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Thank you, Senator. 
THE CLERK: 

Calendar 149, File 223, Substitute for S.B. 496, An 
Act Concerning Minor Revisions To The New Home 
Construction Act, The Home Improvement Contractor Act 
And The Home Solicitations Sales Act. Favorable Report 
of the Committees on General Law and Judiciary. 

The Clerk is in possession of amendments. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Cclapietro. 
SEN. COLAPIETRO: 

Thank you, Madam President. I move the Joint 
Committee's Favorable Report and passage of the bill. 
THE CHAIR: 

The question is on passage. Will you remark? 
SEN. COLAPIETRO: 

Thank you, Madam President. I would ask the Clerk 
to call LC06132 and ask that all the amendments with my 
name on it, other than that one be withdrawn. 
THE CLERK: 

LC06132 which will be designated Senate Amendment 
Schedule "A". It is offered by Senator Colapietro of 
the 31st District, 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Colapietro. 
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SEN. COLAPIETRO: 
Thank you, Madam President. Madam President, this 

amendment is sort of an offshoot of the equity and 
financing bill which we couldn't come to an agreement on 
years ago. And now that we have come to terms on it, 
the industry is on board with this and everyone in the 
subcontractors group is also with it. 

What it does is, it takes the money that they call 
retainage, it defines what retainage is. It puts it in 
escrow. It lets the owner of the money that goes in 
escrow accumulate interest on it from the point they 
have an agreement on the contract. 

After the point that it is supposed to be turned 
over, then it accumulates interest 1.5% on the other 
side so that the subcontractor that is, refused the 
money, collects his interest and reasonable attorneys 
fees. I move, I did. 
THE CHAIR: 

The question is on adoption of the amendment. Will 
you remark further? Senator McKinney. 
SEN. MCKINNEY: 

Thank you, Madam President. Madam President, if I 
could, through you, one quick question to the proponent 
of the amendment. 
THE CHAIR: 
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Please proceed. 
SEN. MCKINNEY: 

Thank you. Senator Colapietro, in the amendment in 
subsection 3 under the definition of retainage, it 
refers to written or verbal construction contracts and 
the title of the bill deals with the home improvement, 
the home improvement contractor act. 

It's my understanding that verbal home improvement 
contracts are prohibited and so I'm just curious as to 
why we're acknowledging verbal contracts or are there 
some construction areas that are not home improvement 
act contracts that allow verbal contracts. 

Through you, Madam President. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Colapietro. 
SEN. COLAPIETRO: 

Yes, thank you, Madam President. Through you, 
Madam President, the, some retainage doesn't apply to 
any home improvement contracts whatsoever. This bill is 
strictly commercial and that is defined by four units or 
more. Four units or less are considered residential. 
Four units or more are considered commercial. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator McKinney. 
SEN. MCKINNEY: 
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Thank you, Madam President. Thank you, Senator. 
< THE CHAIR: 

Thank you, Sir. Will you remark further? Will you 
remark further? If not, I will try your minds. All 
those in favor indicate by saying "aye". 
ASSEMBLY: 

Aye. 

| THE CHAIR: 
Opposed, "nay"? The ayes have it. The amendment 

is adopted. Will you remark further on the bill as * 
t amended? Senator Colapietro. 

SEN. COLAPIETRO: 
Thank you, Madam President. The underlying bill 

makes new home construction act comply to contracts to 
situations when the contractor is building a home on 
property already owned by the homeowner. 

It makes it a Class A misdemeanor to fail to return 
a consumer's deposit under certain circumstances and 
makes numerous technical changes as well. 
THE CHAIR: 

Will you remark further? Senator Colapietro. 
SEN. COLAPIETRO: 

Thank you, Madam President. If I may, I would — 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Gunther. 
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SEN. GUNTHER: 
Madam President, there is an amendment. I believe 

the Clerk has amendment 5602. I'd like to call the 
amendment, waive the reading and move for its 
acceptance. 
THE CLERK: 

LC05602 which will be designated Senate Amendment 
Schedule "B". It is offered by Senator Gunther of the 
21st District . 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Gunther. 
SEN. GUNTHER: 

Madam President, I visited this amendment 
practically every session we've had. I keep looking 
into the east for that star to start shining. 

But you know, here is an area, the home improvement 
contractors, that I think is the largest, complaint that 
we have in the State of Connecticut. I look around this 
circle. I can't believe that there isn't any one of us 
in this circle that doesn't get one or many complaints 
every year. 

Right now, I'm working on a complaint which could 
cost the homeowner about $40,000 on an abuse by a so-
called certified home improvement contractor. 

Right now in the State of Connecticut, all you have 
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to do is go into the Consumer Protection Department, lay 
your money on the deck. You could have absolutely no 
background in the area of home improvement, regardless 
of whether it's roofs, siding, it's windows, you name 
it, pay your dough, pay into the guarantee fund and 
you've got your certification. 

There is nothing that requires that individual to 
have any knowledge whatsoever of what he's going to take 
and advertise himself as a certified home improvement 
contractor in the State of Connecticut. 

Now literally hundreds of complaints come up every 
year. And incidentally, the greatest part of them are 
usually to the elderly and the very young people, 
because they could be hoodwinked very easily. In fact, 
there's a family that works the southern clime in the 
wintertime because of the weather and they usually 
travel up here to the north, come in, and they're a 
whole family of people that will repair your roof, 
repair your chimney, put roofing on or even putting 
coatings on your driveway. There's some of that, I've 
gotten many complaints on that where they actually move 
in, give them a very low price and put old used oil on 
the driveways and take off and that's the end of it. 

This amendment would at least require the person 
who gets a license, and I say license, not certification 
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in the State of Connecticut, assure that they have some 
background in the areas that they are going to go out 
and give service. 

Now, if this doesn't make sense to you, I don't 
think anything can make sense to you. Can you imagine 
any one of us in this circle could go out, I want to 
take an put on roofs or chimneys, no matter what it is, 
I have no knowledge at all. We should at least have a 
licensure and that the individual take and prove some 
ability to take and fulfill the contract of going in 
there and doing that to whatever the homeowners are. 

All I could say it, you know, it's in there year 
after year after year and we never do anything about it 
There's some improvement that has been suggested by the 
underlying bill, but it's not going to get at the real 
root of this, and even this will not get to the total 
root of it. But at least we'll have some way of 
assuring the public that they'll have some knowledge. 

Incidentally, that guarantee fund I think is 
beautiful. Anybody, if you get stuck with one of these 
registered home improvement contractors, if you go to 
court, hire a lawyer, sue, get a judgment from that 
court, you can come back and if the individual has no 
money or they're not, you can't attach them or anything 
you go to the guaranty fund and then get some money out 
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of that. 
But if you ever hire a person who isn't registered, 

they can't get anything out of that fund. So I mean, 
we've got a situation in the State of Connecticut that I 
think a long, long time has been begging for some 
correction. 

I think this is a minimum, of what you can do to 
take and help correct this and help at least have the 
general public know that the person who has a license in 
this state has some knowledge and background. 

Madam President, may we have a roll call on this 
particular amendment. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Colapietro. 
SEN. COLAPIETRO: 

Thank you, Madam President. I would have to stand 
and oppose this amendment, only because the parties that 
have worked on this bill have worked on it long hours 
and a couple of years and also, I believe that your 
amendment, Doc, draws $150,000 fiscal note, whereas this 
bill without that, doesn't. 
THE CHAIR: 

Was that a question, Sir? 
SEN. COLAPIETRO: 

No, I was answering Doc's amendment if I may. 
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THE CHAIR: 
Thank you. Will you remark further on Senate 

Amendment "B"? Will you remark further? If not, I will 
try your minds. All those in favor, excuse me, I'm 
sorry. 

A roll call vote has been ordered. The Clerk 
please announce a roll call vote. The machine will be 
opened. 

* THE CLERK: 
An immediate roll call has been ordered in the 

Senate. Will all Senators please return to the Chamber. 
An immediate roll call has been ordered .in the 

Senate. Will all Senators please return to the Chamber. 
THE CHAIR: 

Have all members voted? If all members have voted, 
the machine will be locked. The Clerk please announce 
the tally. 
THE CLERK: 

Motion is on adoption of Senate Amendment Schedule 

Total number voting, 35. Necessary for adoption, 
19. Those voting yea, 14; those voting nay, 21. Those 
absent and not voting, 1. 
THE CHAIR: 

The amendment fails. Will you remark further on 



pat 78 
Senate Tuesday, May 20, 2003 

002H2 

the bill? Senator Colapietro. 
SEN. COLAPIETRO: 

Thank you, Madam President. If there are no 
further objections, I would move this item to the 
Consent Calendar. 
THE CHAIR: 

Motion is to refer this item to the Consent 
Calendar. Senator Genuario. 
SEN. GENUARIO: 

Madam President, I object to this being referred to 
the Consent Calendar. 
THE CHAIR: 

There is an objection. Mr. Clerk would you 
announce a .roll call vote. The machine will be opened. 
THE CLERK: 

An immediate roll call has been ordered in the 
Senate. Will all Senators please return to the Chamber. 

An immediate roll call has been ordered in the 
Senate. Will all Senators please return to the Chamber. 
THE CHAIR: 

Have all members voted? If all members have voted, 
the machine will be locked. The Clerk please announce 
the tally. 
THE CLERK: 

Motion is on passage of Substitute S.B. 496 as 
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amended. 
Total number voting, 35. Necessary for passage, 

18. Those voting yea, 27; those voting nay, 8. Those 
absent and not voting, 1. 
THE CHAIR: 

The bill is passed. 
* — • 

THE CLERK: 
Calendar Page 20, Calendar 22.9, Files 324 and 669, 

Substitute for S.B. 727 An Act Concerning Grandparents 
Caring For Grandchildren And Foster Care Subsidies. 
Favorable Report of the Committees on Aging, Human 
Services and Appropriations. The Clerk is in possession 
of amendments. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Prague. 
SEN. PRAGUE: 

Thank you, Madam President. Madam President, I 
move the Joint Committee's Favorable Report and passage 
of the bill. 
THE CHAIR: 

The question is on passage of the bill. Will you 
remark? 
SEN. PRAGUE: 

Yes, Madam President, thank you. The bill before 
us just requires the Department of Social Services and 


