, John Stephen, Jr.
Cusimano, George J.
Davis, Donald Ray
DeWitt, Dennis LeRoy
Fischer, James L.
Heiniger, Gordon Gene

871 Maggs, Charles Alfred
872 Marlow, Daniel Rex
873 Owen, T. Gerald
874 Redditt, James Joseph
875 Sloan, Gordon M.
876 Smith, John La Verne
877 Wright, John E.
878 Lee, Vance G.

879
880
881
882
883
884
885
888

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Dean Fahey that the following
applicants for in -training certification having been certified by the Deans
of college of Engineering, under Rule II.C.5, be granted registration and
assigned the in -training registration numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

ENGINEER-IN -TRAINING
Sellers, Jarve M.
Young, Larry Stephen

886
887

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE

Chairman Newlin reported on his and the Executive Secretary's attendance at the
Western Zone meeting of the National Council of Engineering Examiners in Salt
Lake City, Utah on May 14-16, 1970.

The Executive Secretary reported on his attendance at the Western Conference of
Architectural Registration Boards meeting in Boise, Idaho, on April 2-4, 1970, and
his attendance at the Annual Meeting of the National Council of Architectural
Registration Boards in Boston, Massachusetts on June 18-20, 1970.
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REPORT OF THE BUDGET COMMITTEE

est of the Chairman, Mr. Cassidy as Chairman of the Budget Committee
t of the agenda on the preliminary budget study made by his committee
cutive Secretary for the fiscal year 1971-1972. Mr. Cassidy fully
e members of the Board that a change in the fee schedule of renewal
be required if the Board desired to consider hiring a professional
  in that fiscal year. After detailed discussion of the preliminary
y , it was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dean Fahey that the
ittee and the Executive Secretary be authorized to file, as required
  1, 1970, a budget for the fiscal year 1971-1972 not exceeding the
wn on the preliminary budget study. Motion carried.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #1

ssidy presented the report of Grievance Committee #1 meeting held
1970, shown on minute Page 2734. It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and
Mr. Place that this report of Grievance Committee #1 be accepted
nted by the Board. Motion carried.

inthacum, President of the Arizona Society of Professional Engineers,
th Mr. Tony Schwan, President of the Structural Engineers Association
and Mr. James Martin, Executive Secretary of the Arizona Society of
1 Engineers, appeared at the request of the Chairman of the Board to
atual problem of violations of the Technical Registration Act. It
ad to these gentlemen by members of the Board the problem of the Board
s investigator, prosecutor, judge and jury in the case of registrants
n violations of the Technical Registration Act under its current
rocedures. The Board solicited from the Arizona Society of Professional
eir assistance in investigating, evaluating and presenting to the
aints concerning registrants requiring disciplinary action by the
was suggested by Mr. Wyatt that the American Institute of Architects
rised by the Executive Secretary of the problems facing the Board.

mn speaking for the Arizona Society of Professional Engineers indicated
Id present the matter to his Board of Directors for their consideration
ivise the Board of Technical Registration of assistance available to it
izona Society of Professional Engineers.

i by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Girand that the Executive
ivise the Arizona Society of Professional Engineers and the American
E Architects of matters apparently in violation of the Technical
• Act. Motion carried.

Chairman Newlin thanked the persons in attendance for their assistance and assured
alem that the Board of Technical Registration would endeavor to enforce the
statutes.

No report.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #2



02,734

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT: Grievance Committee #1 Meeting

State Board of Technical Registration

Chairman of Grievance Committee #1

Grievance Committee #1 met on May 19,
of the Board, Phoenix, Arizona. This
complaint filed regarding the Airport
Wash and Sanitary Waste Disposal Unit
Arizona, designed by James G. Fiakas,

DATE: June 17, 1970

1970, at 1:30 P.M. in the office
meeting was held to review the
Service Internationals' Equipment
, Sky Harbor Airport, Phoenix,
registered Architect, No. 6636.

Mr. Fiakas was requested to appear before the committee and during his
appearance, he answered questions relative to the above plans.

As a result of the committee's deliberations and discussion with
Mr. Fiakas, the committee determined that the plans as they were
submitted were engineering plans.

The conclusion was that this was in violation of the Technical
Registration Act since the engineering plans were stamped by an
architect and were not incidental to the work of his profession.

The committee recommends that the above conclusions be referred to
Mr. Fiakas. An additional recommendation to the Board is that no
further action be taken.

Respectfully submitted,

Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman
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02735

REPORT OF THE SPECIAL OFFICE PROCEDURES COMMITTEE

s made to the Board by the Executive Secretary and the Special Office
Committee regarding conditional applications. It was directed by
n that the Executive Secretary follow the established procedures
es and regulations of the Board in presenting applications for

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

ve Secretary presented Cash Flow Report #4, as shown on Minute Page
t was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Place that this
ccepted. Motion carried.

READING OF COMMUNICATIONS

am T. A. Miller, Assistant Attorney General, to Mr. William B. Keller
th Mr. Keller's originating letter are as per Minute Pages 2737, 2738
It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Place that the
ttorney General be advised the Board had no jurisdiction in the
sented to him by Mr. Keller and if his office did not have jurisdiction,
dvise the appropriate county attorney if whose jurisdiction the
under. Motion carried.

NEW BUSINESS

in the By -Laws, Section I, (4), election of officers are held at
eting of the Board and the following officers were elected:

d by Mr. Place and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that Mr. M. L. Vanlandingham
Chairman. Motion carried.

d by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Mr. Place that Mr. Earle M.
re-elected Vice Chairman. Motion carried.

d by Mr. Vanlandingham and seconded by Dean Fahey that Mr. Charles
be elected Secretary. Motion carried.

The Executive Secretary submitted for approval the following meeting dates
for the Board:

August 25, 1970 -

August 26, 27,
and 28, 1970

September 10,
1970 - 9:00 AM

Architectural and Landscape Architectural
Evaluation Committees meeting in Phoenix

- Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting

September 10, -
1970 - 1:30 PM

September 11,
1970 - 9:00 AM

in Phoenix

Formal Hearing in the matter of Edmund Foerstel,
Business Administration Building, Northern
Arizona University, Flagstaff

Formal hearing as required on Rule changes -same
location

- Regular meeting of the Board - same location



Code

110

220

230

240

CASH FLOW REPORT - #4
02736

Date: June 17, 1970

t as of July 1, 1969 - $22,335.53
t as of Report Date - $89,871.35 Total Appropriated Receipts to Date:

$62,035.82
rice as of Report Date- $24,979.09

Line Item and
Classification

SALARIES

TRAVEL -

TRAVEL -

PROFESSI

m and Amount Total Spent Balance for
cation Appropriated to Date Year

$31,680.00 $31,655.40 $ 24.60

STATE $ 3,500.00 $ 2,734.38 $ 765.62

OUT OF STATE $ 1,780.00 $ 1,013.25 $ 766.75

ONAL SERVICES $ 1,000.00 $ 667.30 $ 332.70

TRENT EXPENDITURES $15,360.00OTHER CU
211 postage _
212 Telephone 1,523.04
1‘.9 prininment Maint. & Repair 156.85
log TanitOr Services 20.00
4.7 .1

90; Railway or Air Express 52.47
296 Annual Report 1,475.87
299 Miscellaneous 3,421.93
310 Office Supplies 3,395.80
390 Photo2raphs 426.77
995 Revolving Fund 400.00
999 Personnel Commission 1 10. 28

Subtotal $13,181.19

CURRENT FIXED CHARGES $10,500.00
411 Rent - Office Equipment $ 806.40
413 Rent - Office 5,628.48
417 Rent - Other Offices 5.00
424 Insurance 50.00
425 State Retirement 1.383.98
427 OASI 1,029.14
4.5u Subscriptions & Org. Dues 1,115.40

Subtotal $10,018.40

Inc'7V FORTY-EIGHTH ANNUAL REPORT $ 5,500.00 $ 4,630.85

930 REFUNDS $ 162.00

$ 2,178.81

$ 481.60

$ 869.15

TOTALS $69,320.00 $63,900.77 $ 5,419.23

*We were not appr

in the
deduct this
included

from

opriated any amount for Refunds, therefore, the $162.00 is not
Total for this column and Total Spent to Date, however, they do
our Technical Registration Fund.



DEPARTMENT O F LAW
OFFICE OF THE

gqtarnEv (Grarral
STATE CAPITOL

43.4.0Antix, i.rnrtt 51107

June 5, 1970

Mr. William B. Keller, P.E.
Keller Engineering Co., Inc.
5350 North 16th Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85016

02737

GARY K. NELSON
THEA EYGENERAL

EFtANK SAGARINO
CHIEF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL

E: CLivED
• JUN 9 7970

STATEBOARD .11DIINICAL REISEATON

Re: Arizona State Board of Technical Registration

Dear Mr. Keller:

Thank you for your correspondence of May 29, 1970.

While I appreciate your interest, I must inform you that
this office, pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-191, is limited to
rendering legal services to departments and agencies of the
State, and has no supervisory control over such agencies.
Additionally, there are no common law powers or duties which
attach to the office of the Attorney General, but only those
prescribed by statute. Shute v. Frohmiller, 53 Ariz. 483,
90 P.2d 998.

As I note that a copy of your correspondence has already
been directed to the office of the Chief Executive, I am
forwarding your suggestions to the Board of Technical Regis-
tration for review or whatever action they deem necessary.

Yours very truly,

GARY K. NELSON
The Attorney General

T. A. MILLER
T. A. MILLER
Assistant Attorney General

TAmijw
CC: Arizona State Board of

Technical Registration
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K
ELLER ENGINEERING CO., INC.-CONSULTING E N G I N E E R S

T,
_ 16th STREET + PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85016 + PHONE 277-7235

53 50 -
I I , N,

N E. • PUS
wia•LAM 111, "IrilEERZTRICAL ENG
pEGiSTEREG •

May

IDENT
MEER

29, 1970

Mr. Ar
AttorneFaeneral 's Office
159 State Capitol Building
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

SUBJ

Dear

You
cony
istr
nect
thre
inve
uati

0 2 1

_

ECT: Arizona State Technical Board of Registration

Mr. Miller:

will recall from our recent correspondence and telephone
ersation that we feel the Arizona Technical Board of Reg-
ation has failed t o act on behalf of the citizens i n con-
ion with the violation of state law. I have selected
e representative examples for your information and further
stigation and I Itave i n my posseslon several other si t-
ons that are similar i n nature.

You will note that the reference items number one and two are
signed by architects and advise their client that they are not
responsible for a complete set of plans and/or the electrical
contractor i s responsible for installation and calculations.
In either case the professional (?), i s aiding and abetting
contractors t o perform engineering services. The third example
i s o f a contractor signing as an engineer without a seal.

The f i rst and third examples were presented t o the State Tech-
nical Board of Registration and they have taken no action for
over one year. I n fact several other of my personal requests

. tor investigating malpractice have been ignored.

Please do not consider my own experiences as the only times
that the Board has failed t o act or even investigate unpro-
fessional conduct o r professional practice not short o f fraud.
ihe City of Phoenix Building Department has l i t tera l ly given
Up trying t o get action. The exact number o f unprofessional
designs submitted t o the City i s unknown, but I would judge_ -they are i n the hundreds. These records can be subpoenaed t o
subst antiate the facts, i f necessary.
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Art Miller

02739

1 will appreciate a reply t o this matter at your earliest con-
venience, and volunteer t o assist you i n anyway possible t o
see that the Technical Registration Board begins t o function
in the best interest of all people i n our fine State. Maybe. . . _
your ottice needs t o give them additional support i n matters
effecting public health and safety.

y truly yours,

/ /1/./

Wil

WBK/Ijd
cc: Govenor Jack Williams

h am B. Keller, P. E.
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NEW BUSINESS - Cont'd.

„q moved by Dean Faney and seconded by Mr. Place that the suggested datesW,„„
as shown on Minute Page 2735 be accepted and implemented by the Board. Motion

carried.

T} WaS moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Dean Fahey that Chairman
Charles W. Newlin be authorized to attend the Annual Meeting of the National
Council of Engineering Lxaminers in unicago, iiiinois on August lb -Li, 1910.
Motion carried.

Before calling for adjournment Chairman Newlin thanked the members of the Board
. .. _

for their assistance during his term of office as Chairman and conveyed his
personal assurance of assistance to the newly elected Chairman.

Dean Walter Fahey thanked the members of the Board for their consideration and
courtesy during his tenure as ex -officio member of the Board, and that while his
statutory term expired August 11, 1970, he would be pleased to assist and advise
the appointed members of the Board as they require to further professional
registration in this State. Chairman Newlin responded to Dean Fahey's thanks
and assured that his services would be continually needed.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business before this Board, it was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker
and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the meeting be adjourned at 3:30 P.M.

CHAI
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MINUTES OF THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

September 10, 1970
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_ s-ing of the State Board of Technical Registration was called to order by
Tre L Vanlandingham, Chairman, in the Business Administration Building, Roam 164,
Mt. "' •. • ___._ Q.nn A M q..mtnmhn, l n 107nNorthern Arizona cL, •

kerbocker

sst. Atty. Gen.

andingham welcomed the
rest of the affairs of

ABSENT
Lew Place

GUESTS
Walter J. Fahey, Dean, Coll. of

Engineering, Univ. of Arizona
Lee P. Thompson, Dean, Coll. of

Engineering, Ariz. St. Univ.
A. R. Turk
Ted Cole
Howard Cox (present at hearing on

rules only)

guests to the meeting and expressed appreciation
the Board of Technical Registration.

by Mt. Girand and seconded by Mr. Dryden that the minutes of the
e Board on June 24, 1970, be approved as presented. Motion carried.

then announced it was the time and place in the matter of Complaint
und Foerstel, registered Professional Engineer (Structural), No. 5124,
aiding and abetting and misconduct in the practice of his profession.
r, Assistant Attorney General, reported to the Board that Mr. Foerstel
nt and that Mt. William F. Haugh of Jennings, Strouss and Salmon, had
ct with the Attorney General's office. The discussion between
Mr. Miller resulted in a matter to be presented to the Board regarding

aring and/or Mr. Miller, as legal representative of the Board, advised
t a continuance to the December Board meeting in the formal hearing
idered.

the members of the Board regarding Mr. Miller's report resulted in
d by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Dryden that the matter of the
g, on the advice of counsel, be continued to 9:00 A.M. on December 11,
t regularly scheduled meeting of the Board, held in Phoenix, Arizona.
d.

nd no report.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE

Chairman of the committee, reported that at 1:30 P.M. on September
Flagstaff, Arizona, a public hearing on the proposed rule changes
. He further advised that the changes had been duly filed with the
State and that the public hearing as proposed had also been advertised
y law. Mr. Girand requested that the Chairman delay further the report
hanges to the time of the public hearing. Mr. Vanlandingham so ordered.
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!gr. Girand then
tich were firs,

wminute pages 26
weeks prior.to

the meeting.
- it s
rBoad amend.

reported i n

reported on the proposed revisions to the By -Laws of the Board
t reported to the Board at the June meeting and recommended as
83 through 2686. The members of the Board were also advised two
this meeting date that changes to the By -Laws would be considered
It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the
By -Laws to conform with the discussion of the June meeting as

ute Pages 2683 through 2686. Motion carried.

P M.. Chairman Vanlandingham reconvened the meeting of the Board after the
At 1 ' J 'luncheonadjournment and announced it was the time and place for the public hearing

mitin 1 -ha qtarreatni-17 nf at lpact tweantv (lavaon the proposea ruieo
. • Ani-n nnA wma A111.17 arlInartiapri ac rprinirpri hv law

prior
to tills muel_LuE, J

Girand reported that each member of the Board and guests had before them a
• nnatohlet wfticn was a CUEEeCl uepuLA. U L pLupubeu LuLeo scuu.Lu LyLLLLt

Pi r
adOptiOn

and that this pink pamphlet was identical to Minute Pages 2671 through
2682A as reported to tfle June meecing or -cue poaru.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that the existing Rules I
- - - - - •through VII be repealed i n i t s enti rety and that the proposed Rules I through

VII as identified above with the following correction be adopted:

"The corr
the refer,
should be

Discussion on t
participating.
received only o
per annum. Mr.
recommended on
Renewal Fees f o
moved that the
amended i n that
"Mr. Dryden' s m

ection being on Minute Page 2682, Rule IV, B(3), wherein
ence is made Rule III, B(1), and the correct reference
Rule IV, B(1)."

he motion followed with the members of the Board and guests
The Executive Director reported that the office of the Board had
me letter which protested the increase in renewal fees to $20.00
Dryden spoke in opposition to the fees covered in Rule III, as
Minute Pages 2679 through 2681, and most particularly on Item III, C,
r Registrants. After discussion of the proposed rules, Mr. Dryden
motion to repeal the existing rules and adopt the new rules be
Rule III,C, Renewal Fees, Item 1, be changed to $10.00 per annum.
otion died for lack of a second."

The vote on the original motion was called for by Dr. Newlin and the original
motion as moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Wyatt carried with eight members
voting, seven ayes and Mr. Dryden recorded as a vote in opposition to the adoption
_

ot the rules.

Chairman Vanlan
at this meeting

dingham thanked the guests for both their interest and attendance

Mr. Dryden repo
committee had h

cBoard' 8 onside

•

REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

rted that the Legislature was not now in session and that his
eld no meetings and had no recommendations at this time for the
ration.
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REPORT OF THE EVALUATION AND EXAMINATION COMMITTEES

7a1 Evaluation Committee meeting report of August 25, 1970, was
lairman Wyatt, as shown on Minute Pages 2744, 2745, 2746 and 2747.

Arc,h_AitecvCltu/h

present .

i t w as moved b
the Architectu
the Board. Mo

The schedule f
as shown on MI

It was moved b

approved as P r

The schedule f
(some landscap
the new rules)

It was moved b
and seconded b
Motion carried

The Engineerin
was presented

It was moved b
Engineering Ev
Motion carried

The schedule f
as shown on Mi

It was moved b
schedule be ap

Girand rep ,
professional e:
Board in consii
registration.
assist applicai
assistance did
Mr. Girand and
in question, e
Individually w
background or I
failed portion
examination i n

The Chairman d

Ing applicants,
Committee for
the letter inv
the Engineerin,

7 Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that the above report of
al Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and implemented by
:ion carried.

3r the Architectural Examinations in December, 1970, was presented
lute Page 2748.

7 Mr. Wyatt and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the above schedule be
asented. Motion carried.

3r the Landscape Architectural Examinations in December, 1970,
a architectural applicants under the old rules and some under
was presented as shown on Minute Page 2749.

7 Dr. Newlin, as Chairman of the Landscape Architectural Committee,
7 Mr. Girand that the above schedule be approved as presented.

; Evaluation Committee meeting report of August 26, 27, and 28, 1970,
py Chairman Knickerbocker, as shown on Minute Pages 2750, 2751 and 2752.

7 Mr. Girand and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the above report of the
aluation Committee meeting be accepted and implemented by the Board.

Dr the Engineering Examinations in December, 1970, was presented
aute Page 2753.

7 Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the above
?roved as presented. Motion carried.

Drted to the Board that there were six examinees who had taken the
‹aminations more than eight times and deserved assistance from the
lering their individual problems or weaknesses in securing professional
The Board was advised that it was a part of their responsibility to
nts for professional registration in every way possible wherein such
not violate the Board's statutory responsibilty. It was moved by
seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that to assist the engineering applicants
he Board authorize the Engineering Evaluation Committee to meet
ith each of the applicants to determine the weaknesses in the applicant's
examination and advise them how best to complete satisfactorily the
s of their written examinations prior to the next regularly scheduled
December. Motion carried.

irected the Executive Director to correspond with each of the engineer-
previously discussed, inviting them to appear before the Evaluation
such assistance as the Board could render, and he further directed that
iting these individuals to the meeting be reviewed by the Chairman of
g Evaluation Committee prior to release.
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FROM: A

Evaluation of Applicants
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DATE: August 25, 1970

The Archite

Arizona, wl

There being
applicants
professiona

1. The fol
satisfi
treatis
Arizona
for reg

II.

tate Board of Technical Registration

rchitectural Evaluation Committee

:tural Evaluation Committee met on August 25, 1970, in Phoenix,
th the following members present:

. L. Vanlandingham
alph L. Wyatt

a quorum present at all times the committee reviewed the following
and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
1 registration in Arizona:

lowing applicants having appeared before the Committee and
?.d the Committee they are fully qualified, including the
?, on lateral forces, to receive architectural registration in
under A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126, are hereby recommended
istration:

Anderson, Lawrence Leonard 70-207
Anderson, Richard Leigh 69-271
Balch, William Glenn 70-211
Belli, Edo Jesualdo 70-205
Coke, John Saint Hope Alexander 70-242
Davies, Philip Manning, Jr. 70-210
Frank, Richard John 70-195
Grist, John Kenneth 70-251
Hollingsworth, Erwin Dean 70-235
Hunt, Eugene Lee 70-193
Jacobson, David, Jr. (re-reg.#4692) 70-287
Johns, Lloyd Lee 64-98
Kirkman, Don Ray 70-192
McFarland, Robert Paul 70-245
Miller, C. Howard 70-209
Ponto, Robert Charles 70-87
Wells, Thomas Ott 70-99
Wright, Robert Byron 70-191

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while
completing the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional
evidence of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the
Board that these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

A _

L'-22-LIcarItEjIeldfor the December, 1970, examinations:

Matter,
Murphy,
Robison
Von Fan

Fred Sweetser 70-208 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Paul Michael 70-271 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
, Sam Houston, Jr. 70-293 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
;.e, Duane Charles 70-136 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
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Th following applicants having been advised that they must submit ae

111.
treatise and problem on seismic forces and for their failure to do so
within a reasonable length of time, the Committee recommends to the
Board that they be denied:

T.Tqrings, Robert F. 70-78
Stauber, Robert Frederick 70-28

V. The Committee reviewed the remaining architectural examinations given inI
June, 1970, and recommends to the Board that the grades as shown on the
pages following this report be so certified.

The Committee recommends to the Board that Recommendations I through IV of this
report be accepted ana implemented.

subm

"
L. wv at t ,--unotirman
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69-13 Lembke, Alfred 0.
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to.

Passed

* 69-291 Lewis, Dwayne Gage P P P P // /) RD 0 ,

69-282 Love, Elbert Howard 7 5 P F 8 1 7 5 8 3 8 4 C,F,G,H,I

69-382 Mason, Charles Lloyd F P P 8 2 8 8 8 6 8 1 F,G,H,I

70-6 Myers, Robert W. F F F 8 3 F 8 4 8 4 F,H,I

69-236 Pederson, Harold Samuel

* 70-74 Sewell, James Terrence Ex p Ex 8 3 Ex 82 8 1 F,H, I

67-81 Tachuk, Donald M.

* 67-209 Tremoulis, John P P P 7 5 P p G

69-302 Weber, Ronald George Ex Ex F Ex 77 Ex Ex G

69-330 Wiblin, Carman Eugene 7 6 P P P F P 7 6 C,I

67-244 Wilhelm, George Richard

11111 * 69- i_ William Vaughn P P P P 8 1 8 1 p G,H

66-199 Wonsley, Ronald Clayton



ARCHITECTS-IN-TRAINING

70-3

io-5

Black, Phillip James

carapich, Gerald

70-4 Kidwell, Richard L.

* 70-2 Taggart, Dennis L.
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2. Tucson
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02748
SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS

FOR
ARCHITECTS AND ARCHITECTS -IN -TRAINING

S:

rizona

ege of Architecture Building, South of University Drive on
venue, 3rd Floor, Arizona State University

krizona

E Architecture, Room 205, University of Arizona

:ember 19, 1970cila_PJL

8:00 A.M
Exmnin

to 8:00 P.M.
ition E, Architectural Design- "State Park Building"

(No reference material permitted)

Sunday, December 20, 1970

9:00 A.M
Examin

, to 12:00 Noon
ttion H, Professional Administration (No reference material permitted)

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination D, Site Planning- "Family Camp Facility"

(No reference material permitted)

Monday, December 21, 1970

9:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon
Examination F, Building Construction (No reference material permitted)

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination G, Structural Design (Reference material is permitted)

Tuesday, December 22, 1970

9:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M.
Examination C, History and Theory (No reference material permitted)

1:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Examination I, Building Equipment (No reference material permitted)



SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS
FOR

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS AND LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS -IN -TRAINING

1. -z2na.

New College of Architecture Building, South of University Drive on
. . _ _ .

Forest Avenue, Jrd Floor, Arizona state University

2. Tucson Arizona

School of Architecture, Room 205, University of Arizona

.atp...rde December, 19,1970

8:00 A.M. to 6:00 P.M.
part 3 - Landscape Architectural Design

(No reference material permitted)

02749

Sunday, December 20, 1970

9:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.M.
Part 4 - Construction (Reference material is permitted)

12:30 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
Part 4 - Site Planning (Old Rules) - "Family Camp Facility"

(No reference material permitted)

Monday, December 21, 1970

9:00 A.M. to 3:00 P.M.
Part 2 - Planting, Design and Identification (No reference material permitted)

Tuesday, December 22, 1970

9:00 A.M. to 11:00
Part 1 - History and Theory (No reference material permitted)

11:00 A.M. to 1:00 P.M.
Part 5 - Professional Administration (No reference material permitted)



TO:

FROM:

Evaluation of Applicants

The Enginee
Phoenix, Ar

There being
applicants
profess iona

tate Board of Technical Registration

ngineering Evaluation Committee

ring Evaluation
izona, with the

arle M. Cassidy
• W. Dryden
ohn Girand

02750
DATE: August 28, 1970

Committee met on August 26, 27, and 28, 1970, in
following members present:

James L. Knickerbocker
Charles W. Newlin

a quorum present at all times the Committee reviewed the following
and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
1 registration in Arizona:

I. Don James Hams, Civil Engineer, File #70-83, who was held for Parts 3 and 4
of the written examination at the June 24, 1970, Board meeting, Minute Page
2706, was reconsidered by the Committee and on the basis of his Michigan
registration being brought to a current status recommend that he be granted
registration.

II. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and satisfied
the Committee that 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:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Bardin, Albert Collins
Beach, John H.
Bennett, Grover Bryce
Brown, Philip Ellsworth
Bruesch, William Richard
Christensen, Robert Baynham
Clark, James Edward
Dickey, Charles Wendell
Eitzen, Henry Richard
Griffith, John David
Grippo, Raffaele (Ralph) C.
Harris, Richard Elmer
Hartig, Harry Edwin
Jeffries, Richard Bruce
King, Charles Herbert, Jr.
Lackey, James Franklin, Jr.
Leemhuis, Rudolph Ernst
McCausland, James I.
McLoughlin, Kevin Joseph
Moyer, Donald Harvey
Newcomb, William Coland
Oder, John Brown

70-244
70-217
70-171
70-228
70-126
70-177
70-201
70-160
70-121
70-216
70-116
70-169
70-237
70-156
70-188
70-180
70-163
70-227
70-220
70-234
70-176
70-225

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Coned.
Patterson, Robert Lyons
Perry, Norman Hagelberg
Prof fit, John Allen
Ruemmele, Werner A.
Scholz, Kurt Adalbert
Shahinian, Vaughn Lee
Summerville, David Scobell
Underhill, Harold Wertz, Jr.
Vail, Raymond
Vivian, James Alfred
Wakefield, Dal Norman
Welsh, Thomas R.
Wood, William James

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Brown, Frederick Russell
Collins, Matthew John
Eriqat, Albert Kareem
Finney, Frederic Norton,III
Liss, Sheldon
Rothschild, Henry

70-173
70-230
70-143
70-204
70-152
70-213
70-246
70-249
70-158
70-174
70-187
70-182
70-162

70-196
70-155
70-166
70-165
70-110
70-222



II. Continued

IN TRIAL E ERINg_
Emerick, Paul L., Jr.

MECHANICAl ENGINEE RING_
Anderson, Clarence Henry
Barr, Lawrence Dale
Collins, Matthew John
Collinson, Delbert Eugene
Crawford, Brady T.
Fremon, Edward B.
Lizardos, George J.
Roberts, Jack Francis
Ward, Thomas Leon

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Osborn, Clyde E.

MINING ENGINEERING
Friedman, Adelbert A.

70-248

70-54
70-153
70-142
70-168
70-233
70-224
70-161
70-247
70-175

70-154

70-92

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Bivens, Larry Allen
Hart, Gordon M.

LAND SURVEYING
Beach, John H.
Chavez, Jose Carlos
Clark, James Edward
Conley, Tommy Richard
Mierau, Irwin R.
Miller, Robert C.
Mills, John Howard
Monteith, Earl Keahey
Mullins, Russell John
Pettit, William P.
Proffit, John Allen
Sayles, William Edgar

02751

70-112
69-363

70-218
70-178
70-202
70-167
70-125
70-113
70-203
70-164
70-190
70-186
70-144
70-119

The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence of
their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that
these individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

Applicants held for the December, 1970, written examinations:

AGRICULTURAL ENGINEERING
Neumann, Thomas Willard 70-214

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Arnold, John Marshall 70-188
Baker, Claude Varney 70-139
Bertella, Guido Joseph 70-58
Gatlin, Clifford Irving 70-223
Smith, Vincent James 70-172

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Bergsneider, Peter 70-185
Martinez, Joseph B. 70-240
Sims, Lee Leon 70-170

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING
Youell, James Robert 70-226

GEOPHYSICAL ENGINEERING
Matthews, John Phillips, Jr. 70-122

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
Wingfield, Richard Dixon 70-219

Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
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Cont

MECHAN
Miller

IV.

MINING
Graves
Stout,

ued

ICAL ENGINEERING
, Robert Carson

ENGINEERING
, Arthur Joseph
Donald Clinton

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Baker, Claude Varney
Djordjevic, Vlastimir
Hanson, George Charles
Hollingsworth, Erwin Dean

GEOLOGY
Graves, Arthur Joseph

70-184

70-104
70-232

70-197
70-118
70-145
70-239

70-103

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3, 4, 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6

Parts 3 and 4

The following applicants having been advised twice they
appear before the Committee and for their failure to do
recommends to the Board that they be denied for failure
requirements of the Board within a reasonable length of

Barrett, Robert Kenneth
Brown, Jorge Diego
Bruchner, Gordon William
Burleson, Thomas Martin
Chiang, Dean D.
Peabody, Irving Leroy
Stottler, Richard Rusted,
Young, William Lawson

The Committ
report be a

70-127
70-38
69-348
70-13
70-96
70-19

Jr. 70-4
69-341

ee recommends to the Board
ccepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

James L. Knickerbockerickerbocker, Chairman

were scheduled to
so the Committee
to complete the
time:

Geologist
Mechanical Engineer
Civil Engineer
Land Surveyor
Civil Engineer
Civil Engineer
Civil Engineer
Civil Engineer

that Recommendations I through IV of this



DECEMBER SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS

SA111 9 5L --15 -12-1222
ARIZONA - Report to Room G 150, Ground Floor of the Engineering

TEr , ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY.

ON ARIZONA - Report to Rooms 301 and 303 of the Civil Engineering
TuCS TiNTIT FRSTTV OF ARIZONA_

II

8:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon

All professional engineering applicants held for Part I, Fundamentals

All ,rofessional geology applicants held for Part I, Basic Geology.
A U - r- - -

All land surveying applicants held for Part I, Surveying Techniques.

Ali p_T_T. and u ol.T. iippiLeauLs Lieiu LUL uueeLLuu I 01: Lue iu- LraLuLu6

All assaying applicants held for Part I, Assaying Examination.

1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M.

All professional engineering applicants held for Part II, Fundamentals of

All professional geology applicants held for Part II, Basic Geology.

All land surveying applicants held for Part II, Computations.

All E.I.T. and G.I.T. applicants held for Subsection IIof the in -training

All assaying applicants held for Part II, Assaying Examination.

SUNDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1970

2753

Center at

Bldg. at the

of Engineering.

exam.

Engineering.

exam.

TRIPE, ARIZONA - Report to Room G 150, Ground Floor of the Engineering Center at
ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY.

TUCSON, ARIZONA - Report to Rooms 301 and 303 of the Civil Engineering Bldg. at the
UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA.

8:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon

Part III

Part III

Part III

- Engineering Analysis - all branches of engineering.

- Applied Geology.

- Land Surveying Rules and Regulations.

1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M.

Part IV

Part IV

Part IV

- Engineering Design - all branches of

- Geological Problems.

- Land Surveying Legal Principles.

I! 14. MONDAY DECEMBER 7 1970

TEMPE, ARIZONA (only) -

8:00 A.M. to 12.nn mr.,,

TEMPE, ARIZONA (only) - Report

8:00 A M to 12:00 Noon - Part

1

iYLP.M. to 5:00 P.M. - Part VI - Structural Engrs. - Structural Engrg. Design

engineering.

to Wing G, Engineering Center, ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY

V - Structural Engrs. - Comprehensive Engrg. Design
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REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES - Cont'd.

Director read the report of Dr. Shirley N. Fahey to the members of
The ,2;(1p the personal audience examination, Series V, and Dean Walter Fahey
the J5(-)' - -

amplified
the evaluation reported by Dr. Shirley N. Fahey, justifying the material

mr. Kpickprhocker reported the results of the written personalits conceuL. .
pxamination greatly assiscea cue pvaluaulon e U.e Le 1.1.111L11 L16

- -
_1_,,cgpS in regards to the State statutes, and, when questioned, the applicants

_ rracnnnQP t n t hp iie n f thp pprqopal nudippop pxamination.usually gave a Lay-,. _r_

m,. Vanlandingham commented that for the first time he now approves of the written
personal audience examination and appreciates its service to the boara.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that Dr. Fahey's
• Mes1-4^, ^nr.r.icaAreport be circula_LCU L U ULLC MGMuCio v i LLLC 1,actiu.

It was moved by Mr. Wyatt and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the following applicants
- • • • • .are to be denied for failure to compietethe written examinations as requirea by

_ . . .the Board within a reasonable Length of time. motion carriea.

Fiera, John Anton 67-103 Architect
Goetz, Ronald Richard 69-20 Architect -in -Training

It was moved by Mi.. Dryden and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the following applicants
are to be denied with neither prejudice nor refund at their request. Motion carried.

Capco, Domenic
Hillman, Joseph Edward
Lusk, Dietz, Jr.
Wilkinson, Robert Merritt
Owens, James Jefferson

69-392
69-384
70-25
70-5
70-105

Land Surveyor
Highway Engineer
Architect
Architect
Land Surveyor

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that the following
applicants for professional registration having completed the personal audience
and all other requirements of this Board be granted registration and assigned
the registration number as indicated. Motion carried.

ARCHITECTURE
Anderson, Lawrence Leonard
Anderson, Richard Leigh
Balch, William Glenn
Belli, Edo Jesualdo
Brooks, Roger William
Cable, Norman Vance, Jr.
Carr, Robert Harold
Coke, John Saint Hope Alexander
bavies, Philip Manning, Jr.
rrank, Richard John_
Grist, John Kenneth
Hollingsworth, Erwin Dean
mint, Eugene LPF,_
Jacobson, David, Jr.
Johns, Lloyd

T.P.t.

Kirkman, Don
Rml,

Lewis, Dqav,-, r .
McFarland, Robert Paul

mnard 7518
7605
7606
7607
7608

Jr. 7609
7610

Alexander 7611
7612
7613
7614

)ean 7615
7616

(re-regis.) 4692
7617
7618
7619
7620

ARCHITECTURE - Continued
Miller, C. Howard
Ponto, Robert Charles
Sewell, James Terrence
Tremoulis, John
Wells, Thomas Ott
Willis, William Vaughn
Wright, Robert Byron

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Bardin, Albert Collins
Beach, John H.
Bennett, Grover Bryce
Brown, Philip Ellsworth
Bruesch, William Richard
Christensen, Robert Baynham
Clark, James Edward
Dickey, Charles Wnedell
Eitzen, Henry Richard

7621
7622
7623
7624
7625
7626
7627

7628
7629
7630
7631
7632
7633
7634
7635
7636
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REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES - Cont'd.

INEERING - Cont'd.

Griffith, oonn
- •Raipn u.

IlL ,vr1.1„mQ. Don James
Harris, Richard Elmer
11.rtiR, Harry tawin

ToffrieS, Richard Bruce
Charles Herbert, Jr.

Lackey, James Franklin, Jr.
-Leemhuis, Rudolph Ernst

wcausland, James 1.
McLoughlin, Kevin Joseph

_Moyer, Donald Harvey_
Newcomb, William Coland
Oder, John Brown
Patterson, Robert Lyons
Perry, Norman Hagelberg
Proffit, John Allen
Ruemmele, Werner A.
Scholz, Kurt Adalbert
Shahinian, Vaughn Lee
Summerville, David Scobell
Underhill, Harold Wertz, Jr.
Vail, Raymond
Vivian, James Alfred
Wakefield, Dal Norman
Welsh, Thomas R.
Wood, William James

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Brown, Frederick Russell
Collins, Matthew John
Eriqat, Albert Kareem
Finney, Frederic Norton, III
Liss, Sheldon
Rothschild, Henry

It was moved by Mt. Wyatt and
for in-training certification
tions be granted registration
. .indicated. Motion carried.

ARCHITECT-IN -TRAINING
Taggart , Dennis L.

ENGINEER-IN-TRAINING
Bruno, Leonard
Deswood, Luke

Pe i - P r_
Erie, Leonard Julious, II
.uwier, Willinm
Gilbert, Robert Leroy

7637
7638
7639
7640
7641
7642
7643
7644
7645
7646
7647
7648
7649
7650
7651
7652
7653
7654
7655
7656
7657
7658
7659
7660
7661
7662
7663

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
Emerick, Paul L., Jr. 7670

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Anderson, Clarence Henry
Barr, Lawrence Dale
Collins, Matthew John
Collinson, Delbert Eugene
Crawford, Brady T.
Fremon, Edward B.
Lizardos, George J.
Roberts, Jack Francis
Ward, Thomas Leon

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Osborn, Clyde E.

7671
7672
7673
7674
7675
7676
7677
7678
7679

7680

MINING ENGINEERING
Firedman, Adelbert A. 7681

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Bivens, Larry Allen
Hart, Gordon M.

LAND SURVEYING
Beach, John H.
Chavez, Jose Carlos
Clark, James Edward
Conley, Tommy Richard
Mierau, Irwin R.

7664 Miller, Robert C.
7665 Mills, John Edward
7666 Mont ieth, Earl Keahey
7667 Mullins, Russell John
7668 Pettit, William P.
7669 Proffit, John Allen

Sayles, William Edgar

7682
7683

7684
7685
7686
7687
7688
7689
7690
7691
7692
7693
7694
7695

seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the following applicants
having satisfactorily completed the written examina-
and assigned the in -training registration numbers as

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING - Cont'd.
99 Gray, David Neal

Hall, Harold R., Jr.
Healey, David Carl

889 Jones, Preston
890 Kantor, William Stephen,
891 Knuppel, Lee Alan
892 LaJeunesse, Thomas J.
893 Lambert, Paul K.

894
895
896
897

Jr. 898
899
900
901
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REPORT OF THE EVALUATION & EXAMINATION COMMITTEES - Cont'd.

-TRAINING - Cont'd.EN IN
777.- Jeffrey iee

-McGill, Joseph Conrad

x4,-,Kee, Henry btewarc
Palomino, Gilbert Ernest

— -
Dmndolph , James ic.ay
Smith, Douglas Donel

Smith, Jim

It was move
applicants
College of
the in-trai

902
903
904
905
906
907
908

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING - Cont'd.
Stevens, Paul Mills
Taylor, James Gregory
Troyer, Brian Marshall
Venn, Robert Jay, III
Wake, Ward
Wrigley, William Walter

909
910
911
912
913
914

d by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the following
for in -training certification having been certified by the Deans of
Engineering, under Rule II, C(6), be granted registration and assigned
ning registration numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

ENGINEER-IN-TRAINING
Botkin, James T., Jr.
Colapert, Edward E.
Dana, James Steven

Dr. Newlin
Examiners'
that he was
completing
engineers a
could be pr
He announce
al comity w
Arizona was
by each and
respons ibil

He further
at this mee
was conside
Board.

The nationa
the Fundame
its use. T
examination
in particul

915 Foster, Jerry Allen
916 Goddard, Donald G.
917 Way, George Bert

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE

918
919
920

reported orally on his attendance at the National Council of Engineering
annual meeting in Chicago, Illinois, August 17-21, 1970. He commented
a member of the Model Law Committee and that this committee after
the Model Law for engineers was now attempting a Model Law for both
nd land surveyors in combined boards, and, if unrestrained, for years
eparing model laws for the National Council of Engineering Examiners.
d that one of the aims of the Executive Secretary was a nation-
ith no personal audiences by the individual state boards and that
particularly pointed out as a State requring a definite appearance
every applicant in that it was not proper for Arizona to delegate its
ity to a national organization.

reported that Arizona did receive a favorable report on law enforcement
ting and that discussion of an uniform form for State -to -State information
red but at the present he did not recommend its adoption by the Arizona

1 committee meetings indicated that greater acceptance was given to
ntals of Engineering examination (E.I.T.) with California now adopting
he problems faced by the Arizona Board in preparing professional
s was also faced by the Examination Committee of the National Council,
arly the electrical engineering examination.

Dr. Newlin closed his comments with the information the new National President of
the National Counni1

n f Pnyinc..nrina Plramininne wmc rhPQI-Or. A_ Anoni-e whn dencirac-------
to expand registrarinn anA ninnnanitinn n f anainn,nne whilin i n hiQ nnininn th i c

more truly a function of the professional societies and not the National Council
of Engineering Fwaminpra_

It was move
report of D

d by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Wyatt that the Board accept the
r. Newlin. Motion carried.
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Mr. Cassidy
had been su
prior to S
as discusse
entirety, a

Mr. Dryden
in Mohave C
engineer, MI

letter, as
Board as th
no action a
and seconde
take no act
statutes wa

J. Devlin regarding problems
engineer. The other professional
of Mt. Devlin to the Board by
Dryden recommended to the
statutes that the Board take
It was moved by Mt. Cassidy

1 by Mr. Girand that the Board accept Mr. Dryden's recommendation and
ion in this matter until such time a complaint of a violation of the
3 made by one or the other registrant. Motion carried.

)ocker commented for the record that if the Board had at the present
sstigator, it might determine more fully the basis for the conflict
;e individuals.

Mr. Knickert
time an inv
between the

The Executiv
Mr. John K.
Structural E
on Lot 15, E
advised the
Board and th
and abetting
substantiate
with counse
revocation c
and miscondu
seconded by
against Mr.
In the matte
complaint of
the formal h
Attorney Gen
investigatic

re Director reported on the allegations by Mr. Joseph Gabriel against
Parsons, a registered Civil Engineer, No. 4426, and a registered
:ngineer, No. 4427, regarding an apartment complex in Lake Havasu City,
3lock 5, Tract 115, as shown on Minute Page 2783. The Executive Director
Board that the plans in question were available to the office of the
tat Mr. Gabriel's allegation charging Mr. John K. Parsons with aiding
; a non -registrant in the illegal practice of architecture appears
!d. The Executive Director recommended to the Board, after consultation
, that Mt. John K. Parsons should be held for a formal hearing for
)r suspension and be charged with aiding and abetting a non -registrant
Lct in the practice of his profession. It was moved by Dr. Newlin and
Mt. Girand that the Board hold a formal hearing and file a complaint
John K. Parsons, registered Civil Engineer and Structural Engineer,
r of the Palm Royale' Apartments, Lake Havasu City, as alleged in the
Joseph Gabriel, registered Architect. Motion carried. The date of

Leering is to be established by the Chairman of the Board as soon as the
ieral and staff have prepared the necessary documents and completed its

The Executiv
regarding Ro
Is shown as
located on L
alleges that
and sealed b
Board that t
regarding th
seconded by

as referred
Board as soo

REPORT OF THE BUDGET COMMITTEE

reported to the Board on the budget for Fiscal Year 1971-1972 which
bmitted to the Commissioner of Finance as required by State statute
.ptember 1, 1970. The budget incorporated the wishes of the Board

at the June meeting, and was presented for the record, in its
3 shown on Minute Pages 2758 through 2780.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #1

reported on a discussion held with Mt. N.
Dunty, Kingman, with another professional
r. Herb Shipley, reported on his comments
shown on Minute Pages 2781 and 2782. Mr.
smwas no complaint of a violation of the
t this time in the Devlin -Shipley matter.

'e Director reported on another complaint from Mr. Joseph Gabriel
bert R. Johnson, registered Civil Engineer, No. 6391, and the complaint
Minute Page 2784. It is with regard to the Zeski Commercial Building,
,ot 20, Block 2, Tract 161, Lake Havasu City, wherein Mr. Gabriel
the drawings were prepared by Mr. N. Joe Yogurst, a non -registrant,

y the registrant, Robert R. Johnson. The Executive Director advised the
he subject plans were not presently available and a recommendation
is complaint could not be made. It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and
Mr. Dryden that the Executive Director secure the necessary drawings
to in Mr. Gabriel's complaint on Minute Page 2784, and report to the
n as practicable. Motion carried.
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STATE OF ARIZONA

BUDGET REQUEST FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1971-1972

Budget Request Approved By
Board's / )Signature /'",)

Budget Request Prepared B y Budget Comi,6tee & Exec&t.i'Ve Director

Executive Director
Title

264-3836
Phone

SCHEDULE

kilgust 28, 1970
Date

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration

Address 3550 North Central Ave., Suite 923

Phoenix, Arizona 85012

A.R.S. Citation Title 32, Chapter I, ARS 1956, 1970

Fund Sources 90/10 Agency - ARS 32-109, Technical

Registration Fund - 17-396-00-7000

RECEIPTS

Description Fund
Actual Estimated

1970-1971 1971-19721967-1968 1968-1969 1969-1970

Renewal Fees 41,035.50 42,528.00 45,524.00 86,000.00 96,000.00
Application Fees 8,910.00 11,640.00 11,885.00 13,000.00 13,000.00

Temporary Certificates 1,500.00 4,650.00 2,750.00
Examination Fees 7,110.00 8,112.50 8,240.00 6,000.00 6,000.00

New Certificates 30.00 6.00 33.00
Annual Reports 53.00 70.00 59.00
Miscellaneous 13.90 25.95 37.00
WCARB Treatises -0- -0- 950.00
NCARB Personal Audiences 10.00 -0- -0-

' NCARB Senior Examinations 50.00 -0- -0-
NCARB Refund (1007 Technical Fund) -0- 44.50 -0-
Other Refunds(10070 Technical Fund) -0- 529.48 -0-

C
TOTAL REVENUE 58,712.40 67,606.43 69,478.00 105,000.00 115,000.00 tO

10% General Fund General 5,871.25 6,703.26 6,947.80 10,500.00 11,500.00 CO
90% Technical Fund Technical 52,841.15 60,903.17 62,530.20 94,500.00 103,500.00 on

Page 1 of
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for 1971-72.

STATE OF ARIZONA

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE lA

The Statutes covering this Board were changed in the last Legislature and the changes became effective
August 11, 1970.

In compliance with the above, the Board has advertised for rule changes on September 10, 1970. It is believed
the fees established at that time will be as follows for renewal and application fees. Examination fees will not
be changed from the present schedule:

Renewal fee - all registrations $20.00 per year

Application fees: Residents $25.00
Non-residents $50.00

The estimated receipts are based on 4,300 renewals at $20.00 for 1970r.71, and 4,800 renewals at $20.00
This allows 500 renewals to drop out because of the increased rate.

The excess funds 1970-71 would accrue to the reserve fund in case underestimate is made for 1971-72 year.

Ca
CD

Page 2 of 23



Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration

STATE OF ART7ONA

PROGRAM SUMMARY

SCHEDULE 2

Program Title

Program Objective or Purpose

Actual
1969-1970

Estimated
1970-1971

Requested
1971-1972

Amount % Amount % Amount

Registration of Architects, Assayers, Engineers,

_

Geologists, Landscape Architects and Land Surveyors 67,302.00 100 73,612.00 100 99,564.00 100

0
tO
NI
On
0
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•
Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

WORKLOAD AND STATISTICAL FACTORS

State Board of Technical Registration

Description of Factor Used Actual Estimated
1967-1968 1968-1969 1969-1970 1970-1971 1971-1972

.. .

Registrations renewed 3,914 3,993 4,320 4,878 4,500

Registrations granted 370 378 358 375 375

Delinquent or deceased 291 51 200 753 75

Total registrations as of July 1 3,993 4,320 4,878 4,500 4,800

Applications in progress as of July 1 -- -- 464 400 500

Ratio of employees to registrants and
applicants 1:1,350 1:1,330 1:1,340 1:1,225 1:1,060

Per capita cost per renewal $12.20 $13.60 $12.60 $15.00 $18.70

C
tO
NI
In
ii.A.

Page 4 of 2
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STATE OF ARIZONA

SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES AND BUDGET REQUESTS

Agency Name State Board of Technical Registration

.• • • • • • •

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1967-1968

Actual
Expenditures
1968-1969

Actual
Expenditures
1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures
1970-1971

Budget
Request
1971-1972

Governor's
Recommendatior
1971-1972

-

PERSONAL SERVICES AND EMPLOYEE
RELATED EXPENDITURES

Number of F.T.E. Positions ......

Personal Services ...............

Employee Related Expenditures ...

DPERATING EXPENDITURES

Professional & Outside Services.

Travel - State ..................

Travel - Out -of -State ...........

Food ............................

Other Operating Expenditures ....

WITAL OUTLAY

Equipment and Other Items .......

Land, Buildings & Improvements ..

SISTANCE TO OTHERS ..............

)THER REFUNDS

TOTAL

3
-

3.25 4

„

4 5
.

22,600.00 26,773.00 31,655.00
_

35,395.00 47,828.00

1,965.00 2,367.00 2,778.00 3,550.00 4,805.00

2,074.00 - o - 667.00

_

3,122.00 5,500.00

2,896.00 3,450.00

_

3,030.00 4,000.00 6,400.00

2,040.00 1,508.00 1,470.00 1,900.00 2,850.00
_ _

17,204.00 24,550.00 27,540.00 . 24,358.00 26,225.00_

43.00 - o - - o - 937.00 5,606.00

245.00 108.00 162.00 350.00

.

350.00

49,065.00 58,756.00 67,302.00 73,612.00 99,564.00
(

....

Page 5 of 23



Agency Name _- _
111...wm

State Board of Technical Registration

SOURCE

dirmer...4111111111111111110000.0... 111K

STATE OF ARIZONA

SOURCE AND DISPOSITION OF FUNDS

1967-1968
.

1968-1969 1969-1970 1970-1971 1971-1972
.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Balance Forward From Prior Year ................

General Fund Appropriation .....................

Special Fund Appropriation .....................

Supplemental Appropriation .....................

Appropriated Receipts ..........................

Federal Funds ..................................

Other Funds (Specify) ..........................

Escheated Receipts

TOTAL

)ISPOSITION OF FUNDS

Expenditures ...................................

Other (Specify) REFUNDS

Amount Reverted ................................

Balance Forward to Next Year ...................

TOTAL

16,414.00 20,188.00 22,335.00 17,563.00 38,451.00

.

49,030.00 58,678.00 62,530.00 73,612.00 1039500.00

3,811.00 2,225.00 20,888.00

69,255.00 81,091.00 84,865.00 112,063.00 1419951.00
- -

48,822.00 58,648.00 67,140.00 73,262.00 99,214.00

245.00 108.00 162.00 350.00
_

350.00

,

(
t

42,387.00 '
C

141,951.00 C

20,188.00 22,335.00 17,563.00 38,451.00

69,255.00 81,091.00 84,865.00 112,063.00

Page 6 of



STATE OF ARIZONA

SUMMARY OF POSITIONS AND PERSONAL SERVICES

Agency Name STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

Present Positions Additional
Positions

Total
Positions

Actual Estimated Budget Budget Budget
Expenditures
1969-1970

Expenditures
1270-1971

Request
1971-1972

Request
1 71-1972

Request
1971-1972

Summary of Positiofis FTE
No. Amount

FTE
No.

_

Amount
FTE
No. Amount

FTE
No. Amount

FTE
No. Amount

- I

Boards and Commissions

— _

Regular Employees ' 4 31,655.00 4 35,395.00 4 37,604.00 1 10,224.00 5 47,828.00

Temporary Employees

Other (Specify)

TOTAL - To Schedule 4 4 31,655.00 4 35,395.00 4 37,604.00 1 10,224.00 5 47,828.00
_

Amount of 1969-1970 Personal Services Reversion $ 24.60

Explanation of Reversion: One position normally Clerk -Steno II was filled by a Clerk -Typist II for a short
period of time.

Page 7 of 23
tO
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STATE OF ARIZONA

PRESENT POSITIONS AND PERSONAL SERVICES

Agency Name STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION SCHEDIJTE

1969-1970 1970-1971 1971-1972
. Class Class FTE Actual FTE Estimated - FTE Budget Increase Requested

Classification Title Code Grade No. Expenditures No. Expenditures No. Request Amount %

Executive Director .-
,

x 1 15,750.00 1 16,800.00

_

1 18,500.00 1,700.00

Secretary 1 12881 011-4 1 6,090.00 1 7,188.00 1 7,548.00
(Office Manager) • 0) 120.00 240.00

()Merit step 11-4 to 11-5 7,308.00 ST
1 March 1971

Clerk -Steno II 12812 007-4 1 5,040.00 1 5,568.00 1 5,820.00
()Merit step 7-4 to 7-5 0 231.00 21.00

1 August 1970 5,799.00 ST

Clerk -Steno IT 12812 007-3 1 4,775.40 1 5,328.00 1 5,736.00 80.00
COMerit step 7-3 to 7-4 0 160.00

1 November 1970 5,488.00 ST
0 Merit step 7-4 to 7-5 0 168.00

1 November 1971

Page 8 of 23 (,..").
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STATE OF ARIZONA

ADDITIONAL POSITIONS REWESTED

Aaencv Name CWATIC. lanArm nt. TVOUMTPAT DV O T O M A T Y ^ x l ROTIRPUTR_

Amount
Amount of
Employee Other Costs

Class Class of Related Expenditure
Classification Title Grade Code Salary Expenditures Classification Amount TOTAL

Envestigator/Attorpey 18 New 10,224.00

—
1,083.00 Operating Expenditures

.

1,200.00 1,200.007220.0 Travel State
(schedule 11)

7224.0 Vehicle Expense 1,200.00 1,200.00
(schedule 11)

Capital Outlay
7431 Office Furniture 506.00 506.00
(schedule 24 & 26)

7436 Passenger Car 3,100.00 3,100.00
(schedule 26)

10,224.00 1,083.00 6,006.00 6,006.00 _

Justification for Additional Positions: The Board has for years felt that if it is to comply with the statutes
and fully protect the public health, welfare and safety, an investigator
would be required to prepare cases for prosecution through county attorneys
or in the case of registrants' hearings before the Board.

9 of 23 CP)Page



STATE OF ARIZONA

EMPLOYEE RELATED EXPENDITURES

Agency Name STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION SCHEDULE 9

Actual
Expenditures
1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures
1970-1971

Budget
Request
1971-1972

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Workmen's Compensation Insurance Premiums ........

F. I. C. A. Taxes ................................

Retirement Contributions .........................

Personnel Commission Services ....................

Position Bond Premiums ...........................

Uniform Allowances (See Below) ...................

Other (Specify) ..................................

TOTAL - To Schedule 4

184.00 249.00 65.00

1,152 00 1,467.00

...

1,993.00 526.00

1,516.00 1,770.00 2,391.00 621.00

110.00 129.00 172.00

_

43.00

.

2,778.00 3,550.00 4,805.00 1,255.00
....

Describe Uniform Allowance Policies: None

Cr)
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Agency Name

.10,101111111111Meolm.s...

STATE OF ARIZONA

PROFESSIONAL AND OUTSIDE SERVICES

State Board of Technical Registration SCHEDULE 10

Type of Service Description, Justification and Expected Results
Amount

Requested

7216 -Professional and
Outside Services

(Date Processing Serv.

7219 -Professional and
Outside Services

(Other)

Cost of maintaining registrants records on State computer, preparing
renewal notices and preparing receipts

1. Cost of investigative services in preparing complaidts against
violators.

2. Cost of preparation and grading of engineering and land surveying
examinations including the cost of purchasing national examinations
(including grading) for Engineer -in -Training, Architects and Landscape
Architects. Payment to monitors for these examinations who are not
regular employees is also included.

TOTAL - To Schedule 4

300.00

200.00

5,000.00

Cr)
Cit)

5,500.00

Page 11 of 23
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STATE OF ARIZONA

TRAVEL - STATE

.1.11C,../11G

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures
1970-1971

Budget
Request
1971-1972

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation
_

Mileage .........................

Subsistence .....................

Public Transportation ...........

Vehicle Expense .................

Other ...........................

TOTAL - To Schedule 4

1,635.00 2,100.00 2,100.00

1,385.00 1,525.00 2,600.00 1,075.00

175.00 175.00

1.200.00

_

- 1.200.00

10.00 _ 200.00 325.00 125.00

3,030.00 4,000.00 6,400.00 2,400.00

STATE OWNED VEHICLES:

Number Owned ....................

Miles Driven ....................

PRIVA1ELY OWNED VEHICLES:
No. of Employees driving -
under 10,000 mi. per year .......

10,000 - 20,000 mi. per year ....

over 20,000 mi. per year ........

1969-1970 1970-1971 1971-1972

1

Increase

1

12,000 12,000

4 4 4 -0-

..

Purpose(s) of Travel and Justification for Increase: Increase is due to new position of Investigator/Attorney - ($2,400.
Otber travel is for normal business of Board - Executive Director's
travel and Board members' travel to and from meetings as well as
employees' travel to give examinations.

Cr')
Page 12 of 23 CZ



STATE OF ARIZONA

TRAVEL - OUT-OF-STATE

Arrennv NTh CPA TV n n A v n A W MVPUMTPAT D W , TOTtIATTAM
y r ..,viumive.,,JA V,44;okslOAIXtfliVil ROTIVITTT7 7

Number
COST OF TRIP

Publicof
Trans-

Purpose Days People portation Subsistence Other Total

Annual conference - 'National Council of 7 1 370.00 210.00 80.00 660.00
Engineering Examiners (Puerto Rico)

Annual work session - Western Region National 3 2 300.00 180.00 20.00 500.00
Council Architectural Registration Boards
(somewhere in Northwest)

Annual work session - Western Zone of National 3 2 560.00 180.00 100.00 840.00
Council of Engineering (Alaska)

Annual conference - Council of Landscape Archi- 3 1 250.00 90.00 10.00 350.00
tectural Registration Boards (somewhere in
East)

Annual conference - National Council of Archi- 4 1 300.00 120.00 80.00 500.00
tectural Registration Boards (somewhere in
South)

Justification for increase over 1970-1971 travel amount:

All 70-71 meetings are scheduled for Western United States. 71-72 meetings
are scheduled from Puerto Rico to Alaska - Increase would have been larger
if we could figure 2 persons at annual meetings. If the State is to really
benefit, a Board Member is needed to vote on resolutions at general sessions
and a staff member to attend staff work seminars, which are usually simultaneous.

TOTAL - To Schedule 4 2,850.00

Page 13 of 23



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES

STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION SCHEDULE

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures
1970-1971

Budget
Request

1971-1972

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Occupancy Expenqe ...............

Warehouse & Storage Expense .....

Maintenance and Repairs .........
Office Supplies 7280.0

Data Processing Supplies ........

Institutional and Household
Supplies ......................

Field Supplies ..................

Vehicle Supplies ................

Manufacturing Supplies ..........

Communication and Shipping
Expense .......................

Rental of Equipment .............

Entertainment ...................

Dues and Subscriptions ..........

Insurance .......................

Other (Specify) ...':a:11: -..c.°:.8:
Miscellaneous (old code 299)

TOTAL - To Schedule 4

5,705.00 6,969.00 7,398.00 429.00

220.00 325.00 325.00 -0-

4,959.00 4,000.00 4,000.00 -

10,496.00 10,350.00 11,650.00 1,300.00

953.00 1 262 00 1,400 00 138.00

1,115.00 1,452.00 1,452.00 -0-

4,092.00

27,540.00 24,358.00 26,225.00 1,867.00
______

Page 14 of



STATE OF ARIZONA

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES
OCCUPANCY EXPENSE

Agency Name STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION 1SCHEDULE 1

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures
1970-1971

Budget
Request
1971-1972

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Rent 7411.kg

Utilities 7252.0

Maintenance andand Repairs ... 7A41.0.

Insurance 7254.0

Other (Specify) •

TOTAL - To Schedule 14

5,628.00

,

6,899.00 7,328.00 429.00

20.00 20.00

27.00 50.00 50.00 -0-

50.00 -0- -0- -0-
. .

5,705.00 6,969.00 7,398.00 429.00
—

FOR EACH FACILITY RENTED
1971-1972

LOCATION

Suite 923, 3550 North Central Avenue, Phoenix

Number of
Square
Feet

Cost Per
Square
Foot

Total Amount
For Each
Location

Governor's
Recommendation

1084 6.50 & 4% tax 7,328.00

. _

-----)
r.iNk

ny.

Page 15 of 23

Justification for Increase: 69-70 and part of 70-71 were a sublease on the premises from an insurance company.
71-72 will be a direct lease at the cheapest rate this area has.
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STATh OF ARIZONA

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIRS

...amm.Aftweft AV, .111-1,11•TI.1,"•T -  -  -  -  -LALf DVAKU Vr 1 fl1NL LaLVIJIRAIIUN ntipuip;

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures
1970-1971

Budget
Request
1971-1972

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Parks and Grounds ...............

Furniture, Fixtures and
Equipment .....................

Shop, ConstructionConstruction and
Maintenance Equipment .........

Highways, Bridges & Roads .......

Other (Specify) .................

TOTAL - To Schedule 14

220.00 325.00 325.00

.

220.00 325.00 325.00 -0-

Justification for Increase: None

Page 16 of 23
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STATE OF ARIZONA

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES
CONNUNICATION AND SHIPPING EXPENSE

Agency Name STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION SCHEDULE

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures
1970-1971

Budget
Request

1971-1972

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Printing ........................

Advertising .....................

Reporting andand Recoraing .........

Postage .........................

Telephone and Telegraph .........

Telecommunications ..............

Freight, Express, Drayage
and Messenger .................

Other (Specify) .................(Specify)

TOTAL - To Schedule 14

,

6,107.00 4,800.00 5,000.00 200.00

300.00 300.00

500.00 500.00 -0-

2,644.00 2.800.00 3,500.00 700.00
1,663.00 1,800.00 _ 2,200.00 400.00

30.00 50.00 50.00 -0-

52.00 100.00 100.00

...

10,496.00 10,350.00 11,650.00 1,300.00

Justification for Increase: Increase in printing is to cover rising costs and increased circulation.
Increase in postage is to cover a postage increase which we are sure is to come.
Telephone communications is increasing and we hope to get on state switchboard
for "watt" service to Tucson. The increase is an estimate of added cost.

Page 17 of 23



STATE OF ARIZONA

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES
RENTAL OF EQUIPMENT

Agency Name STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION SCHEDULE 2(

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures
1970-1971

Budget
Request Governor's

1971-1972

Amount of
Acrease

(Decrease) Recommendation

Data Processing Equipment .......

Reproduction Equipment ..........

Shop, Construction and
Maintenance Equipment .........

Other (Specify) .................

TOTAL - To Schedule 14

953.00 1,262.00 1,400.00 138.00

953.00 1,262.00 1,400.00 138.00

Justification for Increase: Increased use of Xerox machine plus contingency against unit cost increase.

Page 18 of 23
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STATE OF ARIZONA

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES
DUES, SUBSCRIPTIONS AND TECHNICAL PUBLICATIONS

Agency Name STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

Total
Name of Publication Amount Name of Organization Amount Amount

7360 Miscellaneous 41.00 41.00

National Council of Architectural 275.00 275.00
Registration Boards

National Council of Engineering Examiners 705.00 705.00

Council of Landscape Architectural 100.00 100.00
Registration Boards

Western Region of Architectural Registration 331.00 331.00
Boards

rustification for increase over 1970-1971 amount:
TOTAL - To Schedule 14 1,452.00

There is no increase over 70-71 as the increase in dues ($225.00)
plus one new Board membership ($100.00) were first paid in 70-71.

Page 19 of 23 .N3
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Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

SUMMARY OF EQUIPMENT AND OTHER ITEMS

STATF BOARD OF TRCHNTCAL RFOTSTRATTON

Amount of 1971-1972 Request

Replacements New Total

Equipment .......................................................

Library and Museum Acquisitions .................................

Livestock and Poultry ...........................................

Highways, Roads and Bridges (State Highway Department ONLY) .....

Other ..........................................................

TOTAL - To Schedule 4

500.00 5,106.00 5,606.00

500.00 5,106.00 5,606.00

Page 20 of 23



STATE OF ARIZONA

EQUIPMENT AND OTTER ITEMS - REPLACEMENTS

Agency Name STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

Type of Equipment
and Description

Item To Be Replaced
Justification AmountDescription Age Condition

7433.0 (1) Ditto Ditto Duplica- 10 Fair to Repairs on existing machine are excessive and 500.00
Duplicator tor Poor machine usually breaks down on big runs.

G
tO
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Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

EQUIPMENT AND OTHER ITEMS - NEW

STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION SCHEDULE 2

Type of Equipment and Description Justification Amount

7431.0 (1) Desk, office, contemporary,
double pedestal

7431.0 (1) Chair, office, contemporary

7431.0 (1) Bookcase

7431.0 (1) Cabinet, filing, 2 dr. w/Lock

7436.0 (1) General service vehicle, 4 dr.

7431.0 (12) Chairs, office, contemporary

For use of additional position (new) Investigator/Attorney

Same as above

Same as above

Same as above

Same as above
Subtotal Investigator/Attorney

This agency has never had enough chairs for Board members
when regular meetings are held.

TOTAL

246.00

120.00

75.00

65.00

3,100.00
3,606.00

1,500.00

5,106.00

Page 22 of 2



Agency Name

STATE OF ARIZONA

STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

OTHER

Expenditure Classification

Actual
Expenditures
1969-1970

Estimated
Expenditures
1970-1971

Budget
Request
1971-1972

Amount of
Increase

(Decrease)
Governor's

Recommendation

Refunds of application and
examination fees as authorized 162.00 350.00 350.00 -0-
by Board Rules

N
NJ
CO
CD

Page 23 of 2
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W E S T E R N C I V I L E N G I N E E R I N G

HERB SHIPLEY - DESIGN ENGINEER 210 No. 5TH STREET - Box 542 (602) 753-3525
,

LAND AND FACILITIES PLANNING KINGMAN, ARIZONA 86401 (602) 753-2606

August 5, 1970

Walter J. Edelblut, Executive Secretary
State Board of Technical Registration
3550 North Central Avenue
Guarantee Bank Building
Phoenix, Arizona, 85013

Dear Mr. Edelblut,

L i

ro-7 ( oninn m:1;
lifiutoi Ir.

Last Friday, July 31st, I received a copy of a letter addressed
to one of my clients. The letter was from one N.J. Devlin, a
consulting engineer in Kingman. The letter is written in such a
manner as to be so derogatory and unethical in context that it
becomes almost inconceivable that it could be written by a so-
called "professional" engineer. As you recall, I telephoned you
and made the contents of the letter known.

At your suggestion, I attempted to contact Mr. Dryden at his office
in Flagstaff. At the particular time, I beleive around 3:30 P.M.,
he was out and was to return later. Instead of attempting to contact
Mr. Dryden again, I decided to let myself cool off for several days
and reconsider my feelings. This has been done. I have considered
the matter very carefully in my mind and have decided that this
matter, along with other grievances should logically be considered
by the northern area committee of the Board.

Attached is a copy of the letter referred to above. I would like
this referred to Mr. Dryden and have the following comments:

1)

2)

3)

Mr. Devlin has a history of his continuing harassment of me
as well as other engineers that are trying our damndest to
operate privately in this County. I am ready to go into great
detail on this at any hearing or any court in this State.

This letter clearly emphasises the "tin -god" that all engineers
(and land developers) must bow to in our County. Not to motion
the incredible conflicts -of -interests involving this "consulting"
County Engineer, we are daily faced wth his continuing under-
handed efforts to wipe out any form of competition or to eliminate
any questioning of the highly debatable administrationof
office of County Engineer.

Of course, I totally deny any truth of the comments made in
Devlins letter. These will be discussed at the hearing
assume will be scheduled by the Board.

Hopefully, a great many things involving engineering i
91 Mohave and the City of Kingman can be resolved-bef

_ .wipe out.

I shall

ARIZONA

REGISTERED CIVIL ENGINEER AND LAND SURVEYOR

1 11 1



1. J. DEVLIN, Consulting hIngtmemw
REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL CIVIL ENGINEER

July 24, 1970

Mr. Larry Mercer%
P. 0. Box 186
Bullhead City, Arizona

Dear Mr. Mercer:

On July 24,-1970, I sent a survey crew to attempt to locate
and survey a.parcel containing the well on Lot 27, Block C,
Punto De Vista Unit #2,-TR 10607,B.

It was found that apparently at least Lot 27, 28, and 29
have never been staked in the field.

In retracing the Boundary of adjoining Unit 1, TR 1060-A,
a considerable descrepancy was found between measured
distances and angles and that which is recorded on the
subdivision plat. This, however, is not conclusive since
no identity or identification was found on any of the
corners between which measurements were made.

Under the circumstances, I must report that a proper
survey to locate and stake Lot 27 and a portion thereof
containing the well would take several days or even weeks
depending on the magnitude and location of the
discrepancies which must be resolved. -.

I don't know what arrangement you had in, regarding to
staking of the :lets in this unit, but from our preliminary
search, I -de not believe that a considerable portion of
the lot corners in this unit have ever been set.

NJD:mr

Very truly yours,

2. -/

N. J. Devlin
Consulting Engineer

o2782

P . 0 . BOX 431
509 E . BEALE ST. (REAR)
KINGMAN, ARIZONA
PHONE 753-2427

REFER TO: 2232

,lucnorst SURVEYS — SUPERVISION INSPECTION - LAND SURVEYS -- SUBDIVISIONS- PLIE-POPITE,

T



u g u s t 2 5 , 1970

-Mr. W a l t e r J . Edlehlut , J r .
E x e c u t i v e D i r e c t o r
S t a t e Board o f T e c h n i c a l R e g i s t r a t i o n
S u i t e 930
3550 N . C e n t r a l Av en ue
P h o e n i x , Ar i z o n a 85012

Dear W a l t e r :

AI)

02783

wo uld l i k e t o r e g i s t e r a fo rma l c o m p l a i n t a g a i n s t
John K . P a r s o n s , a r e g i s t e r e d s t r u c t u r a l e n g i n e e r .
M r . P a r s o n ' s s t a m p a p p e a r s o n a s e t o f wo r ki n g
d r a wi n g s s u b m i t t e d t o t he La ke H a v a s u I r r i g a t i o n
and D r a i n a g e D i s t r i c t ' s Bu i l d i n g D e p a r t m e n t , fo r a
per mi t t o c o n s t r u c t a n a p a r t m e n t c o m p l e x l o c a t e d
o n Lot 1 5 , Block 5 , T r a c t 115, Lake H a v a s u C i t y ,
A r i z o n a . M r . P a r s o n ' s s t a m p a p p e a r s o n s h e e t s
#1,2,3,8,9 & 10 wh i c h a r e r e s p e c t i v e l y P lo t P l a n ;
F o u n d a t i o n P l a n ; Flo o r P l a n ; and Door 6, Wind o w
S c h e d u l e ; S e c t i o n s an d D e t a i l s ; E x t e r i o r E l e v a t i o n s ;
Ba s e me n t D e t a i l s . M r . P a r s o n ' s s t a mp a p p e a r s o n
the p r e c e d i n g s h e e t s a l o n g wi t h t h a t o f a M r . Bryce
W . T o wn l e y , a r e g i s t e r e d P r o f e s s i o n a l E n g i n e e r
( P . E . 5 6 0 4 ) from t he S t a t e o f O r e g o n . The e n c l o s e d
s e t o f p l a n s i s i d e n t i c a l t o t h o s e o n f i l e wi t h t he
Bui l d ing D e p a r t m e n t , La ke H a v a s u C i t y , A r i z o n a .

M y c o m p l a i n t i s t h a t i n s t a m p i n g t he p l a n s M r . P a r s o n s
i s a i d i n g and a b e t t i n g a n o n  - r e g i s t r a n t i n t he i l l e g a l
p r a c t i c e o f a r c h i t e c t u r e . I f u r t h e r o b j e c t t o s t r u c t -
u r a l e n g i n e e r s , s u c h a s M r . P a r s o n s who a r e no t
t r a i n e d o r e x a m i n e d i n t he o v e r a l l d e s i g n o f b u i l d i n g s ,
p r a c t i c i n g a r c h i t e c t u r e b y p r e s u m i n g t o s t a mp a n y
o t he r t h a n t h e s t r u c t u r a l d r a w i n g s .

S i n c e r e l y yo ur ,
. •

o i g e p t a Ga b r i e l AIA

c : John D e l l i s a n t i , P r e s i d e n t
C e n t r a l Ar i z o n a C h a p t e r AIA

•O S E P H G A B R I E L A I A • A R C H I T E C T
O S T O F F I C E B O X 1 0 8 4 • 2 1 7 0 M c C U L L O C H B O U L E V A R D

ARE HAVASU CITY, ARIZONA 8 6 4 0 3 • TELEPHONE 602 - 8 5 5 - 2 1 6 6
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August 2 5 , 1970

Mr. W a l t e r J . E d e l b l u t , J r .
E x e c u t i v e D i r e c t o r
S t a t e Boardof T e c h n i c a l R e g i s t r a t i o n
S u i t e 923
3550 N . C e n t r a l Av e nu e
P h o e n i x , Ar i z o n a 85012

Dear W a l t e r :

Q

t j

131.11iSL)
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N• br" ,Trif

I wo uld l i k e t o r e g i s t e r a fo r ma l c o m p l a i n t a g a i n s t
Mr . Ro ber t R . J o h n s o n , a r e g i s t e r e d c i v i l e n g i n e e r .
M r . J o h n s o n ' s s t a mp a p p e a r s o n a s e t o f wo r ki n g
d r a wi n g s s u b m i t t e d t o t he Lake H a v a s u I r r i g a t i o n
and D r a i n a g e D i s t r i c t ' s Bu i l d i n g D e p a r t m e n t , fo r a
pe rmi t t o c o n s t r u c t a n a d d i t i o n t o Z e s k i C o mm e r c i a l
Bui ld ing l o c a t e d o n Lot 2 0 , Block 2 , T r a c t 1 6 1 ,
Lake H a v a s u C i t y , A r i z o n a . M r . J o h n s o n ' s s t a mp
a p p e a r s o n a l l t he d r a w i n g s , no t j u s t the s t r u c t u r a l
d r a wi n g s and i s t h e o n l y r e g i s t r a n t ' s s t a m p t o
a p p e a r . T h is i n f o r m a t i o n wa s d e t e r m i n e d i n c o n s u l -
t a t i o n wi t h M r . Le o n a r d H a r r i s , Bu i l d i n g O f f i c i a l
for La ke H a v a s u I r r i g a t i o n & D r a i n a g e D i s t r i c t .

The p l a n s c a r r y t he t i t l e b l o c k o f I m p e r i a l D e s i g n s ,
Lake H a v a s u C i t y , A r i z o n a . I n t he s p a c e "D r awn
By" a r e t he i n i t i a l s N . J . Y . The i n i t i a l s a r e t h o s e
o f a M r . N . Joe Y o g u r s t . M r . Y o g u r s t i s no t a
r e g i s t r a n t i n a n y f i e l d .

M y c o m p l a i n t i s t h a t i n s t a m p i n g t h e p l a n s , M r .
Jo h ns o n i s a i d i n g an d a b e t t i n g a n o n  - r e g i s t r a n t i n
the i l l e g a l p r a c t i c e o f a r c h i t e c t u r e . I f u r t h e r o b j e c t
t o c i v i l e n g i n e e r s , s u c h a s M r . J o h n s o n , who a r e no t
t r a i n e d o r e x a m i n e d i n t he g e n e r a l o v e r a l l d e s i g n o f
b u i l d i n g s , p r a c t i c i n g a r c h i t e c t u r e b y p r e s u m i n g t o
s t a mp a n y o t h e r t h a n t h a t p e r t a i n i n g t o t he f i e l d i n
Which t h e y a r e q u a l i f i e d .

nc ere cy ybur8 =
44e,

JO S e Oa - e 1 A IA
Lt C : ' John D e l l i s a n t i , P r e s i d e n t C e n t r a l A r i z . Chap .AIA
J O S E P H G A B R I E L • A l A A R C H I T E C T

POST OF FI CE BOX 1 0 8 4 • 2 1 7 0 M c C U L L O C H B O U L E V A R D
LAKE HAVASU CITY, ARIZONA 86403 • TELEPHONE 602-855.2166
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REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #1 - Cont'd.

R-xecutive Director also reported that Mr. Gabriel was also pushing a
misdemeanor charge against Havasu Construction Company, Mr. Harry Noye, through
the Mohave uouncy tILLyLuey.

'Executive Director called the Board's attention to a letter complaint from
R. A. McIntire, a registered Architect, shown on Minute Pages 2786 and 2787,

--A advised that Mr. MbIntire had supplemented his original letter by a complaint
under oath and attached thereto affidavits from himself, John Dellisanti, President
Central Chapter or American Institute or Arcnitects, ana nr. nrneat ri. riummer, a

_ . — - •,poistered Structural Engineer, together with two letters rrom tne txecutive
Director of the Board, as shown on Minute Pages 2788 through 2794. The Executive
Director reported that he had personally reviewed the plans in the custody of the

_
ritvEngineer in Glendale, Arizona, and determined that Mr. McIntire's complaint— -against Gordon Finley Powers, registered Architect, No. 4038, alleging misconduct

- • " • • 'in the practice or nis proression ana aiaing and aoetting a non -registrant,
Paul E. Iacono, was valid. It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mt. Wyatt
that the Board hold a formal hearing against Gordon Finley Powers, registered
architect, No. 4038, alleging aiding and abetting a non -registrant and misconduct
in the practice of his profession. Motion carried. Mr. Cassidy directed that
his vote be recorded as nay. The Chairman is empowered to set the time and place
for the formal hearing as soon as practicable after the staff and Attorney General
have prepared the required documents and completed the investigation.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dr. Newlin that with respect to the
non -registrant, Paul E. Iacono of San Pedro, California, a registered Civil and
Structural Engineer in California, but not registered by this Board, the Board
Secretary on advice and direction of the Assistant Attorney General file a
complaint with the Maricopa County Attorney under A.R.S. 32-145 on behalf of the
Board. Motion carried. Mt. Dryden requested that the Chairman of this Board
notify, on advice of counsel, the Chairman of the California State Board of
Registration for Professional Engineers, the charges against Mr. Paul E. Iacono.

No meetings and no report.

No meetings and no report.

REPORT OF GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE #2

REPORT OF SPECIAL OFFICE PROCEDURES COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

The Executive Director reported that the Board of Technical Registration was now on
computer with the Department of Finance and our renewals and issuance of the
renewed certificates of registration would be handled by them.

The Executive Director submitted for the Board's consideration Cash Flow Report #1
tor the current fiscal year, as shown on Minute Page 2795.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

The Chairman entered for the record the committee appointments for the current
Year, as shown on Minute Page 2796.
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A. McINTIRE & ASSOCIATES, A.I.A,, ARCHITECTS

ONE: 959-1800 • 5109 EAST THOMAS ROAD • PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85018

August 3, 1970

Arizona State Board of Technical Registration
3550 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona

ATTN: Mr. Walter J. Edelblut

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

r7

FEC
31- TT 1; 1 N) 1-1-1

It has recently come to my attention that the drawings
and design for the new automobile facility for Biddulph
Oldsmobile at 5307 W. Glendale Ave., Glendale, Arizona
was performed by a California engineer, registered in
the State of Arizona.

Having been involved in similar type facilities, I have
a pretty fair knowledge of how much engineering and how
much architecture constitutes an automobile agency. I
can assure you, and the Board, there is a great deal
more architecture. It has been my understanding that
the Board has always looked objectively at the often
difficult situation of engineering and architecture.

I have discussed this particular project with some
material suppliers. In their opinions, which I realize
often might be prejudiced, the dwarings for this project
are, at best, far below the minimum standards suggested
by the Board.

Since these drawings now are public record - with the
Building Department of the City of Glendale - it might
behoove the Board to request viewing them.

I would like it clearly understood that, in no way, am I
Protesting this particular project because I "lost the job".
i never was interviewed, nor did I know in advance it was
Planned. I merely question whether this constitutes a

".

K.1
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Auust 3, 1970_
Ariz. State Board of
Technical Registration
Mr. Walter J. Edelblut
Page 2

violation of our Registration Laws and whether it is
sufficient to warrant revocation or suspension of this
particular individual's license. For the most part, the. . — . . .resident registrants, whether Architects or hngineers,
have tried to keep a harmonious working understanding.
I would hate to see a non-resident do anything to affect
that relationship.

Should the Board desire, I would be most happy to provide
additional names of resident Architects and Engineers who
feel as I do with respect to this matter.

I would appreciate knowing the Board's feelings in this
matter, and am most willing to discuss this with them
personally, should they desire. Should you have any
further questions, please do not hesitate contacting
me. Thank you.

Your ruly,

LA. McIntire, A.I.A.
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A. McINTIRE 86 ASSOCIATES, A.I.A., ARCHITECTS

NE: 959-1800 • 5109 EAST THOMAS ROAD • PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85018

STATE OF ARIZONA

COUNTY OF MARICOPA

my

SWORN COMPLAINT

02788

I, Richard Allen McIntire being first duly sworn, upon
oath, deposes and says:

That I Richard Allen McIntire, A.I.A. practicing Archi-
tect with registration in Arizona (#4748), NCARB (#4595), Cal-
ifornia (#4898), New Mexico (#325) and Colorado (#C-677).

That, pursuant to A.R.S. 32-128, I wish to file a sworn
complaint with the Arizona State Board of Technical Registration
in regard to Gordon Finley Powers, Architect, with registration
in California and Arizona (#4038) and Paul E. Iacono, Engineer,
with registration in California (C.E.#7857, Structural #751).

That I have investigated certain incidents, the details
of which are more particularly described in the affidavits of
John Dellisant, A.I.A., Architect, Arizona (#4106) and
Ernest Plummer, Arizona (#2878-C.E. and #5153-S.E.), attached
hereto, and by reference made a part hereof as Exhibits A, B
and C, respectively;

That as a result of said investigation, it is my opinion
that Gordon F. Powers is Guilty of misconduct and aiding and
abetting a non -registrant and Paul E. Iacono is Guilty of a
misdeamenor for practicing in the State of Arizona without
proper registration.

19

My

70.

Riichard A. McIntire

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to bef-o-* me this

Commission Expires:

(Notarriublic)
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FLA. McINTIRE & ASSOCIATES, A.I.A., ARCHITECTS

PHONE: 959-1800 • 5109 EAST THOMAS ROAD • PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85018

SWORN AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF ARIZONA

COUNTY OF MARICOPA

02789

Exhibit A

I, Richard Allen McIntire, being first duly sworn upon
my oath, deposes and says:

Upon inspection of the working Plans and Calculations
for Biddulph Oldsmobile, presently on file in the Building
Inspection Department of the City of Glendale, Arizona, for
which a Building Permit has been issued and construction is
well underway, the following items were noted:

1) The name of Paul Iacono, with address at 2330 West
Third, Los Angeles, 57, California, appears on all sixteen
(16) sheets.

2) The outmoded Seal (of a Registered Architect in the
State of Arizona) bearing the name of Gordon Finley Powers
and dated (expiration) 2/17/50, MINUS SIGNATURE appears only
on the first sheet of the aforementioned Working Drawings.

3)
Drawings

4)
bear the
the date

The printed Title Block on each sheet of Working
bears the date of 12-4-69.

The Structural Calculations for the project also
same Seal of Gordon Powers, and, as above, bears
(expiration) of 2/17/50.

5) An additional copy of the Site Plan (Sheet 1)
contained in the City of Glendale Permit File contains
only the name of Mr. Iacono - no Seal of Mr. Powers -
and contains a,red-penciled date of 1/16/70. Since the
Working Drawings contain red -lined corrections, it would
appear this date were noted by the Glendale Building Insp-
ection Department.
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age 2
WORN AFFIDAVIT

6) The Seal of Mr. Powers on Sheet 1, it should also
be noted, is an original stamped on a blueline print.

s contained in my original letter of complaint, I feel the
rchitectural and Engineering professions in the State of
rizona, for the most part, work in cooperation as to what
rojects are architectural and which are engineering. I
eel it of the utmost concern to maintain this trust within
ur professions, as evidenced by my inclusion of the affidavit
f Mr. Plummer.

I am also enclosing copies of letters from Mr. Edelblut, with
reference to my original request indicating the current status
of both individuals as concerns the State of Arizona Registration
Act.

I certify that the above statements are true and correct
o the best of my knowledge and ability.

RIchard A.4KeIntire

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this , day
f , 1970.

My Commission Expires:

NORARY PUBLIC



SWORN AFFIDAVIT Exhibit

STATE OF ARIZONA )

County of 7,4-

)2791

1 , jnhn Dpllisan+i, A-echitc;!nt , being first duly sworn

upon my oath, deposes and says:

Upon investigation of plans and specifications for Biddulph Oldsmobile
Auto Agency project in Glendale, Arizona made by me Sept. 2, 1970, I found
the following:

Mr. Iacona rubber stamped (not sealed) his firm name on drawings
and calculations.

2. Mr. Powers sealed one sheet of the drawings, not signed across seal,
with seal dated Feb. 17, 1950.

Mr. Powers sealed 1 sheet of calculations with signature with seal
dated Feb. 17, 1950.

I understand that MY. Iacono does not have Arizona registration and that
Mr. Powers renewal was made Jan. 23, 1970.

All plans for this project were dated Dec. 4, 1969 indicating these were
drawn when Mr. Powers had not renewed his license.

I find the practice of these two men to be in direct violation of the
Registration Act. Mr. Iacono, a StrUctural and Civil Engineer registered
in the State of California (not in Arizona) practicing as an Architect;
and Mr. Powers aiding and abetting a non registrant while not himself having
a current license to practice in this state.

I certify that the above statements are true and correct to the

st of my knowledge and ability.

NAME

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN totye'fe me this 4 ./ /' ‘ day of
i/

(_
NOTARY PUBLIC

1y Cernii;isiion &Dim. Se .
Commisd.on Expires:
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SWORN AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF ARIZONA Exhibit C

COUNTY OF MARICOPA

I, Ernest Malcolm Plummer, being duly sworn upon my
oath, deposes and says:

The undersigned made an inspection of the plans and
calculations for the Biddulph Oldsmobile Co., Glendale,
Arizona at the Glendale Building Inspection Department.
As a building permit had been issued and as the building
is essentially completed the following discrepancies
were noted:

1) The Structural Calculations were prepared by a
Mr. Paul E. Iacono (A Non -Arizona Registered
Engineer) and Sealed by Gordon Finley Powers,
Architect and dated 2/17/50. Mr. Powers' sig-
nature did not appear over his Seal.

2) All Working Drawing sheets were dated 12/4/50.

3) The Seal of Gordon Finley Powers, MINUS SIG-
NATURE, appears only on the first sheet of
the set of plans, which was dated 2/17/50.

I certify that the above Statements are true and correct
to the best of my knowledge and ability.

Ernest . Plum

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this day
0

of , 1970.

NOTARY PUBL

My Commission Expires:
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elate iguarb at Zeriptirat Registration
FOR

ARC.HITECTS. ASSAYERS. ENGINEERS. GEOLOGISTS. LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS AND LAND SURVEYORS

3550 N. CENTRAL AVENUE. SUITE 923
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85012

264-3836

August 19, 1970

Mr. Richard A. McIntire
5109 E. Thomas Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85018

Dear Mt. McIntire:

C't
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AUG 2 8 1970

As per your telephone request, we have checked the records of this
office and find that Gordon Finley Powers was registered in Arizona
on December 7, 1957, with registration number 4038, based upon
reciprocity with registrations in California and Nevada having
completed a written examination in California. The records further
indicate that Mr. Gordon Finley Powers appeared for a personal audience
on the Statutes, Rules and Regulations before Board Member A. John
Brenner.

The records of the Board indicate Mt. Powers' current address is
4313 E. 7th St., Long Beach, California 90804, and is now an active
registrant. The records indicate that Mt. Powers maintained his
registration in good standing between 1957 and December 31, 1968,
at which time he became delinquent. Mt. Powers transmitted his
delinquent renewal with the penalty for 1969 and his renewal for
1970 to this office on January 23, 1970.

Very truly yours,

e.51,41vrat-ir- -sAre-delb ln
ExecutAk4 Direct

WJE/js
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ESTATE OF ARIZONA

arb et arrintirat gifitration
FOR

ARCHiTECTS. ASSAYERS. ENGINEERS. GEOLOGISTS. LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS AND LAND SURVEYORS

3SGO N. CENTRAL AVENUE. burnt 923
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85012

264-3838

August 19, 1970

Mr. Richard A. McIntire
5109 E. Thomas Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85018

Dear Mr. McIntire:

As per your telephone request, we have reviewed the files of the
State Board of Technical Registration regarding Mt. Paul E. Iacono
and certified that Mt. Paul Iacono has never applied for registra-
tion nor received registration in Arizona under the requirements
of the Technical Registration Act.

A check of the California Board of Registration for Professional
Engineers indicates that Mr. Paul E. Iacono, 4616 Beauvias Road,
San Pedro, California, is registered as both a Civil Engineer,
No. 7857 and Structural Engineer, No. 751.

Very truly yours,

Grh57Executi irec
2 1 rilff to

WJE/js

u2794
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CASH FLOW REPORT - #1

nce on Deposit as of July 1, 1970 -
rice on Deposit as of Report Date -

Bala
Bala

Unen

Lump

Code

7112

7153

7155

7221

7232

7251

7280

7334

7335

7342

7360

7913

7921

cumbered Balance as of Report Date

Sum Appropriated

Expenditures

.0 Salaries

.0 FICA

.0 State Retirement

.0 State Travel

.0 Out -of -State Travel

.0 Office Rent

.0 Office Supplies

.0 Postage

.0 Telephone

.0 Rent Xerox Machine

.0 Org. Dues & Subscriptions

.0 Revolving Fund

.0 Refunds

Amount Spent to Date

BALANCE FOR YEAR
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Date: September 1, 1970

$17,563.04
$20,063.33 Total Appropriated Receipts to Date:

$2,500.29
- $7,412.77

Amount

$7,299.00

182.40

364.99

204.10

409.50

1,699.62

52.79

145.62

147.72

62.40

40.60

500.00

39.50

$73,612.00

$11,148.24

$62,463.76



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS

1970-1971

Executive Cothmittee:

By -Laws & Rules Conuaittee:

Leg

pub

_slative Committee:

_ic Information Committee:

Budget committee:

Special Office Procedures Committee:

luation and Examination Committees:

Architects:

Engineers:

Landscape Architects:

Entire Board

John Girand, Chairman
C. W. Dryden
Ralph L. Wyatt

C. W. Dryden, Chairman
John Girand
Ralph L. Wyatt

Entire Board

Earle M. Cassidy, Chairman
Charles W. Newlin
Ralph L. Wyatt

Charles W. Newlin,
Earle M. Cassidy
Ralph L. Wyatt
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Chairman

Ralph L. Wyatt, Chairman
Lew Place
M. L. Vanlandingham

James L. Knickerbocker, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy
C. W. Dryden
John Girand
Charles W. Newlin

Charles W. Newlin, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy
M. L. Vanlandingham
Ralph L. Wyatt
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UNFINISHED BUSINESS - Cont'd.

wu. Executive Director reported on a conflict of numbers between Robert O. Clements
-

1-1c1 Ivan Sarkiss, both registered Architects, and both presently assigned the
pgistration number 1929. The Executive Director recommended that Mt. Robert O.
riements be assigned the registration number 1913 which was never previously issued
and that Mr. Sarkiss' registration number remains 1929. It was moved by Mr. Dryden
and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the records reflect the registration number 1913

_ _
Mr. Robert 0. Clements and Mr. Clements be issued a new certificate of

1 V ,

registration showing this number. Motion carried.

NEW BUSINESS

The Executive Director reported that Texas and other States had been requesting
reciprocity agreements on registration of landscape architects and that he had
advised each of these agencies that this Board had no authority to enter into
such agreements but that its applicants, if they applied in Arizona, on a comity
basis, would be granted registration, and requested their consideration for our
registrants.

The Executive Director presented the following dates for Evaluation and Board
Meetings in November and December:

It was
the Ex

mr. v
occasi
the op
presen

There

November 12, 1970 - Engineering Evaluation Committee on evaluation of
applicants taking the exams several times, review
of December examinations and some personal audiences,
in Phoenix

November 13, 1970 - Engineering Evaluation Committee, personal audiences,
in Phoenix

November 18, 1970 - Architectural and Landscape Architectural Evaluation
Committee meetings in Phoenix

November 19 and - Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting in Phoenix
20, 1970

December 11, 1970 - Regular meeting of the Board in office of Board, Phoenix

moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mt. Girand that the dates presented by
ecutive Director be accepted. Motion carried.

anlandingham thanked Mr. Dryden for his hospitality to the Board on the
on of their meeting in Flagstaff and requested that the Board again to have
portunity to meet there at some future date. Chairman Vanlandingham also
ted to Dr. C. W. Newlin a plaque commemorating his term as Chairman.

ADJOURNMENT

being no furtilpx buqdess before the Board, the meeting adjourned at 3:00 P.M.

Mvt

E,CRETARY



MINUTES OF THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

December 11, 1970
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The meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration was called to order
bymr M. L. Vanlandingham, Chairman, in the Seminar Room, G-145, Engineering

' . . — . . . • —Center, Arizona state university, rempe, Arizona, at Y:VU A.m.

PRESENT
j1. Vanlandingham, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy, Vice -Chairman
nharles W. Newlin, Secretary
C. W. Dryden
John Girand
James L. Knickerbocker
Lew Place
Ralph L. Wyatt
Jay Ryan, Asst. Atty. Gen.

ABSENT GUESTS
A. R. Turk
Bill Welch, Asst. Dean, College of
Engineering, ASU

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the minutes
of the meeting of the Board on September 10, 1970, be approved as presented.
Motion carried.

FORMAL HEARING

Chairman Vanlandingham announced that it was the time and place for the formal
hearing the matter of Complaint No. 70001, Edmund C. Foerstel, registered
Professional Engineer (Structural), No. 5124.

Tony Paro of John A. Brabec and Associates was the court reporter present
to transcribe the hearing.

The Assistant Attorney General called on Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr. and
Mr. W. Kirby Lockard, President, Southern Chapter of American Institute of
Architects, as witnesses in behalf of the State, regarding a certain set of
architectural plans for Big Brake, Incorporated, to be constructed in Tucson,
Arizona, bearing the seal and signature of Edmund C. Foerstel, and title
block of E. L. Moore Design Service.

The counsel for the defendent called on Mr. Foerstel to testify in his awn
behalf and concluded his client's testimony by stating he was pleading guilty
to the charges set forth in Complaint No. 70001 by not being cognizant of the
laws of the State Board of Technical Registration. Since there was no further
evidence to be presented by either prosecution or defense, Chairman Vanlandingham
advised Mr. Foerstel and his attorney that the Board would notify them as soon as
Practicable the results of this hearing.

After a short recess, discussion followed as to what portions of the Complaint
Mr. Foerstel was guilty in committing. Mr. Ryan pointed out that the Board
should determine whether Mr. Foerstel was:

1. Guilty of aiding and abetting.
2. Knowingly combining or conspiring with a non -registered person.
3. Guilty of aiding and abetting with intent.
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1-,17 n,_ Nowlin nnA connnAorl h v Mr_ 1-11-vAon t ha t w o f i nd tho AofonAont

quilty in that he did aid and abet anon -registered person to evade the
nroViSiOnS or -crie lecnnical Aegiscraciun ricu vi.A.a. pee. J L - 11-11 eLeq.j.
r-Motion carried with eight ayes.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Dryden that he be found not
guilty of knowingly combining or conspiring with a non -registered person with• •the intent to evaae provisions or tne Tecnnicai Registration Ret vA.R.s. sec.
32-101 etseq.). Motion carried with seven ayes and one nay by Mr. Knickerbocker.

It was moved by Mt. Girand and seconded by Mt. Wyatt that he be found guilty
of allowing his registration to be used by a non -registered person by placement
of his seal and signature on that certain set of architectural plans for Big
Brake, Incorporated, 1598 Monrovia Avenue, Newport Beach, California, said
building to be constructed in Tucson, Arizona, when, in fact, the plans were
prepared, designed and the creative work of E. L. Moore Design Service, Montclair,
California. Motion carried with eight ayes.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Dr. Newlin that he be found guilty of
misconduct in the practice of his profession by placing his seal and signature
on that certain set of architectural plans for Big Brake, Incorporated, when, in
fact, the seal used by the registrant was not authorized for use in Arizona by
the Technical Registration Act. Motion carried with eight ayes.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Place that the registrant's
license be suspended. Motion carried with eight ayes.

Discussion followed as to what length of suspension should be assessed.

It was moved by Mt. Girand and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the registrant's
license be suspended for a period of six months from the date of this
hearing. Motion carried with seven ayes and one nay.

It was moved by Mt. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mt. Girand that because of
the mitigating circumstance the registrant's license be reinstated at this
meeting. Motion carried with six ayes and two nays.

No meetings and no report.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE

It was moved by Mt. Dryden and seconded by Mt. Knickerbocker that the transcript
of the public hearing on the Rule changes presented at the September 10, 1970,
Board meeting, be inserted in the Minutes as Pages 2800 through 2804. Motion
carried.

REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

report since the legislature was not in session.



02800
TRANSCRIPT OF PUBLIC HEARING ON RULE CHANGES

Held September 10, 1970

Flagstaff, Arizona

present: Mr. Earle M. Cassidy, Mr. Charles W. Dryden, Mr. John Girand,
Mr. James L. Knickerbocker, Mr. M. L. Vanlandingham,
Dr. Charles W. Newlin, Mr. Ralph L. Wyatt, Dean Walter J. Fahey,
Dean Lee Thompson, Mr. Roger Turk, Mr. Theodore Cole,
Mr. Tom Miller and Mr. Walter J. Edelblut

Time: Meeting opened at 1:30 P.M.

Chairman Vanlandingham: The meeting is now in session relative to the
public hearing on the proposed rule changes as
published by the Executive Secretary dated
July 6, 1970. We have a question relative to
the legality of having a public hearing without
the hearing being recorded by a court reporter.
We would like the opinion of the Attorney General.

Mr. Tom Miller: It is my opinion that there is no legal require-
ment that the proceedings of such a hearing be
recorded by a court reporter. Insofar as publicity
was given and a public hearing was held, I believe
that meets the requirements of the Statute.

Mr. Girand: Mr. Chairman, I move that the adoption of the
rules as proposed.

Dr. Newlin: Mr. Chairman, I second.

Chairman Vanlandingham: Now you may speak on the motion.

Mk. Dryden: Mr. Chairman, on minute page 02680 and 02681,
Renewal Fees, at the time that we put the rule
changes together, I opposed the increase of the
renewal fees and the renewal fees have been increased
from $10 to $20. I still oppose this increase in
the renewal fees; and at the time that we vote on
the adoption of these rules, I will vote "no" on
the increase in the renewal fees and vote "yes" on
•the adoption of the remainder of the rules.

Mr. Knickerbocker: What page is the reference to the amount of renewal
fees on?

Mr. Dryden: 02681

Mr. Knickerbocker: I mean in this document.

Mr. Dryden: Next to the last page.
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Chairman Vanlandingham: Is there any more discussion relative to the

adoption of the rules.

Mr. Turk:

Mr. Edelblut:

Mr. Turk:

I would like to ask a question. Right below
the rule on Renewal Fees, Miscellaneous Fees
and Services, Items #1 and #2, Annual Report
and New Certificates. Is it going to be a
policy to charge for each registrant for a copy
of the annual report now, or are these copies,
charges for copies requested by individuals,
and new certificates, is this going to be an
additional charge to a new registrant or will
he be issued a certificate at no cost?

No sir, the intent of the Miscellaneous Fees
for services is over-the-counter sales in the
office of the Board. When we get an out-of-
state firm as a contractor or someone write in
for an annual report or a magazine, we tell them
it cost $1.00. When a fellow says "I have lost
my certificate, I want a new one to replace it"
it cost us two dollars and some cents to have it
prepared and that is the cost of the charge to
cover that. This is only over-the-counter sales.
The policy of the free annual report to the regis-
trants and a certificate to each new registrant
is still to be continued.

Fine. The second item. I think that there is a
typagraphical error on the front of the last page.
Paragraph 3, the second line refers to Rule III,
B(1), I think it is suppose to be Rule IV, B(1).

Chairman Vanlandingham: On the front of the last page?

Mr. Turk: Right.

Mr. Edelblut: That is correct, sir.

Mr. Turk: Paragraph 3, second line, it says Rule Roman Numeral
III, I think it is suppose to be Roman Numeral IV.

Mr. Edelblut: That is correct; it is an error.

Mr. Knickerbocker:

Mr. Edelblut:

Mr. Chairman, to be consistent in the use of alpha-
numeric characters, I see no reason to spell out
$20 in regard to the renewal fees when we have used
numbers in every other instance. Next to the last
page.

You'll have to ask the secretaries about that because
if you look under "A." where we say the application
fees in a sentence, they use the word twenty-five
dollars spelled out and fifty dollars spelled out,

•



Chairman Vanlandingham:

Mr. Edelblut:

Mr. Knickerbocker:

Chairman Vanlandingham:

Dr. Newlin:

Chairman Vanlandingham:

Mr. Dryden:

Chairman Vanlandingham:

Mr. Dryden:

Chairman Vanlandingham:

Mt. Dryden:

Chairman Vanlandingham:

Mr. Knickerbocker:
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where you use the things in a list we use the
numerical numbers and then we went back to a
sentence that said the renewal fees so they
spelled it out, again. You'll have to ask the
secretaries what is the standard procedure. I
don't know.

That is a matter of style.

If you correct that one, maybe you'll want to
change the others, too.

I don't think that is necessary, Walter.

Are there further comments relative to the rules?

Question?

All in favor of adoption...

Mr. Chairman, how do I file this minority report
of mine?

I think that you should vote "no" on this and
make a new motion. See what kind of a reaction
you might get relative to the renewal fees.
You are going to have to vote "no" on this.
You are going to have to vote "no."

On the whole motion?

On the whole motion, unless you wish to amend
this motion and see if they will accept it.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer a motion.

The question has been called and we must vote on
this motion and then you may make another motion
relative to the immediate, previous motion or a
new motion for consideration. All in favor of
the adoption of the rules as presented signify
by saying "aye."

Point of order, Mr. Chairman. Point of order.
Mr. Dryden is in order even though the question
has been called for to present for discussion in
regard to his previous objection because it is
relative to the matter. If we pass this, his new
motion will have no meaning whatsoever, and then
he should at least have the opportunity to amend
the motion and find out what is the original intent,

will he accept it or not.

Chairman Vanlandingham: I don't know. I'm not a student...



Mr. Edelblut:

Mr. Dryden:

Mr. Girand:

Mr. Miller:

Dr. Newlin:

Mr. Dryden:

Mr. Girand:

Dean Thompson:

Mr. Dryden:
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I believe that Mr. Dryden could call for a division
right now and take a vote on that whether they want
to divide it into sections to pass the...

That is not a division. A division would be a
division of the voting people. A division would
just separate the ayes and the nos.

Mr. Chairman, why don't we get our Attorney General
to earn his salary.

The Attorney General may be have some minor com-
petence of law and very little competence in
Robert's Rules of Order.

I don't see any reason why we couldn't vote on
this and if it is passed, you could ask for recon-
sideration of the previous motion.

I only am opposed to the one section.

Mt. Chairman, I would like to suspend Robert's
Rules of Order and permit Mt. Dryden to offer
his amendment.

I would like an opinion from this side of the
room here. Mr. Dryden is in order under Robert's
Rules of Order...can submit a...

...because I advised the group when this started,
this discussion started, that I have...

Dean Thompson: ...and then what you have to do is vote on the
amendment and then on the original motion.

Chairman Vanlandingham: Very good.

Mr. Girand: I'm glad we had a parlimentarian here.

Mr. Dryden: Well, I advised the group that I have a question
about this and my question is under minute page
02680 and 02681, my amendment would be under Item #1
that the renewal fees be $10.

Chairman Vanlandingham: So, you would offer the original motion with the
exception that the renewal fees under that section
be $10 instead of $20. The amendment is now a
motion and we need a second to the amendment so
that we can vote on the amendment. Do we have a
second? The amendment has died for lack of a second.

Mr. Dryden: Now then we have the original motion.

Chairman Vanlandingham: Now then we have the original motion. The question



02804

has been called on the original motion. All in
favor signify by saying "aye," opposed "no."

(Motion Carried)

Mr. Dryden: Let the record show that Mr. Dryden voted "no."

Chairman Vanlandingham: If there are no further co =lents, the public
hearing is closed.
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REPORT OF THE EVALUATION AND EXAMINATION COMMITTEES

The Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting report of November 17 and 18,

19

It
of
by

70, was presented by Chairman Wyatt, as shown on Minute Pages 2806 and 2807.

was moved by Mt. Wyatt and seconded by Mr. Dryden that the above report
the Architectural Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted and implemented
the Board. Motion carried.

w..Thompson Reid, File #70-334, Civil Engineer, appeared before the Board to
amplify on his experience since it was indicated during his personal interview
he would be held for part of the examination and Mr. Reid felt since he
planned on doing primarily water supply and treatment work in Arizona, the
examination should be waived. Chairman Vanlandingham thanked Mr. Reid for his
appearance and would be advised later as to the Board's determination.

Discussion followed and Mr. Knickerbocker said that since Mt. Reid is
considering employment as Assistant City Engineer for City of Flagstaff, he
will -be in contact with all phases of civil engineering work not just water
supply and treatment work, he should take Part 4 of the examination, but did
not consider him for Parts 3 and 4 because of his very specialized background
and extensive experience. Examining him in Part 4 would be a benefit to this
individual to qualify by examination as it would be a benefit to the public.

It was moved by Mr. Girand and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the
Engineering Evaluation Committee report reflect Mr. Reid being held for
Part 4 of the civil engineering examination. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that Thompson
Reid be added to the list on Minute Page 2811. Motion carried.

Mt. Edib "Ed" Kirdar, File #69-270, Civil Engineer, appeared before the Board
to request reconsideration of Parts 1 and 2 of the written examination (he was
held for all four parts of the examination to be given in April, 1971, Minute
Page 2707). Mr. Kirdar pointed out that the Robert College, Istanbul, Turkey,
where he received his Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering degree, could
possibly be evaluated on the basis of other accredited schools in United States.
It was indicated to Mr. Kirdar that his application folder did not contain a
transcript from Robert College only the one from Arizona State University where
he did some graduate work and it would be necessary for Robert College to send a
transcript direct to the office of the Board upon his request. Chairman
Vanlandingham thanked Mt. Kirdar for his appearance and he would be advised later
as to the Board's determination.

It was moved by Mr. Wyatt and seconded by Mr. Place that upon receipt of the
transcript from Robert College, the Engineering Evaluation Committee review
Mr. Kirdar's application and make their recommendations to the Board at their
March meeting. Motion carried.

Chairman Vanlandingham directed the Executive Director to inform Mr. Kirdar
he would be held for all four parts of the examination until the Board's
determination after the March meeting.

The Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting report of November 12, 13, 19,
and 20, 1970, was presented by Chairman Knickerbocker, as shown on Minute Pages
‘608 through 2811.
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DATE: November 18, 1970

TO: State Board of Technical Registration

FROM: Architectural Evaluation Committee

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Applicants

The Architectural Evaluation Committee met on November 17 and 18, 1970, in
Phoenix, Arizona, with the following members present:

Lew Place
M. L. Vanlandingham
Ralph L. Wyatt

There being a quorum present at all times the committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

I. The following applicants having appeared before the Committee and
satisfied the Committee they are fully qualified, including the treatise
on lateral forces, to receive architectural registration in Arizona
under A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126, are hereby recommended for
registration:

Anderson, Harry Frederick, Jr. 70-342
Avanessian, George Stephen 70-337
Barnett, Robert Louis 70-212
Brown, Eugene Louis 70-347
Budinger, Jean -Paul 70-433
Carr, James Donald 70-356
Cartsonis, Emanuel Michael 69-387
Cohon, Edward M. 70-200
Daw, John Lawrence 70-262
Esherick, Joseph 70-352
Fenlason, Norman Leroy 70-306
Folker, Dean Lanphere 70-308
Gahl, Robert Allen 70-79
Gray, Ralph Gareth 70-355
Hanson, Harold E. 70-206
Jackson, Robert Willard 70-199
Jordan, Joe Bob 70-373
Matthei, Edward H. 70-341
Paul, Robert Stephen 70-272
Pelfini, Vincent L. 70-386
Rhodes, Michael Joseph 70-384
Ritter, George Julius 70-403
Rue, Roger Lamar 70-339
Santamaria, Joseph William 70-310
Spragins, Gary Thomas 70-263
Stevenson, John C., Jr. 70-100
Thacker, William Charles 70-354
White, Lawrence Dale 70-23
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The following applicants having appeared before the Committee, while
completing the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional
evidence of their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to
the Board that these individuals be held for the written examinations
indicated:

Applicants held for the December, 1970, examinations:

Alexander, Theodore George 70-357 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Brizee, Dennis 70-261 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Bruder, Philip Rand 70-367 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Calhoun, Robert Errol 70-398 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Drees, Robert Donald 70-410 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Ellermann, Larry Dale 70-385 D,E,F,H
Elmore, Giles Michael 70-368 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Freeman, Steven Willard 70-375 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Ives, Dexter A. 70-351 D,E,F,H
Moreno, Manuel Mario, Jr. 70-358 D,E,F,H
Nordby, Stanley Ervin 70-312 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Peters, Leland Bryce 70-359 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Plate, Roger Andrew 70-399 C,D,E,F,G,H,I
Warner, Fergus P., Jr. 70-409 C,D,E,F,G,H,I

III. The following applicants having been advised that they must submit a
treatise and problem on seismic forces and for their failure to do so
within a reasonable length of time, the Committee recommends to the
Board that they be denied:

De Gette, Richard Louis 70-198
Liebman, Harold M. 70-138

The Committee recommends to the Board that Recommendations I through III of this
report be accepted and implemented.
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TO: State Board of Technical Registration

DATE: November 20, 1970

FROM: Engineering Evaluation Committee

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Applicants

The Engineering Evaluation Committee met on November 12, 13, 19, and 20, 1970,
in Phoenix, Arizona, with the following members present:

Earle M. Cassidy
C. W. Dryden
John Girand

James L. Knickerbocker
Charles V'. Newlin

On September 11, 1970, the committee held a consultation meeting
following applicants who have repeated the examinations multiple
achieving a successful grade:

Delaney, John Leo
Minter, Charles Bernard
Wellington, Charles K.
Wittman, Joseph M.

63-489
66-144
65-169
61-113

with the
times without

Civil Engineer
Highway Engineer
Mechanical Engineer
Civil Engineer

Subsequent to the above meeting, the committee reviewed the examinations to
be given December 5-7, 1970, and approved the copies presented for use at
said examinations.

There being a quorum present at all times the committee reviewed the following
applicants and make to the Board the recommendations shown regarding their
professional registration in Arizona:

I. John Marshall Arnold, File #70-188, who was held for the Civil Engineering
examinations Parts 3 and 4 at the September 10, 1970, Board meeting,
Minute Page 2751, requested reconsideration of his application if he
applied for Mining instead of Civil, and after re -review of his application
on this basis, the committee recommends he be granted registration as a
Mining Engineer.

The following applicants having appeared before the committee and satisfied
the committee that 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
Zievers, James Francis 70-393

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Ambrose, Dennis Paul
Bernharth, George Kenneth
Caspe, Marc Stephen
Chopra, Kailash C.
Denbroeder, Russell A.
Egger, Glenn M.
Fletchall, Lyle Rhodes

70-404
70-269
70-257
70-268
70-317
70-284
70-141

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Cont'd.
Fort, Otto Emerson
Goodman, Joseph Maier
Isaak, 1.trlyn
Jones, William P.
Kovacs, Gerald Samuel
Lukes, Jerry James
Marsh, Francis Heywood
Neiman, Ellwood Charles
Ogden, Charles Ray
Olhausen, Dale Dean

70-303
70-258
70-291
70-252
70-278
70-329
70-114
70-320
70-365
70-159



Continued

CIVIL ENGINEERING - Cont'd.
Pearce, James Francis
Richards, Robert Benjamin
Rosner, John Christopher
Sarkaria, Gurmukh Singh
Swanson, Lorne E.
Wahler, William Albert
Werle, Armand Edward
Wheelwright, Joseph Adrian
Williams, Glenn Francis
Wolf, Charles H.
Woodman, Richard Alan
Wulff, Jack Goodman

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Courtright, Morris, Jr.
Klein, William
McGinness, John E., Jr.
Oldman, Murray Mortimer
Sarvasy, Harry
Sundeen, Gunnar Edwin, Jr.

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING
Reed, Edward L.

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Bazzoni, Joseph P.
Cator, Clinton Clifton
Clausen, Ingard M.
Goodman, Leonard Carl
Henry, Joseph T.
Larsen, Erling Gunnar
Lee, Joe Egbert
McGinness, John E., Jr.
Murphy, John Joseph
Strum, Merle
Sullivan, Jerry Edward
Vollmer, Reuben Paul

70-333
70-231
70-316
70-179
70-128
70-330
70-344
70-270

02809
METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Johnson, Robert Nobel

MINING ENGINEERING
Jett, John Hamilton
Kearns, Desmond Patrick
PETROLEUM ENGINEERING
Heller, John Melville

70-280 SANITARY ENGINEERING
70-322
70-273
70-236

70-343
70-296
70-335
70-256
70-397
70-221

70-281

70-391
70-115
70-380
70-326
70-325
70-405
70-323
70-283
70-349
70-241
70-331
70-389

70-390

70-394
70-299

70-366

Palm, M. Blaine 70-301
Zinsmeister, Herbert Frank,Jr. 70-395

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Brown, Richard Lee
Gray, Ralph Gareth
Welisch, David Alan

GEOLOGY
Clift, William Orrin
Mieritz, Richard Edward
Podesta, Donald James
Reed, Edward L.

ASSAYING
Parsons, Michael L.

LAND SURVEYING
Chopra, Kailash C.
Eagle, Robert Vincent
Kroeppler, Lloyd Arthur
Martinez, Joseph Robert

70-378
70-364
70-300

70-370
70-111
70-388
70-282

70-314

70-267
70-382
70-381
70-362

The following applicants having appeared before the committee, while completing
the personal audience interview, need demonstration of additional evidence of
their proficiency, A.R.S. 32-123.B, and it is recommended to the Board that these
individuals be held for the written examinations indicated:

Applicants held for the December, 1970, written examinations:

CHEMICAL ENGINEERING
Kopisch, LeRoy Chriss 70-407
Scott, Robert Bruce 70-379 Parts 3 and 4

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
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CIVIL ENGINEERING
Bain, Bill Ross 70-371 Parts 3 and 4
Baldwin, John Frank 70-400 Parts 3 and 4
Buick, Thomas Russell 70-255 Parts 3 and 4
Dalrymple, Guerry M. 70-311 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Eychner, Richard Maurice 70-406 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Hawkins, Douglas Wayne 70-396 Parts 3 and 4

,Lacey, Stanley 70-319 Parts 3 and 4
Meredith, Howard L. 70-290 Part 4
Orrahood, John Emerson 70-279 Parts 3 and 4
Phelps, Donald Gene 70-260 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Rodriguez, John Edward 70-295 Parts 3 and 4
Rupe, Robert William 70-363 Parts 3 and 4
Thompson, Robert G. 70-332 Parts 3 and 4
Wisser, Gerhard Karl 70-369 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Brean, George Albert 70-376 Parts 3 and 4
Cummings, Arthur Barry 70-274 Parts 3 and 4
Evans, John Madison 70-254 Parts 3 and 4
Tellis, Don Otis 70-294 Parts 3 and 4
Winter, Terry Mac 70-324 Parts 3 and 4

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING
Hackman, David Brent

HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
McFadden, Gene Raymond

70-215 Parts 3 and 4

70-276 Parts 3 and 4

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Bassett, Robert Lee 70-348 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Emmert, David Lee 70-292 Parts 3 and 4
Stevens, Phillip Duane 70-377 Parts 3 and 4

MINING ENGINEERING
Coggin, Horace Mason 70-266 Parts 3 and 4
Quay, J. H. 70-250 Parts 3 and 4

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Cammarata, Larry Charles 70-286 Parts 5 and 6
Krahl, Nat Wetzel 70-309 Parts 5 and 6
Sullivan, Warren Ernest 70-361 Parts 5 and 6
Surface, Donald Eugene 70-315 Parts 5 and 6

LAND SURVEYING
Hendrix, Robert 70-289 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Rollins, Francis Arthur 70-336 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Shoun, Howard Wilmer 70-298 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Stinard, Donald Irving 70-238 Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

1



III. Continued 02811
Applicants held for the April, 1971, written examinations:

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Nowak, Leonard William
Smith, Delbert Dale
Reid, Thompson

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Hatchett, John Dee

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Clouse, Wayne Hope
Hunt, Norman Kennedy

GEOLOGY
Medall, Sheldon Elliot

LAND SURVEYING
Knighten, Howard Henry, Jr.
Maas, N. Bradley
Quay, J. H.

70-304
70-328
70-334

70-392

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4
Part 4

Parts 3 and 4

70-321 Parts 5 and 6
70-360 Parts 5 and 6

70-229 Parts 3 and 4

70-383
70-302
70-259

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

IV. The following applicant appeared before the Committee and the evaluation of
his application for Civil Engineer determined that he should be denied for
lack of experience under A.R.S. 32-123.A with no refund (substitute Engineer-
In -Training application and examination fee for December, 1970, examinations)
and the addditional years of experience indicated below:

VI

Swengel, Stanley Kennedy, Jr. 70-265 One year

The following applicant having been advised twice he was scheduled to
appear before the committee and for his failure to do so, the committee
recommends to the Board that he be denied for failure to complete the
requirements of the Board within a reasonable length of time:

Bennett, John Charles 70-140
Sandell, Donald Herbert 70-157

. The following applicants requested withdrawal
committee recommends that they be denied with

Ellis, Kenneth K. 70-372
McRae, Lorin Post 70-264

The Committee recommends to the Board that
report be accepted and implemented.

Respectfully submitted,

/

ames L. KniCkerbocker, Chairman

Civil Engineer
Electrical Engineer

of their application and the
neither prejudice nor refund:

Structural Engineer
Electrical Engineer

Recommendations I through VI of this
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It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Mt. Dryden that the
foregoing report of the Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting be accepted
and implemented by the Board. Motion carried.

The schedule for the Engineering Examinations in April, 1971, was presented
as shown on Minute Page 2813.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Mr. Cassidy that the above schedule
be approved as presented. Motion carried.

Dr. Joseph C. Mehrhoff, Dean of the College of Engineering at Northern Arizona
University together with Dr. Troxler, Associate Dean, Chairman of the Electrical
Engineering Department and Dr. Young, Assistant Dean, Chairman of the Mechanical
Engineering Department, appeared before the Board to discuss approval of
Northern Arizona University students to enter the Engineer -in -Training program.

Dr. Mehrhoff began by thanking the Board for the opportunity to appear and
described in detail the creation of the College of Engineering at Northern
Arizona University, stating the first engineering degree from Northern Arizona
University was awarded in 1967. Dr. Mehrhoff explained the college is now
attempting to become accredited by the Engineers' Council for Professional
Development and the curriculum is being established for such accreditation
with comparable hours as Arizona State University and University of Arizona
require for graduation. Dr. Mehrhoff passed out to the Board members a brochure
on the present classes offered and a background of the teachers for these
courses. Dr. Mehrhoff sought the Board's consideration based on this information
in allowing Northern Arizona University students to enter the Engineer -in -Training
program.

Mr. Girand quoted to Dr. Mehrhoff the definition of Engineer -in -Training as
outlined in A.R.S. 32-101, B(8), and elaborated on that portion regarding
a graduate in an approved engineering curriculum of four years or more of a
school approved by the board as of satisfactory standing.

Mr. Knickerbocker stated that in regard to Engineers' Council for Professional
Development accreditation, the Board has not tried to be an accrediting
institution but uses their accreditation as a guideline for evaluations.

The Board reiterated that each applicant is reviewed on his own merit and
applications from Northern Arizona University were not returned because of
their attendance at this school but because they did not meet the four
year requirement.

Dr. Troxler explained that some of their students were transfers from an
accredited college and wanted to know if they would be eligible.

Dr. Newlin pointed out that if the applicant in such a case is a transfer and
could document four years experience of a character satisfactory to the Board,
they would allow him to take the examination. At the present time, however,
the Engineer -in -Training application presently used by the Board would need
modification, and suggested to the Board the application form be changed in
some manner for use by applicants from Northern Arizona University.

Chairman Vanlandingham thanked Dr. Mehrhoff and his associates for their
appearance and invited them to stay for the remainder of the meeting.



APRIL SCHEDULE OF EXAMINATIONS 02813
1. SATURDAY. 1 9 7 A P 1

TEMPE, ARIZONA - Report to Room G 150, Ground Floor of the Engineering Center at
ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY.

TUCSON, ARIZONA- Report to Rooms 301 and 303 of the Civil Engineering Bldg. at the
UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA.

8:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon

All professional engineering applicants held for Part I, Fundamentals of Engineering.

All professional geology applicants held for Part I, Basic Geology.

All land surveying applicants held for Part I, Surveying Techniques.

All E.I.T. and G.I.T. applicants held for Subsection I of the in -training exam.

All assaying applicants held for Part I, Assaying Examination.

1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M.

All professional engineering applicants held for Part II, Fundamentals of Engineering.

All professional geology applicants held for Part II, Basic Geology.

All land surveying applicants held for Part II, Computations.

All E.I.T. and G.I.T. applicants held for Subsection II of the in -training exam.

All assaying applicants held for Part II, Assaying Examination. 1

II. SUNDAY, APRIL 25, 1971

TEMPE, ARIZONA - Report to Room G 150, Ground Floor of the Engineering Center at
ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY.

TUCSON, ARIZONA- Report to Rooms 301 and 303 of the Civil Engineering Bldg. at the
UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA.

8:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon

Part III - Engineering Analysis - all branches of engineering.

Part III - Applied Geology.

Part III - Land Surveying Rules and Regulations.

1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M.

Part IV - Engineering Design - all branches of engineering.

Part IV - Geological Problems.

Part IV - Land Surveying Legal Principles.

AINDAY, APRIL 26, 1971

TEMPE, ARIZONA (only) - Report to Room G-133, Engineering Center, ARIZ. STATE UNIV.

8:00 A.M. to 12:00 Noon - Part V - Structural Engrs. - Comprehensive Engrg. Design

1:00 P.M. to 5:00 P.M. - Part VI - Structural Engrs. - Structural Engrg. Design



It was moved by Mt. Knickerbocker and
.applicants are to be denied with neit
Motion carried.
Akerley, James C.
Anderson, Thomas Warren
Carrillo, Joe Lucero
Dalrymple, Guerry Max
Donald, Herbert Preston
Gates, Floyd Arthur
Gortner,.. Willis A., II
Hargrove, Leroy William
Hario, Neil Charles
Hunton, John Heath
Nester, James Thomas

seconded by
her prejudice

70-1
70-84
70-44
69-148
69-254
70-181
70-305
70-151
69-401
70-150
69-127
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Mr. Dryden that the following
nor refund at their request.

Civil Engineer
Civil Engineer
Engineer -in -Training
Highway Engineer
Civil Engineer
Electrical Engineer
Architect
Civil Engineer
Metallurgical Engineer
Architect
Highway Engineer

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the following
applicants for professional registration having completed the personal audience
and all other requirements of this Board be granted registration and assigned
the registration numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

ARCHITECTURE
Anderson, Harry Frederick, Jr.
Avanessian, George Stephen
Barnett, Robert Louis
Brawn, Eugene Louis
Bud inger, Jean -Paul
Carr, James Donald
Cartsonis, Emanuel Michael
Cohon, Edward M.
Daw, John Lawrence
Esherick, Joseph
Fenlason, Norman Leroy
Folker, Dean Lanphere
Sahl, Robert Allen
3ray, Ralph Gareth
Ranson, Harold E.
Jackson, Robert Willard
Jordan, Joe Bob
Matthei, Edward H.
Paul, Robert Stephen
Pelfini, Vincent L.
Rhodes, Michael Joseph
Ritter, George Julius
Rue, Roger Lamar
iantamaria, Joseph William
3pragins, Gary Thomas
itevenson, John C., Jr.
[hacker, William Charles
White, Lawrence Dale

CHEMICAL ENGINEERING
Zievers, James Francis 7724

CIVIL ENGINEERING
7696 Ambrose, Dennis Paul
7697 Bernharth, George Kenneth
7698 Caspe, Marc Stephen ,
7699 Chopra, Kailash C.
7700 Denbroeder, Russell A.
7701 Egger, Glenn M.
7702 Fletchall, Lyle Rhodes
7703 Fort, Otto Emerson
7704 Goodman, Joseph Maier
7705 Isaak, Merlyn
7706 Jones, William P.
7707 Kovacs, Gerald Samuel
7708 Lukes, Jerry James
7709 Marsh, Francis Heywood
7710 Neiman, Ellwood Charles
7711 Ogden, Charles Ray
7712 Olhausen, Dale Dean
7713 Pearce, James Francis
7714 Richards, Robert Benjamin
7715 Rosner, John Christopher
7716 Sarkaria, Gurmukh Singh
7717 Swanson, Lorne E.
7718 Wahler, William Albert
7719 Werle, Armand Edward
7720 Wheelwright, Joseph Adrian
7721 Williams, Glenn Francis
7722 Wolf, Charles H.
7723 Woodman, Richard Alan

Wulff, Jack Goodman

Continued .....

7725
7726
7727
7728
7729
7730
7731
7732
7733
7734
7735
7736
7737
7738
7739
7740
7741
7742
7743
7744
7745
7746
7747
7748
7749
7750
7751
7752
7753



U2815

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
CoUrtright, Morris, Jr.
Klein, William
McGinness, John E., Jr.
Oldman, Murray Mortimer
Sarvasy, Harry
Sundeen, Gunnar Edwin, Jr.

GEOLOGICAL ENGINEERING
Reed, Edward L.

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Bazzoni, Joseph P.
Cator, Clinton Clifton
Clausen, Ingard M.
Goodman, Leonard Carl
Henry, Joseph T.
Larsen, Erling Gunnar
Lee, Joe Egbert
McGinness, John E., Jr.
Murphy, John Joseph
Strum, Merle
Sullivan, Jerry Edward
Vollmer, Reuben Paul

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Johnson, Robert Nobel

7754
7755
7756
7757
7758
7759

MINING ENGINEERING
Arnold, John Marshall
Jett, John Hamilton
Kearns, Desmond Patrick

7774
7775
7776

PETROLEUM ENGINEERING
Heller, John Melville 7777

SANITARY ENGINEERING
7760 Palm, M. Blaine 7778

Zinsmeister, Hebert Frank,Jr. 7779

7761
7762
7763
7764
7765
7766
7767
7768
7769
7770
7771
7772

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Brown, Richard Lee
Gray, Ralph Gareth
Welisch, David Alan

GEOLOGY
Clift, William Orrin
Mieritz, Richard Edward
Podesta, Donald James
Reed, Edward L.

7780
7781
7782

7783
7784
7785
7786

ASSAYING
Parsons, Michael L. 7787

7773 LAND SURVEYING
Chopra, Kailash C.
Eagle, Robert Vincent
Kroeppler, Lloyd Arthur
Martinez, Joseph Robert

7788
7789
7790
7791

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded by Mr. Knickerbocker that the following
applicants for in -training certification having satisfactorily completed the written
examination be granted registration and assigned the in -training registration
numbers as indicated. Motion carried.

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING
Dolter, Paul Raymond
Erickson, Lawrence Edward
Lind, Dwight
Pence, Derry Thomas

921 Pendergrass, David Lloyd
922 Quinn, Patrick F.
923 Smith, Robert E., Jr.
924 Snitzer, James A.

It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded
applicants for in -training certification
College of Engineering, under Rule II.C.
the in -training registration numbers as

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING
Johnson, Darrell Lee
Layne, Charles Lee
Mansfield, William Allen
Ward, Richard D.
Wright, George Gary

929
930
931
932
933

925
926
927
928

by Mr. Knickerbocker that the following
having been certified by the Deans of

6, be granted registration and assigned
indicated. Motion carried.



No report.
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REPORT OF THE PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE

REPORT OF THE BUDGET COMMITTEE

No report. However, Chairman Vanlandingham announced he had talked to Don
Olson, Budget Director of the Finance Department, and it looked favorable that
it would be recommended we employ an investigator.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

The Executive Director submitted for the Board's information Cash Flow Report #2
as shown on Minute Page 2817.

The Executive Director reported on his attendance of the Arizona Society of
Professional Engineers' Ad -Hoc Committee hearing of the Shipley -Devlin matter
held in Kingman, Arizona, on December 2, 1970. At the conclusion of the meeting,
it appeared that Mr. Shipley and Mr. Devlin had resolved their differences for
the present.

It was moved by Mr. Dryden and seconded by Dr. Newlin that a letter of thanks
be sent to the Arizona Society of Professional Engineers for their assistance
in dissolving this disagreement. Motion carried.

The Executive Director reported that a group of sanitarians had contacted our
agency for possible registration by this Board, and was advised that it would
be necessary to have the approval of the Governor and law change would be
required by the Legislature to our present Code. It was moved by Mr. Dryden
and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the sanitarians from such as the Arizona State
Health Department and County not be encouraged to seek registration under the
Technical Registration Act. Motion carried.

READING OF COMMUNICATIONS

Letter from California Board of Landscape Architects regarding reciprocity
was presented for the Board's information, as shown on Minute Pages 2818 and
2819.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

An investigation was made by Steve Fotinos on the following complaints and
the recommendations of the Assistant Attorney General's office in each
instance follows:

A. John K. Parsons, registered Civil Engineer, No. 4426, and
registered Structural Engineer, No. 4427, recommendations as
shown on Minute Pages 2820 and 2821. At the September 10th
Board meeting, Mr. Parsons was to be held for a formal hearing
and Chairman Vanlandingham stated a formal hearing would be
held in this matter within at least 60 days.

Continued on Page 2822



Amount

$16,113.00

403.92

804.75

29.38

874.23

1,162.20

747.50

15.36

3.50

3,399.24

1,594.95

13.00

1,148.55

620.07

249.60

140.60

337.24

95.58

40.35

500.00

62.00

CASH FLOW REPORT - #2
02817

DATE: December 3, 1970

Balance on Deposit as of July 1, 1970 - $17,563.04
Balance on Deposit as of Report Date - $68,161.25 Total Appropriated Receipts to Date:

$50,608.21
Unencumbered Balance as of Report Date- $41,213.99

LUMP SUM APPROPRIATED

Code Expenditures

7112.0 Salaries

7153.0 FICA

7155.0 State Retirement

7159.0 Personnel Commission

7219.0 Professional Services

7221.0 State Travel

7232.0 Out -of -State Travel

7272.0 Maint. & Repairs

7279.0 Other Repairs

7251.0 Office Rent

7280.0 Office Supplies

7333.0 Reporting & Recording

7334.0 Postage & Postage Mter

7335.0 Telephone

7342.0 Rent Xerox Machine

7360.0 Org. Dues & Subscriptions

7431.0 Office Equipment

7433.0 Microfilm Equipment

7480.0 Other Microfilm Equipment

7913.0 Revolving Fund

7921.0 Refunds

Amount Spent to Date

BALANCE FOR YEAR

$73,612.00

$27,855.02

$45,756.98
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RONALD REAGAN, Governor

4441144441**4414/041v4ti, Director

Leighton Hatch

F.: V D
Nov 0 P:370 '

SLIT' 7: 1 TEMP, REGISTRATION

November 16, 1970

TO: All Landscape Architectural Registration Boards
Council of Landscape Architectural Registration Boards
American Society of Landscape Architects, Washington, D. C.
American Society of Landscape Architects, Northern California Chapter

.American Society of Landscape Architects, Calif. Central Valley Chapter
American Society of Landscape Architects, Southern California Chapter

. American Institute of Landscape Architects, Phoenix, Arizona
American Institute of Landscape 'Architects, Northern Calif. Chapter
American Institute of Landscape Architects, Los Angeles Chapter
American Institute of Landscape Architects, San Diego Chapter
California Council of Landscape Architects

SUBJECT: Reciprocity

The purpose of the communication is to provide information
regarding the California State Board of Landscape Architects
provisions for reciprocity, that is, waiver of the written
examination requirement. It is requested that this information
be disseminated to members of your group. This information should
prove helpful to you, additionally, in discussing Californias
provisions for reciprocity with individuals licensed outside
California.

With the amendment of the Landscape Architeas Law (effective
November 1968) which set forth mandatory licensing of all persons
practicing landscape architecture in California (except those in the
employ of a licensee), together with other amendments; a provision
was also enacted relating to Section 5651 which provided for
waiver of the written examination requirement, under the conditions
set forth therein. This is the only requirement for which the
Board may exercise the waiver provision, and tbe,=.waiver may only .
be accomplished when the aillplicant (Sec. 5651) . has taken an
examination for license in another state substantially equivalent
in scope and subject matter to the written examination last given
in California before such !determination is made, and has achieved
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a score on the out-of-state examination at least equal to the score
'required to pass such California written examination." Out-of-state
licensees who have not successfully completed a written licensing
examination, but were licensed by virtue of a "grandfather"
provision, are not eligible for waiver of the written examination.

What exists in the California Landscape Architects Law today
is a provision for individual reciprocity only. For this reason,
the California State Board of Landscape Architects is strictly

. prohibited from entering into any formal or ratifying reciprocity .
agreements with any states.

The same requirements as were enacted in the original Landscape
Architects Law (1253) are still in effect --21 years of age, six

.years of education and practice, good moral character, successful
completion of a written examination, successful completion of an
oral examination.

It is hoped that this information will prove of assistance to
you. Any persons interested in applying in order to determine
whether they would be eligible, for licensure in California are
invited to do so by contacting the Board Office at the address
indicated above.

In the public interest,

BOARD OF LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS

UDY t. TAFOYAZ/(M
EXECUTIVE. SECRETARY



02820
DEPARTMENTOF LAW

OFFICE OF THE

Attartuv 6grreru1
STATE CAPITOL

phoenix,gkrizontx 11.5gaz

November 20, 1970

Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
Technical Board of Registration
923 United Bank Building
3550 North Central Avenue
'Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Re: JOHN K. PARSONS

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

GARY K. NELSON
.THEATTORNEYGENERAL

FRANK SAGAR1NO
CHIEF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL

7“:7r7Plifpc)
2 3

ST.4IE Kari TEVINAZ LISTRATIZ

In reviewing the file of Mx. Parsons, there is some in-
ference that he may have aided and abetted an unlicensed
person to practice in Arizona by stamping the plans he
or his employees did not prepare. Also that some of the
plans may constitute the practice of Architecture by an
engineer. However, there are other possible explanations
and problems of presentation of proof.

One evidentiary problem is in determining who prepared
the plans. The owner -developer of the apartment complex
has left the jurisdiction, as has the draftsman who
worked with Mr. Parsons. The Oregon engineer whose stamp
also appears on the drawings is not subject to subpoena,
and the builder of the apartment complex merely believes
the plans came from Or4oni For the above reasons, I
hesitate to recommend conducting a formal hearing.

I am not qualified to render an opinion as to whether
any of the plans bearing Mx. Parsons' seal constitute
Architecture, and, therefore, offer no recommendation as
to a disciplinary hearip.qh.,that basis.

v
An alternative to a forMal hearing that the Board may wish
to consider, would be to request the applicant to appear
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DEPARTMENT O F LAW

OFFICE OF THE

Atturi-t, Grnerat
STATE CAPITOL

P r . a . o r r i x, Arizona B1LZ

November 20, 1970

Mr. Walter J. Edelblut, Jr.
Executive Secretary
Technical Board of Registration
923 United Bank Building
3550 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Re: JOHN K. PARSONS

Dear Mr. Edelblut:

GARY K. NELSON
THEATTORNEYGE L

FRANK SAGARINO
CHIEF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL

2

SIAIF BLIAREI REISTRATii2,1i

In reviewing the file of Mx. Parsons, there is some in-
ference that he may have aided and abetted an unlicensed
person to practice in Arizona by stamping the plans he
or his employees did not prepare. Also that some of the
plans may constitute the practice of Architecture by an
engineer. However, there are other possible explanations
and problems of presentation of proof.

One evidentiary problem is in determining who prepared
the plans. The owner -developer of the apartment complex
has left the jurisdiction, as has the draftsman who
worked with Mr. Parsons. The Oregon engineer whose stamp
also appears on the drawings is not subject to subpoena,
and the builder of the apartment complex merely believes
the plans came from Ore5,on,. For the above reasons, I
hesitate to recommend conducting a formal hearing.

I am not qualified to render an opinion as to whether
any of the plans bearing Mr. Parsons' seal constitute
Architecture, and, therefore, offer no recommendation
to a disciplinary hearillgton that basis.

*

An alternative to a formal hearing that the Board may wish
to consider, would be to request the applicant to appear

0

as
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and discuss the plans. The drawback of such a request
would be (1) that the registrant may possibly decline the
invitation, and (2) should such an appearance be made, it
would possibly preclude further formal action.

Hoping this may be of assistance to you, I remain,

TAM: in

Yours very truly,

GARY K. NELSON
The Attorney General

,
T. A. MILLER
Assistant Attorney General

1.
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B. Robert R. Johnson, registered Civil Engineer, No. 6391, recommendations
as shown on Minute Pages 2823 and 2824. It was moved by Dr. Newlin
and seconded by Mr. Gimnd that we have a formal hearing on this matter
at a time and place set by the Chairman. Motion carried. Chairman
Vanlandingham stated a formal hearing would be held in this matter within
at least 60 days.

C. Gordon Finley Powers, registered Architect, No. 4038, recommendations
as shown on Minute Pages 2825 and 2826. At the September 10th Board
meeting he was to be held for a formal hearing, and Chairman
Vanlandingham stated a formal hearing would be held at the earliest
possible date.

D. Charles Perret, registered Architect, No. 1762, recommendations as
shown on Minute Pages 2827 and 2828. It was moved by Mr. Dryden
and seconded by Mr. Girand that we abide by the Assistant Attorney
General's recommendation that the evidence does not constitute
sufficient grounds for a formal disciplinary hearing against
Charles Perret. Motion carried.

Chairman Vanlandingham thanked Mr. Jay Ryan, Assistant Attorney General, for his
assistance and complimented him on the way he conducted the formal hearing in
the matter of Edmund C. Foerstel.

NEW BUSINESS

The Executive Director reported on the results of the Forty -Ninth Annual
Report bid which was awarded by the Department of Finance to Messenger
Graphics in the amount of $3,063.00. It was moved by Mr. Cassidy and seconded
by Mr. Knickerbocker that we proceed with the Forty -Ninth Annual Report to
be printed by the successful bidder. Motion carried.

The Executive Director reported that a discussion was held with Mike Sienerth,
City of Phoenix, and it appears that if the Board of Technical Registration
will appoint a committee for the purpose of reviewing plans prior to the
issuance of building permits, the City of Phoenix will implement its building
code to permit the committee to function.

In order to speak on this subject, the Chairman turned the chair over to Vice-
Chairman Cassidy. Mr. Vanlandingham said the Board has had considerable dis-
cussion in the past of plans being prepared by incompetent people, but
complaints were not acted on that were submitted by the City of Phoenix. A
group of architects has been meeting with the City of Phoenix to determine a
method where the plans could be reviewed by someone and where they had justifica-
tion to bring them before the Board for clarifciation. Up to this time there
has been no method but officials and attorneys feel that the plans can be re-
viewed legally by somebody then make a complaint to the Board. In his opinion
a committee must be established to review plans and bring it to the Board if
necessary. Vice -Chairman Cassidy then turned the chair back to Mt. Vanlandingham.

Mr. Knickerbocker felt there was more information required before such an ad -
hoc committee was established. It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded
by Mt. Girand that our Chairman appoint a committee to make a formal report
an what this discussion is to be about and present it at any meeting the Chairman
wishes to call. Motion carried.

Continued on Page 2829
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I have reviewed the Complaint by Joseph Gabriel against
Mr. Johnson; the photos of the Zeski Commercial Building
in Lake Havasu City, Arizona; and the Investigative Re-
port by Steve C. Fotinos.

On the alleged charge of aiding and abetting an un-
licensed person to practice, I cannot recommend to the
Board that they conduct a formal hearing.

Drawing your attention to the portion of the Investigative
Report as follows:

"Mx. Yogerst said he ran an office in
;the Martinie Building for imperial De-
signs. It was a business owned by
Mr. Robert R. Johnson and Johnson
traveled to Lake Havasu once a week or
once every two weeks. Yogerst admitted
drawing the plans by (sic) said Johnson
went over them and did the 'calc's' and
._checking. Mr. Yogerst was unsure after
.the conversation.continued as to how
much of the work he did and what John-
son actually did."
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The exemption of A.R.S. § 32-144(A) (3) of an employee of
a registrant appears applicable as does sealing the work
of a bona fide employee.

• Here again, I am unable, without architectural or engineer-
ing background, to determine if the plans stamped by
Mr. Johnson constitute Architecture rather than Engineer-
ing, and if so, whether such Architecture was incidental

• to the Engineering work.

Hoping this may be of some assistance, I remain,

TAM:Ln

Yours very truly,

•

GARY K. NELSON
The Attorney General

C1 .101.4 .1Q

T. A. MILLER
Assistant Attorney General
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Having reviewed the Sworn Complaint against Gordon Finley
Powers and the Investigative Report of Mr. Steve C.
Fotinos, I am of the opinion that probable cause exists,
to a sufficient degree, to warrant a hearing before the
State Board of Technical Registration. The fair infer-
ence of the material submitted is that Gordon Finley
Powers did, during a period when his license was not in
good standing, aid and abet an unlicensed person to prac-
tice Architecture by sealing a set of plans that he or
his bona fide employee did not prepare.

From a review of the file, I anticipate the presentation
to the Board would be approximately as follows:

First Witness - R. A. McIntire-

Testimony concerning the filing of a Sworn Complaint and
introduction of the correspondence of August 3, 1970 and
the Complaint dated December 3, 1970.

Second Witness - Walter Edelblut

Testimony Concerning registration and license status of
Gordon Finley Powers and Paul Iacona. Further, testi-
mony concerning general seal requirements.
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Third Witness - Official from the Glendale Building
Department (Pat Trueblood)

Authentication and introduction of plans in question,
first copy received January 16, 1970 and final plans with
stamp of Powers received March 19, 1970.

Fourth Witness - Steve C. Fotinos

Submission of Investigation Report and introduction of
pictures.

It is anticipated that the Exhibits that will be required
are the original correspondence and complaint from
McIntire; the original plans from the Glendale Building
Department and the pictures and Investigation Report,
which are presently in my possession.

If you have further questions in this matter, please
contact me.

TAM in

Sincerely,

GARY K. NELSON
The Attorney General

T. A. MILLER
Assistant Attorney General

S .
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I have reviewed the Complaint filed by Mr. Joseph Gabriel
accusing Charles Perret with aiding and abetting an un-
licensed person to practice Architecture. I have also re-
viewed a set of plans for a Vetinary Clinic and Commer-
cial Building, as well as the Investigative Report of
Mr. Steve Fotinos. The plans I reviewed have no stamp
other than a cover sheet which bears the name "White
Brothers Development Co.".

The Complaint by Mr. Gabriel assums that the plans were
prepared by other than Mr. Perret. The investigator notes
that the printing, etc., of other plans of White Brothers
appears to be the same as those submitted to the Board;
I assume, inferring that the work is not that of Mr. Perret.

The only direct evidence of the history of the submitted
plans appears to be the testimony of Mr. White of White
Brothers Development Co. His allegation that he hired
Mr. Perret to do the work and that Mr. Perret did some of
the work at White Brothers' office appears unrefuted by ,
other evidence.
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Because of the above, it is my opinion that the evidence
does not constitute sufficient grounds for a formal dis-
ciplinary hearing against Charles Perret.

Enclosed, and returned, are the plans submitted to the
Board, as well as the Investigative Report of Mr. Steve
Fotinos.

Yours very truly,

GARY K. NELSON
The Attorney General

( 7 ) •
t • , c l a.\ ksaah.E.CZ

T. A. MILLER
Assistant Attorney General

TAM:ln

Enclosure
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Chairman Vanlandingham appointed Ralph Wyatt as Chairman,
Charles W. Newlin to this special committee.

The Executive Director presented the following dates
and regular Board meetings:

February 18, and
19, 1971

- Formal Hearings in Phoenix

Earle Cassidy and

for the evaluation

February 23, 1971 - Architectural and Landscape Architectural Evaluation
Committees' meeting in Phoenix

February 24, 25,
and 26, 1971

March 19, 1971

April 12, 1971

- Engineering Evaluation Committee meeting in Phoenix

- Regular meeting of the Board in Tucson

- Engineering Examination Committee meeting for
April 24-26, 1971, examinations

It was moved by Mr. Knickerbocker and seconded by Dr. Newlin that the dates
presented by the Executive Director be accepted. Motion carried.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business before the Board, the Chairman adjourned the
meeting at 5:20 P.M.

)

SECRETARY
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A special meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration, conducted
by telephone, was called this date at 10:00 A.M. by direction of the Chairman
under the By -Laws, Section 1(3).

PRESENT
M. L. Vanlandingham, Chairman
Earle M. Cassidy, Vice -Chairman
Charles W. Newlin, Secretary
C. W. Dryden
John Girand
James L. Knickerbocker
Lew Place
Ralph L. Wyatt

ABSENT

The Secretary of the Board, Charles W. Newlin, reported to the members of
the Board of a complaint, under oath, received December 24, 1970, as shown
on Minute Pages 2831 and 2832, regarding Joseph Samuel Folkner, a registered
Landscape Architect, No. 7015. The complaint alleges that Mr. Folkner aided
and abetted a non -registered golf course architect, sealed drawings not
prepared by himself or his bona fide employee and placed his seal on drawings
when his certificate of registration was delinquent, A.R.S. 32-125.0 and 32-127.

A motion was made by the Chairman to conduct a formal hearing on Mr. John
Samuel Folkner, registered Landscape Architect, on February 19, 1971. The
motion was seconded by Dr. Charles W. Newlin and all members of the Board
voted by telephone. Motion carried.

There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 11:30 A.M.

SECRETARY
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STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.

County o f Yuma )

COMES NOW PAUL E. McCOLLUM'Sk-nd upon his oath

deposes and says that he i s a general contractor, 829

8th Avenue, Yuma, Arizona;

That he holds the following contractor's

license: A #31185;

That he has inspected the plans and specif i-

cat,.. prepared for the City o f Yuma Municipal Develop-

ment Corporation for a golf course;

That these plans were drawn or approved by one

Joseph S. Folkner, who i s purported t o be a registered

landscape architect but i s believed not t o have a valid

license i n the State o f Arizona and by David W. Kent &

Co., 8535 Melvin Ave., Northridge, Cal i f . , who are not

registered architects i n the State o f Arizona;

That Joseph S. Folkner allowed his seal t o be

affixed t o the plans but did not sign the said plans as

required by law.

Continued on next page
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That the plans are so incomplete and incompetently

drawn that they contain no electrical schematics and have

major descrepancies between the plans and specifications,

so that he i s unable t o properly so l i c i t bids from electrical

subcontractors as a consequence o f which he i s unable t o

properly submit bids.

Further aff iant sayeth not.

AULIE. McCOLLUM

74,

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN . before me this day

o f December, 1970.

My commission expires:

tsty

Notary PubTic -


