MINUTES

BOARD FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS

Date:


June 14, 2012

Place:


3rd Floor Conference Room                                




500 North Calvert Street  




Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Present:

H. C. Harclerode, P.E., Chairman




Steven A. Arndt, PhD., P.E., Vice Chairman

                                    Pastor Farinas, P.E., Secretary




Sallye E. Perrin, P.E



            David G. Mongan, P.E.




Sandra J. Murphy




Rosalind Yee

Others Present:
Pamela J. Edwards, Executive Director




Milena Trust, AAG, Counsel to the Board




Harry Loleas, Commissioner

 


Ruby L. Courtney, Executive Secretary




Janet Morgan




Chris Costello




David Weber




Gene Simmers




Jeffrey Wineholt, Sr.



Major Chris Bergg




Elizabeth Forbes


            
Mark Wills



Alan Straus



Jimmy Witmer



Dr. Robert L. Kondor



Tennille Blue

CALL TO ORDER


Chairman Harclerode called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m.

ACTION ON MINUTES


Motion (I) was made by Ms. Yee, seconded by Mr. Farinas, and unanimously carried by the Board to approve the minutes of the May 10, 2012 meeting as submitted.
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APPLICATIONS APPROVED FOR RECIPROCITY


Motion (II) was made by Mr. Farinas, seconded by Mr. Mongan, and unanimously carried to approve 38 applications for reciprocity as follows:


Anil Ahuja


42483

Edmund G. McNulty

42493

Michael J. Barbetta  

42479

Maaza C. Mekuria

42494

Darryl Brogan


42484

Clement T. Milbourne

42495

Joseph J. Bromka

42485

Stacy M. Morgan

42496

William H Bushman

42486

Chi H. Park


42497

Panayiotis P. Campanides
41892

William Patrick Parrish
41888

Nuno L. Chao


41767

Orla H. Pease


42498

Bradley C. Croop

42487

Ricardo E. Rodrizuez

42499


Gabi E. Daniel


42488

Pathik B. Shah


42500


Daniel Scott Davies

41891

Erie P. Spicker

42501


Kirkland M. Edmonds

42489

George Stefanovici

42502


Khalad Aly El-Domiaty
42362

Christopher D. Sturkie
41835


Bilgin Erel


41836

William T. Vest, III

41874


Andrew M. Hipski

42490

John G. Voorhees

42503


Xianhe Jin


42472

Banks R. Wason

42504


Alissa Kouriatova

41771

Kyle P. Weir


42505

Baart Kent Krieger

42373

Daniel Weissman

42506


Juan C. Lemus


42491

Paul B. Wink


42507


Stam Mannava

42492

Jun Yang


41724

EXECUTIVE SESSION I


Motion (III) was made by Ms. Perrin, seconded by Ms. Yee, and unanimously carried to go into Executive Session at 10:15 a.m. at 500 North Calvert Street, 3rd Floor Conference Room, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202.  This session was permitted to be closed pursuant to State Government Article, Title 10-508(a)(7).  Upon completion of the session, the Board reconvened its public meeting at 10:45 a.m.

COMPLAINT COMMITTEE REPORT


Mr. Farinas reported on the status of complaints discussed by the Complaint Committee at its meeting on June 14, 2012.


12-PE-11   Consent Order signed. Fine paid. Close.

12-PE-12   20-day response letter sent April 24, 2012. No response. Send

                               via certified mail.

12-PE-13   Response letter received from employer.  Assign to investigator.
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12-PE-15   Consent Order signed. Fine paid. Close.  

12-PE-19   No Violation. Close.

12-PE-20   Send 20-day response letter.
         
12-PE-21   Send 20-day response letter.

12-PE-22   Offer Consent Order and $300 fine.


The Complaint Committee reviewed three applications for reinstatement of license and recommends reinstatement for two and a consent order and fine for the other.

Motion (IV) was made by Ms. Perrin, seconded by Ms. Yee, and unanimously carried to accept the recommendations of the Complaint Committee.

CPC COMMITTEE REPORT


Motion (V) was made by Mr. Mongan, seconded by Dr. Arndt, and unanimously carried to approve the CPC Provider applications of AHJ Technical Continuing Education Corporation, Havtech, Inc., Honeywell Analytics, Price Industries, and Summer Consultants.  The Committee is requesting more information on the instructors form Shafer, Troxell, & Howe, Inc. and is also requesting additional information on course content and instructors from Boland and Setty & Associates.   
EXECUTIVE SESSION II



Motion (VI) was made by Ms. Perrin, seconded by Mr. Mongan, and unanimously carried to go into Executive Session at 11:35 a.m. at 500 North Calvert Street, 3rd Floor Conference Room, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202.  This session was permitted to be closed pursuant to State Government Article, Title 10-508(a)(7).  Upon completion of the session, the Board reconvened its public meeting at 11:55 a.m.

NEW BUSINESS

Application Process for Structural Exam

Ms. Courtney requested guidance from the Board on the application process for the new Structural Exam for an applicant who recently passed the Principles and Practice of Engineering exam.  Mr. Mongan stated that the applicant should update his/her work experience since their last application and one of the Civil Board members will review the application.    Mr. Harclerode asked that we find out what states have a separate structural license and find out what their requirements are.
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OLD BUSINESS
Update on Staff Issues


Ms. Edwards reported that the new Assistant Director, Mike Miller, will start on June 27, 2012 and that interviews had not been scheduled for the Investigator position.  Ms. Edwards stated that there was no new information on the IT position and that Erika White, the new Deputy Commissioner, had accepted another position.  

Legislative Update

Electronic Signatures

Dr. Arndt stated that the Board needs to define "signing/sealing" in the regulations and suggested that the Board get input from the jurisdictions as to what they will accept before changing the regulations. He also stated that the Board should find out what the Army Corps of Engineers policy is regarding this.  Chairman Harclerode requested that this matter remain on the agenda as more research is needed. 
CORRESPONDENCE

E-Mail from Mark Strong 

The Board received a memo from Mark Strong, dated May 18, 2012, regarding the sealing of documents related to Federal government property in Maryland.  The Board's position is that they have no jurisdiction over Federal facilities but if the plans have to be filed with the Maryland Department of the Environment and they require a seal, the plans would have to be signed by a Maryland  professional engineer. Ms. Edwards will respond to him.
OTHER BUSINESS

Dr. Arndt explained the news release from NCEES dated June 11, 2012 announcing changes to the FE exam.  The current specifications for the FE exam will change effective January 2014 in conjunction with the exam's transition to CBT, and the exam will be seven freestanding discipline specific exams.

Ms. Edwards will submit out-of-state travel paperwork for all Board members who are interested in attending the NCEES annual meeting in St. Louis, Missouri from August 22, 2012 to August 25, 2012. Chairman Harclerode asked that a review of the National Agenda for the NCEES annual meeting be put on the agenda for the August 9, 2012 meeting.
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Mr. Gene Simmers addressed the Board concerning a complaint that he made against an engineer.  Mr. Farinas informed him that the consent order that was offered to the engineer was signed and that the fine had been paid and the case was closed.  Mr. Simmers requested a copy of the consent order.
APPLICATIONS APPROVED ADMINISTRATIVELY FOR RECIPROCITY 


The following applications, supported by NCEES Model Law Engineer files, were administratively approved for licensure by the Assistant Executive Director of the Board:



Christopher J. Adams

41840

Robert J. Kalan, Jr.

41828

Justin S. Anderson

41889

Richard J. Kipke

42370

Brian J. Billman

41885

Katherine M. Kowalczyk
41878

Bruce V. Boan


41873

Jay N. Kumar


41879

Todd W. Carey

41876

Roberto M. Leon

42480

Renato A. Carothi

41877

Steven P. Lorek

41882

John P. Castelvecchi, Jr.   
42478

Kevin McCoy


41881

Scott A. Collins

42372

Brian T. Meli


42481

Jonathan E. Currier

42371

Andrew J. Meyers

42368

John J. Duffy


42475

Richard A. Polo

42363

Geoffrey S. Eddy

42365

Nicholas R. Saponara

41880

John C. Fisher


41893

Michael J. Shaid, Jr. 

41837


Brent D. Fraser

42364

Michael Sinniger

41886


William J. Galbraith

42476

David G. Smith

41265


Terry M. Gellner

42367

Jason Tarantino

42474


Brian James Gemmell

41838

Jeremy Taylor


41875


Joseph Gigantiello

41884

Martin Rodolfo Torres
41839


Steven Edward Hall

41830

Lungshen Tsao

42369


Ahmad A. Hammoud

42477

Joshua P. Winston

41890


Craig W. Juday

42366

William E. Yeager, Jr.

41887

APPLICATIONS APPROVED FOR THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF 

ENGINEERING EXAMINATION,  APRIL 13, 2012.


Anthony D. Achudume


Tyler Seitz Brown

Parul C. Amin




Jaspal Singh Buttar


Matthew T. Armstrong


Pathros O. Cardenas


Nicholas A. Battaglia



Hanny A. Carp-Martinovici


Melissa M. Berrios



Chun Chen


Colleen N. Block



Silvio G. Cordero


Stacy A. Boyles



Kevin Curry


Matthew James Brewster


Bassam Delbani
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APPLICATIONS APPROVED FOR THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF 

ENGINEERING EXAMINATION,  APRIL 13, 2012 (Cont'd)

Anthony A. Difranco



Christopher Andrew Nicolais


Kristen Elizabeth Distefano


Pharles O. Okelo


Ryan G. Dobie



Stenikechuku Onyejekwe


Brandon R. Finzel



Steven Charles Pandish


Catherine E. Fitzpatrick


Kevin W. Parsons


Sarah R. Gentner



Jamie Sean Raithel


Phomy Hean




Torrence S. Robinson


Brian M. Hetherington


Sarah Elizabeth Silanskis

Sunghee Kim




Charles W. Six

Xiaorong Lai




Stephen Basil Tomczewski

William Levis




Manoocher Torabi

Katie M. Lynch



Soner Unver

Andrew W. Main



Nyan H. Win

Allan D. McBride



Thomas S. Wolf

Scott G. McCullough



Minhua Xu

Theomar A. Milford



Ning Yang

Nichola D. Morrison



Matthew S. Young

Vikas A. Narang



Timothy B. York

Jabe H. Nekula



Motion (VII) was made by Mr. Farinas, seconded by Mr. Mongan,  and unanimously carried to deny five applicants for the Principles and Practice of Engineering Examination to be held October 26, 2012 because the applicants' qualifications did not meet the Board's requirements.  The applications were discussed at the Board meeting.
ADJOURNMENT 


Motion (VIII) was made by Mr. Mongan, seconded by Mr. Farinas,  and unanimously carried to adjourn the meeting at 2:30 p.m. 

__________ With Corrections           

__________ Without Corrections

Signed by:
               

Howard C. Harclerode, P.E., Chairman
  
   Date:  July 12, 2012
BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS

OPEN FORUM

LEGISLATIVE INITIATIVES

500 N CALVERT STREET

SECOND FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM

BALTIMORE, MD 21202

JUNE 14, 2012

1:00 P.M.

Chairman Harclerode introduced himself and stated that the purpose of the forum was to get input from various engineering societies and the public on proposed legislation regarding:


1.  Requiring business entities that provide engineering services to obtain a permit, the purpose and criteria of the permit and the fees.


2.  Elimination of exam review in preparation for Computer Based Testing (CBT). 


3.  Elimination or modification of current statutory provisions that enable an individual to qualify for the Professional Engineers exam without a degree.
The forum was then open for comments.

Comments were as follows:

Chris Costello, Representative for ACEC and MSPE, stated that there was not a lot of concern about the Certificate of Authorization (COA) from ACEC and MSPE but it is a concern that it should not be more complicated than absolutely necessary.  They don't want it to be a solution in search of a problem.  There is a feeling that the Board was not created to manage engineering firms.  Clients are looking at this and will have suggestions on how to approach this.  They are looking at other state laws, etc. He also stated that firms might want a seat on the Board since they would be paying a fee for the COA.  He asked if the responsible person had to be a MD PE and was concerned that if the responsible person's licensed lapsed, would the firm be prohibited from doing business.  He did not think that the proposed legislation was clear in this area and was general and not specific in several areas.  Ms. Costello also stated that insurance should be required for Professional Engineers and that he was against eliminating the option to qualify for the exam without a degree.  
Chairman  Harclerode's Response:  Chairman  Harclerode stated the Board was created to protect the health and safety of the public and that representation extends to firms that are representing themselves without a licensed Professional Engineer.  Chairman Harclerode explained that the firm permit was proposed jointly last legislative session with Architects, Landscape Architects, and Land Surveyors to make uniform all design Boards and to have enforcement capability.   He also stated that the Board has been very responsible in spending and that the Board would be adopting the same fee structure as the other design Boards and that the lowering or elimination of fees would be considered.  He explained that the firm would have 30 days to designate a new engineer to be in responsible charge in the case that the responsible engineer's license lapsed.  
Then Chairman Harclerode stated it would be very hard to get legislation passed requiring all licensed PE's to have insurance and that there is currently a case before the Supreme Court regarding forcing insurance on businesses but that this would be taken under advisement.  He also finds that allowing a candidate to sit for the PE exam without a degree is discriminatory against the other categories which do require a degree.
David Webber, P.E., L.S., stated that as a Land Surveyor, he has been dealing with the firm permit for about 10 years and wanted to know what benefit is to be gained by a firm permit for engineers.  He also feels that taking away the work experience option for the PE exam would be a disservice and that maybe the Board should require the applicants in this category to take both the FE and PE exam.
Chairman  Harclerode's Response:  Chairman Harclerode stated the two main benefits of COA would be the mandatory requirement of having a professional engineer in responsible charge and that firms who are not in the engineering business could not use the word "engineering " in the company name and would therefore, not be misleading the public.
David Mongan, P.E., reported comments from ACEC.  They wanted better definitions  of terms in the proposed legislation concerning the firm permits.  ACEC wanted to know the magnitude of the problem and how many complaints had the Board received.  ACEC was also concerned that there was no mention of Limited Liability Partnerships or Joint Ventures in the proposed legislation or that the responsible person had to be a full time employee.  ACEC was also concerned with the liability of the person in responsible charge and what their duties would be.  ACEC wanted to know if the Board had addressed solving the concerns regarding COA in another way.
Alan Straus, Chair of Legislative Committee of the American Council of Engineering Companies (ACEC), stated that the language in the proposed legislation was very vague, especially the definition of terms.

Ms. Trust's Response:  The Board has until September 1, 2012 to come to an agreement on the language in the proposed legislation. Ms. Trust suggested having a working meeting with the licensees and associations to discuss proposed legislation.


Elizabeth Forbes stated that she was grateful when MD offered the ability to qualify to sit for the PE exam under the experience option and that she is against any change to this option.

Jim Weber stated that he has 10 and 1/2 years work experience and was planning to apply for the PE exam under the work experience option and was concerned that he would not be able to apply for the exam in 1 and 1/2 years.
Ms. Trust's Response:  Ms. Trust informed him that no piece of legislation goes in without a grandfathering provision and he did not have to worry about not being able to apply for the PE exam under the work experience option.
Dr. Arndt's Response:  Dr. Arndt stated that the Board will consider how grandfathering will be structured into the proposed legislation.
Tenille Blue stated she has applied to sit for the October 2012 PE exam under the work experience option and was concerned about the possibility of that option be eliminated and how this would affect her.   

Chairman  Harclerode's Response:  The pending legislation will not affect you qualifying for the October 2012 PE exam.  He also stated that Board may hold off on the elimination or modification of the work experience option until 2014, but that internationally, the bar is being raised requiring more than a BS to become a Professional Engineer.

There were no comments regarding the proposed elimination of the exam review in light of the implementation of Computer Based Testing (CBT). 

Several attendees commented on Continuing Education for Professional Engineers, which was not on the agenda for this meeting.  Dr. Arndt suggested that they go to the website to read the regulations.  Chairman Harclerode stated that common issues when being audited for (CPC) will be published in the "By Design" newsletter.

Chairman Harclerode closed by announcing that a working meeting with the licensees and associations on Tuesday, June 26, 2012 at 10 a.m.
