MINUTES

BOARD FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS

Date:


November 8, 2012

Place:


3rd Floor Conference Room                                




500 North Calvert Street  




Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Present:

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

Others Present:
Pamela J. Edwards, Executive Director




Michael Miller, Assistant Executive Director




Milena Trust, AAG, Counsel to the Board




Ruby L. Courtney, Administrative Secretary




Janet Morgan

Absent:     

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



Rosalind Yee                
CALL TO ORDER


Vice Chairman Arndt called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m.

ACTION ON MINUTES


Motion (I) was made by Mr. Mongan, seconded by Ms. Perrin, and unanimously carried by the Board to approve the minutes of the October 11, 2012 meeting as submitted. 
APPLICATIONS APPROVED FOR RECIPROCITY


Motion (II) was made by Mr. Farinas, seconded by Ms. Murphy, and unanimously carried to approve 34 applications for reciprocity as follows:


Sharif Abou-Sabh

42806

Brian L. Butler

42810

Jeongil Ahn


42807

John Francis Cavan, IV
42720

Brouk Yemane Akale

42569

Robert Chmielewski

42811

Joseph O. Akinmusuru
42677

Jason L. Dyer


42812

Mir H. Ali


42808

Sava Eremic


42756

Malak 
Bahram Bahrami
42726

Mostafa A. Fahimi

42771


Armando U. Bawan

42763

Henry J. Fix


42755


Solomon Tsegaye Bekele
42773

Kevin Robert Fellin

42719


Michael Benjamin

42793

Li Gao



42813


Robert A. Bruce

42809

Thomas A. Heim

42764
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APPLICATIONS APPROVED FOR RECIPROCITY (Cont'd)


Yuri V. Jukarev

42669

Ronald L. Schallawitz

42819

Eduardo Ferrer Lao

42785

Stephen O. Schmidt

42820

Rachel A. Leitzinger

42814

John Seto


42821

Jake C. Ozyman

42815

Deepak Somarajan

42718


Thomas B. Pursel

42816

Serena Stafford

42822


Kenneth T. Rapp

42817

Angelo J. Waters

42823


Brandon M. Rossetti

42818

Steven D. Wright

42824

EXECUTIVE SESSION I



Motion (III) was made by Ms. Perrin, seconded by Mr. Mongan, and unanimously carried to go into Executive Session at 11:00 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 11:29 a.m.

COMPLAINT COMMITTEE REPORT


Mr. Farinas reported on the status of complaints discussed by the Complaint Committee at its meeting on November 8, 2012.

            12-PE-08   Inactive.


12-PE-12   Offer Consent Order and $3000 fine.

12-PE-13   Inactive.
 


13-PE-01   Inactive.

13-PE-04   Consent Order signed. Fine paid. Close.

13-PE-06   Investigation underway.


13-PE-07   Investigator's report being prepared.


13-PE-08   Case to be forwarded to Montgomery County for criminal charges.


13-PE-09   Consent Order signed. Fine paid. Close.


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

CPC COMMITTEE REPORT


The Board is requesting a biography on the presenter, more details on courses offered and the number of PDH's provided from Caddworks Corporation.  The Board is also asking the Caddworks Corporation to indicate whether the course is a Category A or Category B.
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NEW BUSINESS
Nominations for NE Zone Vice President from the Maryland Board

Vice Chairman Arndt informed the Board that now is the time to consider nominating candidates for NCEES NE Zone Vice President, NE Zone Assistant Vice President, NE Zone Treasurer, and NE Zone Representative to the National Nominating Committee.  Vice Chairman Arndt also stated he was considering running for NE Zone Assistant Vice President.
Software Engineering Examination

Vice Chairman Arndt stated that since Maryland will be offering the Software engineering examination in April 2013, potential applicants need to be informed of the definition of software engineering  and who should be licensed in this area.  Ms. Perrin suggested that a Q and A be posted on the website regarding software engineering. Ms. Trust stated that information regarding the Structural Engineering examination should also be posted to the website.  Vice Chairman Arndt also informed the Board he would be the person reviewing the applications for the Software engineering examination and that this will be a challenging area as far as complaints are concerned.  Vice Chairman Arndt also stated that software can be written that does not affect the health, safety and welfare of the public but noted that anytime failure of software can affect the health, safety and welfare of the public, it is considered engineering.  

Currently, anyone applying for the Software or Structural engineering examinations must complete the application for the Principles and Practice of engineering examination since the Board does not license in discipline and does not have a specific application for those exams.  Mr. Mongan stated that individuals who wish to take a second PE exam may not have all the information required to complete the application, especially if they have been licensed for a long time and those files are in storage.  Mr. Mongan volunteered to evaluate the existing PE exam application in an attempt to reduce the required information for engineers already licensed in Maryland who wish to take a second examination.
Guidelines for Audit of CPC Requirements

Mr. Miller reported that 90 applications for renewal had been flagged for audit as of November 8, 2012.  Fifty three of the 90 renewal applications flagged have passed the audit, leaving 37 applications pending.  Twenty seven of the 37 pending applications have not responded at all.  


Mr. Miller informed the Board that once a renewal is flagged for audit, the licensee receives an e-mail informing them that they have been randomly selected for an audit to ascertain compliance with continuing education requirements.  The e-mail requests that the licensee provide to the Board within 30 days a listing of classes or 
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courses that they have completed in connection with their license renewal and to forward copies of all completion certificates that were received as a result of taking such classes or courses. The e-mail also informs the licensee that if no response is received within 30 days, they could be subject to a formal complaint against them and the full range of disciplinary actions that may be available to the Board.  Depending on the severity of the violation, the sanctions may range from the imposition of a fine to the suspension or revocation of the license to practice engineering.  When the licensee's response in not adequate or no response is received in 30 days, Mr. Miller sends out a letter via regular and certified mail. Mr. Mongan stated that when an honest effort is made to comply with the CPC requirements and a course is disallowed, the licensee is given 30 days to comply.  

Ms. Trust stated that a license can not be suspended or revoked without a hearing. Ms. Trust offered several options which ranged from issuing a "Notice of Intended Action" to a more moderate "one more chance letter".  Ms. Trust liked the use of the Architects CPC penalty language and suggested that the staff write up a set of procedures for Professional Engineers which were similar in the explanation of the audit process and potential penalties for non-compliance.  

Ms. Perrin suggested to incorporate language in all correspondence relating to the audit which gives the licensee an option to surrender their license if they did not wish to maintain it.  This would not count as a disciplinary action.  Ms. Trust stated that if there is a hearing which results in a finding of guilt, this would be a disciplinary action and that information would be reportable. 

The Board talked about setting the amount of the fine for failure to respond and for failure to comply with the continuing education requirements.  Ms. Trust asked that the audit procedures be written up and presented to the Board at the December meeting for further discussion. 
OLD BUSINESS

Update on Staff Issues

Ms. Edwards reported that Karel Gregg, the Exam Coordinator, resigned and  accepted a permanent position with another state agency and that there is no new information regarding the IT position.

Update on Electronic Signatures

This matter will be deferred to next month's meeting.
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Legislative Update

Ms. Trust reported that the Maryland Society of Professional Engineers (MSPE) will not support the joint Firm Permit Bill for Architects, Land Surveyors, and Landscape Architects.
CORRESPONDENCE
E-Mail from Bob Paddock regarding Software Engineering License


The Board received an e-mail from Bob Paddock dated August 12, 2012 inquiring if Maryland will be requiring a Software Engineering license and what would be the prerequisites for taking the exam.  Mr. Paddock was concerned that people who had been practicing in the industry for years who do not have the academic requirements would be excluded from taking the exam and therefore wanted to know if their will be a grandfathering allowance.  Mr. Paddock also wanted to know if as a holder of "Software Quality Engineer Certification", would their be any ramifications for using the word "Engineer" on his business cards or on his website.


Vice-Chairman Arndt drafted a response informing Mr. Paddock of the definition of engineering and stating that the planning, design, and or evaluation of any kind of software that could affect the health, safety, or welfare of the public would be included in this definition and would be considered the practice of engineering in Maryland.  He further stated that the requirements for the Software engineering examination are the same as any other Principles and Practice of Engineering examination.  Vice Chairman Arndt also noted  that the current Maryland Statute provides a path for licensure without a degree and referred Mr. Paddock to Business Occupations and Professions Article, §§14-304 and 14-305. Vice Chairman Arndt pointed out that only a licensed Professional Engineer may practice, attempt to practice or offer to practice in the State of Maryland and this would include using the title "engineer" on business cards, web sites, or any other form of communications.  Vice-Chairman Arndt asked Ms. Edwards to finalize his response and forward the response to Mr. Paddock.
Letter from James M. Irvin, Howard County Dept. of Public Works Regarding Environmental Site Design by Land Surveyors

The Board reviewed a letter from James M. Irvin, Director, with the Howard County Department of Public Works regarding Environmental Site Design by Land Surveyors.  Ms. Trust reported that a copy of this letter was given to the Land Surveyors Board and discussed at their meeting held on November 7, 2012. This matter will be discussed at the Professional Engineers' December Board meeting to allow time for the Board Chairman to confer with the John Metee, Chairman of the Land Surveyors Board so that Mr. Irvin will get a joint reply from both Boards.  Ms. Trust will draft a response to Mr. Irvin.
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E-Mail from Ronald D. Nottingham, Jr. regarding the Scope of Mechanical Engineers' License

The Board received an e-mail from Ronald D. Nottingham, Jr.  dated October 15, 2012 regarding the scope of the Mechanical Engineers' license.  He wanted to know if his Mechanical Engineering PE license covered the scope of how mesh systems are attached to buildings to withstand certain conditions.  Mr. Mongan stated that this appeared to be a structural issue but since Maryland does not license by discipline, Mr. Nottingham should be referred to the Business Occupations and Professions Article, §14-403, Annotated Code of Maryland which states that a licensee may undertake to perform engineering assignments only when qualified to do so by education or experience, or both, and the engineer either personally prepared the documents or approved the documents.  In the e-mail, Mr. Nottingham also asked if DLLR had any recommendations for Errors and Omissions insurance or if the Board could recommend any third party civil or mechanical PE consulting groups that would be willing to stamp their design drawings.  The Board cannot make any recommendations for obtaining insurance or employing engineers.  The Board wants to advise Mr. Nottingham that employing an engineer to "stamp" his drawings could be construed as "plan stamping"  if the conditions of the above mentioned Article are not met.  Ms. Edwards will draft a response to Mr. Nottingham. 
E-Mail from Dr. John Glezen regarding PDH's


The Board received an e-mail from Dr. John Glezen dated November 5, 2012 asking for clarification on the number of PDH's he can claim for classes that he teaches.  The Board asked Ms. Trust to draft a response.

E-Mail from George M. Samaras, PhD., regarding Application for the Software Engineering Examination with a PE License 

The Board received an e-mail from Dr.. George M. Samaras, a MD licensed PE, who is interested in taking the new Software engineering PE exam in April 2013.  When attempting to complete the application for the Principles and Practice of Engineering Examination, he realized that he did not have and could not remember some of the required information.  Dr. Samaras requested that the Board supply him with an application which does not ask for a duplication of information that has already been submitted.  Ms. Courtney will inform Dr. Samaras that the Board is currently working on condensing the PE exam application for existing engineers wishing to take the exam in another discipline.
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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:



Ramin Abbaszadeh

42876

Max B. Inkrote

42777

Mustapha Assi


42758

Nicholas A. Laswell

42775
James M. Bright

42787

Michael P. Lauman

42727

Scott Michael Bryant

42770

Yury Y. Lui


42782

David Grayson Carter

42776

William T. Nance

42762

David L. Compton

42761

Michael D. Panichelli

42784

Gregory S. Cox

42765

Estes T. Parker

42797

Joseph C. Crivello

42798

Martin I. Rogin

42774

Kenneth T. Crump

42802

Melvin J. Smestad

42781

Wesley P. Culver

42799

Michael D. Spensieri

42801

Paul Digirolamo

42778

Peter M. Santax

42759

Daniel L. Dornan

42803

Christopher John Szoch
42780

Gerald C. Fulton

42766

Julie E. Vandyne

42792

Kevin M. Gillman

42788

Michael L. Villlanueva
42789

Michael C. Grapperhaus
42760

Kathryne A. Wilhelm

42804

Lee Hammarback

42783

APPLICATIONS APPROVED FOR THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF 

ENGINEERING EXAMINATION,  APRIL 12, 2013.


Ned Aridi




Robert Adam Kegan

Washington C. Bryan



Justin M. Kelly


John Edward Dottellis



Emily K. Reeder


Ivanna S. Goldsberry



Syed M. Rizvi

APPLICATIONS DENIED FOR THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF 

ENGINEERING EXAMINATION,  APRIL 12, 2013.


Motion (V) was made by Ms. Perrin, seconded by Mr. Mongan, and unanimously carried to deny one applicant for the Principles and Practice of Engineering exam to be held April 12, 2013 because the applicants' qualifications did not meet the Board's requirements.
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ADJOURNMENT 


Motion (VI) was made by Mr. Farinas, seconded by Ms. Perrin,  and unanimously carried to adjourn the meeting at 11:42 a.m. 

__________ With Corrections           

__________ Without Corrections

Signed by:               

Steven A. Arndt, Ph.D., P.E.


  
   Date:  December 13, 2012
