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The Board’s Bulletin

COMPLIANCE GUIDELINESFOR
FOUNDATION REPAIR COMPANIES

In order to protect the health, safety, welfare and property of
the citizens of the state of Oklahoma, the Board recently
adopted the following guidelines to be used by foundation
repair companies and structural engineers in the state of
Oklahoma. Anyone violating these guidelines may be in
violation of Title 59, 475.1 et seq and OAC 245:15

I.  Customer contactsone of thefollowing regarding afoundation problem:
A. Afoundation repair company whichisnot an authorized firmwiththis
board, or
B. Afoundation repair company whichisan authorized firmwiththisBoard
that employsafull-timeprofessiona engineer, or
C. A structural engineer who isnot an employee of afoundation repair
company; or astructura engineering company, which assignsthe project to
aPEwithinthefirm.

A. When(I-A.) isapplicable, thefoundation company would then contact
aPE or an authorized structura engineering company that employeesafull-
time PE, who isassigned the project.

B. When(I-B.) isapplicable, thefoundation company assignsthe project
toaPEwhoisinrespons blecharge of engineering in Oklahomafor the
firm.

C. When (I-C) isapplicable, gotolll.

[1I.A. When(I-A) isapplicable, PE directsatechnician (employed either by
the PE or thefoundation repair company) to go to the siteto gather
information per the PE’sinstructions OR the PE goesto the siteto gather
information.

B. When (I-B) or (I-C) are applicable PE directsatechnician working
under their responsible chargeto go to the site to gather information per the
PE’sinstructions OR the PE goesto the Siteto gather information.

IV.When (I-A), (1-B), or (I-C) areapplicable PE reviewsinformation and
determines
A. Additiona informationisrequired and directstechnicianto obtain
information, or additional informationisrequired that will requirethe PE to
visitthesite. PE then determineseither (B) or (C) below. OR

B. PE determinesthat sufficient information hasbeen obtained and devel ops

therepair planwhichissigned, sealed, and dated per the Board' s statutes
andrules, including thefirmor individud’scontact information included on
theplan. OR

C. PE determinesthat sufficient information has been obtained and that NO

REPAIR isnecessary or arepair other than piersisnecessary. PE may
(continued on pageb)

Board Meeting Dates
2008

January 24-25
March 6-7
May 22-23
July 17-18

September 45

November 6-7

Exam Dates & Cut-off Dates

for submitting applications

Application formsareon our
websitewww.pels.state.ok.us

Jan. 3, 2008 - cut-off date
for acceptingP.E. & L.S.
applicationsfor the

April 11, 2008 exams
AND

thecut-off datefor E.I. &
L.S.I.applicationsfor non
full-timestudentsfor the
April 12, 2008 exams.

February 5, 2008 - cut-off
datefor acceptingE.l. &
L.S.I. applicationsfor full-
timestudentsfor the
April 12, 2008 exams

June 1, 2008 - cut-off date
for acceptingP.E. & L.S.
applicationsfor the
October 24, 2008 exams
AND

thecut-off datefor E.l. &
L.S.l. applicationsfor non
full-timestudentsfor the
October 25, 2008 exams.

Sept. 5, 2008 - cut-off date
for acceptingE.l. & L.S.I.
applicationsfor full-time
studentsfor the

October 25, 2008 exams.



In Celebration of the Lives & PE Continuing Education

Contributions of the Following Audit Conducted

Professionals: By: George Gibson, P.E.,
Chair of PE Cont. Ed. Committee

David A. Caudill PE 16081

Kansas City, MO 4124107 he professional devel opment hoursfor Professional
Engineersand Professiona Land Surveyorsisaudited

Paul E. Clowers  PE 2246 annually for compliancewith OAC 245:15 Subchapter 11. The

Oklahoma City, OK 8/28/07 professiona engineerssuccessfully completed their audit for

Eddie Jay Dillard ~ PE 16167 individual srenewing between July 1, 2006 and June 30, 2007.
Mustang, OK 10/23/07 Becausetherequirement for providing proof of continuing
education for professional engineershasonly beeninaplacea
Douglas R. Flack PE 15422 few years, thisprocesshasbeen alearning experiencefor the
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Casper, WY 12/2007 Board, staff, and licensees. However, we are happy to report
that it appearswe haveal made significant progressinthisarea
Cranston W. Flesher PE 4034 and the audit, whilerigorous, was much more successful thanin
Edmond, OK 9/28/07 the past.
Jimmie D. Fl s 1170 A few itemsthat were of note by committee members
immie D. Flowers : :
Round Rock, TX 212007 and §taff, whi ch may makethe processsmoother inthefuture
arelisted below:
Lewis K. Harris PE 9586 o Certificatesof altendancea aseminar must have date of
Tulsa, OK 11/2007 activity, sponsoring organization, title of seminar or course,
signed by the authority in charge of course, number of pdh’'s
Kenneth E. Klaffke PE 853 or contact hours, and the engineer’sname.
Oklahoma City, OK  9/2007 e Trainingrecordsfrominternal company coursesmust be
certified by acompany official (supervisor or HR) to be
John A. Lattin PE 13396 vdid.
Kalamazoo, Ml 11/2007 e Coursesmust have occurred within the 24 month period of
renewal

Tom Morris PE 15665

Oklahoma City, OK  9/19/07 A specid thank you to the professional engineersand

Board Memberswho have served on the Continuing Education
Committeefor Professond Engineers:

Jerry D. Stachiw PE 5191

Canyon Lake, TX  4/25/07 Board Members: PE Members:
Bill McVey, PE Julie Guy, PE

B.J. Washburn LS 808/PE 5501  George Gibson, PE Shawn Thompson, PE

Ardmore, OK 09/2007 Glen Smith, PE, PLS John Veenstra, PE
Robert Kenworthy, PE

Max R. Prewitt PE 8189 Tommy Lear, PE

Oklahoma City, OK  9/11/07 Chuck Darr, PE
SteveAlmon, PE

Patrick J. Yonikas PE 15125

Oklahoma City, OK  3/3/06 Also, aspecia note of appreciation goesto Sharlette
Wishy, Continuing Education Administrator, for her ongoing
effortsto servethe public and the Board in the administration of
the continuing education requirementsfor both professional
engineersand land surveyors.
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License Expirations
July 1, 2007 to September 30, 2007

EXPIRATION/REVOCATION - Licenses may be revoked by the Board for non-payment of renewal fees. Licensees will
benotified of revocation by certified mail. Typically thisnotification ismailed 10 daysfollowing expiration.

RENEWALS - Each license issued by the Board expires on the last day of the month in which renewal fees are due, and
becomes invalid on that date unless paid. One notice of the renewal is sent by first class mail to the address of record in the
board files. Thisin effect provides notice two months prior to revocation.

REINSTATEMENT - Former licensees whose certificates have expired and were revoked for failure to pay renewal fees and
desireto reinstate shall make application for reinstatement within 180 days after expiration and pay the prescribed renewal fee
and penalty. After 180 days, anew application will be required, which shall be considered specifically by the Board, both from the
standpoint of competency and of character.

Professional Engineers:
Abatiell, Larry A. 20437 Bamufleh,HishamS. 21541  Board, Mark Anthony 17284  Burgoyne, RichardS. 13624

Abdl, L. William 14489 Banks, RonnieD. 20807 Boatright, Kirk Ewell 9892 Burks, Barry L. 15586
Abington, Arthur J. 10266 Barakat, Hicham 21629  Boland, AlvaD. 11950 Burmeister, Allen 13811
Acciarri, Jerry A. 4512  Barker, H. Wayne 18513 Bolden, Ronald L. 15314 Burnett, Clyde H. 20101
Adams, Robert Dean 8758  Barnes, Walter C. 8827 Bolick, Michael D. 9724 Burns, H. Ray 2864
Adams, Robert M. 18854 Barra, Frank J. 9338 Bonifas, Mark J. 22240 Burton, Bruce H. 22264
Adkins, James B. 13581 Barrett, Bradley Scott 13693 Booth, Donald G, 19500 Burton, Gary L. 20527
Aduddell, WandaS. 14725 Barett, Bruce Ray 9064 Boulay, Richard B. 19360 Buscaglia, Carl D. 17614
Aikins, J. E. 19914 Barrett, Michael W. 16675 Bowen, Johnny 20139 Bussell, Robert Quirin 3434
Akers, Robin D. 20127 Barsachs, EdwinH. 3483 Brady, Scott L. 16443 Butler, Dan M. 17950
Allen, MarvinEugene 14802 Bartling, Russell J. 17207 Brady, Walter A. 6529 Butt, Aamir Siddiq 21614
Allsup, David W. 12497 Base, DouglasJ. 11875 Branch, Gregory A. 16234

Almguist, Norman G. 15496 Bassett, Bruce C. 15884 Branch, John C. 20847

Alvine, Steven T. 19375 Battjes, Henry 21005  Brandao, EdgardoP. 21294 Prof onal Land
Andary, A. J. _ 19979 Baur, John C. 14928  Brasel, Robert J. 5398 Surveyors

Andrews, EdwinD. 2463 Baxter, Kinney R. 15260  Brazell,D. L. 3608

Angelos, Andy 21989 Bayar, DemirtasC. 13105  Brecher, Mark L. 21489 Bamburg, MalcomL. 137
Appl, Franklin J. 7892 Beach, LewisC. 9498 Breipohl, Arthur M. 14513 Bijlyeu, Randall J. 1196
Applegate, N. Clarke 11308  Begch, Robert G. 9090 Breivik, A. Norris 10716  Blackbourn, M. Wayne 1519
Archerd, Paul H. 13466 Beard, Gary J. 13343 Brewer, KennethA. 7922 Blake, Graham W. 1451
Armstrong, Jack A. Jr. 19410 Beard, Harold J. gs4g  Britton, Lesley S. 21375 Brown, J. E. 760
Arnold, EugeneF. 8213  Beasley, Guy N. 5949 ~ Broad, JmCharles 10843

Arold, Leonard E. Jr. 21239 Beasley, JamesRobert 17303 ~ Brooks, Wendell Sr. 8831 o

Arrendiell, Robert W. 4122 Beck, HaroldKent ~ 13605~ Brosig, DavidJ. 2031 Certificatesof

Authorization:

Artz, Clifford Harold 12045 Beisly, Gary L. 10287  Broussard, E. John 12475

Ash, Robert E. 18405 Bene', ThomasL.J. 10297  Brown, Danny L. 12678  Mesiti-Miller Engrg., Inc
Ashcraft, MikeL. 19244 Bennett, Carolyn 17583  Brown, Jerry L. 17520  5241/PE .
Asselin, Steven S. 21189 Bennett, Keith L. 14177  Brown, KennethD. 21536  Mott Tank Inspection, Inc.
Auberle, DavidAlan 11631 Benton, Joseph N. IV 21380 ~ Brown, Martin S. 21270  5251/PE

Ayers, Curtis 111 12140 Berger, Robert 20444 Brown, Samuel J. 14310  Profile Consultants, Inc.

Azar, Jamal Joseph 7781 Bernard, Robert W. 16410 Brownson, Harry 11 20694 5243/PE
Azcarate, RicardoJ. 20737 Bess, Timothy A. 17724  Brusewitz, Gerald H. 9603

Baber, Jerry L. gggy  Bets, Stephen C. 15916 Brynac, Michael J. 17953
Bacher, CharlesAnton 10457 Beumer,RichardE. 10332 Buchert, GeorgeJ. 20274
Bahr, Hubert A. 10873 Bindra Charanjit 15826 Bucholtz, Malvin N. 5760

Balaz, Joseph K. 13378 Birner, Leonard R. 18393 Buell, David J. 19982
Ball, Barry D. 18646 Blake, StevenBruce 15657 Bunch, BlaineAlan 19077
Ball, Harold M. 7317 Blazek, ThomasA. 12522 Burgher, Brian J. 17636
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Compliance Guidelines - Sructural Repair
(cont. from page 2)

prepare astatement to that effect, which must be signed, sealed, and dated per the Board's
statutesand rules.

V. Whenrepairsarefound to be necessary by the PE
A. When (I-A) or (1-B) areapplicable, thefoundation repair company implementstherepair
plan submitted to them by the PE in responsible charge of the project.
B. When (I-C) isapplicable, the PE contactsafoundation repair company, who will implement
therepair plan submitted to them by the PE in responsible charge of the project.

V1. Engineering completion letter following implementation of therepair plan

I A. When(I-A) isapplicable, if an engineering completion | etter isrequested, the PE may

" preparealetter or report that the work was successfully completed by providingasigned and

sedled document to that effect if the PE was present at the sitewhilethework was performed
or if atechnicianworking full-timefor the PE is present at the sitewhilethework isperformed
and provides sufficient information to the PE for the PE to prepare, sign and seal such aletter.

A completion letter may be submitted to the client signed by arepresentative of thefoundation
repair company if the PE was not present while thework was performed, but the foundation
repair company may not represent theletter asan engineering completion letter.
B. If (I-B) If an engineering completion | etter isrequested, the PE may preparealetter or
report that the work was successfully completed by providing asigned and sealed document to
that effect if the PE was present at the sitewhilethework was performed or if the PE is
provided sufficient information by atechnician working under the PE’sresponsible charge, to
prepare, sign and seal such aletter.
C. If (I-C) If anengineering completion letter isrequested, the PE may preparealetter or
report that the work was successfully completed by providing asigned and sealed document to
that effect only if the PE was present at the sitewhilethework wasperformed or if the PEis
provided sufficient information by atechnician working for the PE under the PE'sresponsible
charge. ThePEmay NOT beprovided information by atechnician working for thefoundation
repair company to prepare, sign and seal acompletion | etter.

A completion | etter may be submitted to the client signed by arepresentative of the
foundation repair company if the PE was not present whilethework was performed, but the
foundation repair company may not represent theletter asan engineering compl etion | etter.
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VII. (I-A) (1-B) and (1-C) The PEisresponsiblefor keeping acomplete design filewith work or
design criteria, cal culations and any necessary and appropriate changes madeto thework,
including but not limited to information regarding why the repairswere necessary and what
caused the damage.

If thefoundation company overrulesthe professiona judgment of the PE and the
property or welfare of the publicisendangered, the PE isobligated, per OAC 245:15-9-3(6)
to report thismatter to the Board for review.
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ALONG THE PATH TO COMPLIANCE

Who Signsand Seals Subdivision Plats?

by BrucePitts, PLSand Roy Entz, PE, PLS

signed and sealed by the Professional Land Surveyor who

prepared it. That isarequirement not only of theengineering
and surveying licensinglaw, but a so the platting statutefoundin
0.S. 11 841-104. Sinceengineers cannot practiceland surveyingin
thisstateunlessthey ared so licensed land surveyors, they are not
authorized to sign such documents. Typically engineerspreparethe
engineering plansfor those subdivisionsincluding street, water,
sewer and drainage plans. Land surveyorsare not authorizedtosign
and seal engineering plans. Whiletheengineer may requirecertain BruceA. Pitts, PLS,
easementsand rightsof way for theutilities, sormwater and streets, ~ Director of Enforcement
the depiction and dedi cation of these easementsistheresponsibility of the surveyor.

TheSubdivision Platisaland survey andisrequiredto be

It hasrecently been brought to the Board' s attention that some authoritieswithinthe State are
requiring alicensed Professiona Engineers(PE) to signand seal subdivision platsprior totheir
recording inthe office of the County Clerk. Thiscould beavalid request if the PE isrequired to
make statements asto site conditions or other engineering mattersthat are beyond the

respons bility of the Professiona Land Surveyor. However, inthoseingtances, the PE must include
language on the plat that states specifically what part of thework heor sheistaking responsible
chargeof ontheplat. The Board has seen subdivision platsthat do not include such languageand it
isnot clear what the PE isresponsiblefor. Thismay be caused by the authority requiring the PE
signatureand seal not knowing the statelaw and rules concerning signing and sealing and

responsi blecharge. Theauthority requiring such signaturesand sealsmay not know that they
placing the PE in jeopardy for signing and sealing adocument that isoutside of their areaof
expertiseor practicing land surveying without alicense.

Title590.S. §475.15.C.7 of thelicensing law states” A licensee shall not seal, sign, date, or allow
asedl or signature of alicenseeto appear on any work that isnot prepared by thelicensee or
under thedirect control and personal supervision of thelicensee.” The Rulesof Procedurein
Section 245:15-9-4(2) reiteratesthis concept and addsthat alicensee may not sign and seal a
document dealing with subject matter inwhichthey lack competence. Thereforeitisvery
important that beforeaPE signsand sealsasubdivision plat, it must beclearly stated what specific
engineeringisbeing addressed. A PE signing asubdivision plat with no such disclosuremay be
disciplined for signing and sealing work outside of their areaof expertiseor practicingland
surveying without alicense.

If you have any questionsabout thismatter or any signing and sealing matter, please contact
bruce@pels.state.ok.usor (405) 521-2874 x 22.
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Disciplinary Activity
4 of the Board

November 8-9, 2007
=

In the Matter of Anthony Paul Anderson, PLS 1423, Anthony Paul Anderson, PLS and
Anderson Surveying, Inc.; Case No. 2006-060; Through Consent: For offering and practicing
land surveying in the state of Oklahoma without a certificate of authorization to do so, Anthony Paul Ander-
son PLSisfound Guilty, ordered to Cease and Desist from the practice of land surveying in the state of
Oklahoma until such time as they have been licensed to do so, and assessed an administrative fine of $500.
For offering and practicing land surveying in the state of Oklahoma without a certificate of authorization to do
s0, Anderson Surveying, Inc. isfound Guilty, ordered to Cease and Desist from the practice of land surveying
in the state of Oklahoma until such time as they have been licensed to do so, and assessed an administrative
fine of $500. For aiding and assisting Anthony Paul Anderson, PLS and Anderson Surveying, Inc. inthe
unlicensed practice of land surveying, for failing to achieve minimum standards as required by the Oklahoma
Minimum Standards for the Practice of Land Surveying, and for dishonest practice by placing a certificate of
authorization number and date of expiration of June 30, 2006 when he knew or should have known Anderson
Surveying, Inc. did not have a certificate of authorization, Anthony Paul Anderson isfound Guilty, Repri-
manded, assessed an administrative fine totaling $3,000 and agrees to attend a continuing education seminar
on the OklahomaMinimum Standardsfor the Practice of Land Surveying as sponsored by OSLS.

In the Matter of Santon Keith Smith, PE 15377 and S & S Engineering, Inc., CA 1694;
Case No. 2007-009; Through Consent: For aiding and assisting Stanton Keith Smith in the practice
of engineering without a certificate of licensure, gross negligence, preparing and issuing areport that was
misleading in its omission of content, misconduct, offering and practicing without a certificate of authoriza-
tion, S& SEngineering, Inc. isfound Guilty, ordered to Cease and Desist from practicing or offering to
practice engineering in Oklahoma and assessed an administrative fine of $3,750. For preparing and issuing a
report that was misleading in its omission of content; gross negligence; misconduct; failing to apply his seal
and handwritten signature and date the final reports; offering and practicing engineering in the state of
Oklahomawith a non-renewed license and by holding himself out as an engineer without being licensed,
Stanton Keith Smith isfound Guilty, ordered to Cease and Desist from practicing or offering to practice
engineering in the state of Oklahoma, and assessed an administrative fine of $5,750. Further, heisordered to
complete the Intermediate Studies in Engineering Ethics course offered by the College of Engineering at Texas
Tech University and obtain aHome Inspectors license from the Oklahoma Department of Health prior to
performing further home inspections. The certificate of licensure issued to Stanton Keith Smith isrevoked
and may be reinstated by this Board only in the manner determined by such Board Action and only after he
has obtained arelease from the Oklahoma Tax Commission.

IntheMatter of Richard D. Laughlin and Daniel W. Greenwood and Midwest Testing,

Inc.; Case No. 2007-050; Through Consent: For offering and practicing engineering in the state of
Oklahomaon three (3) separate projects without a certificate of authorization to do so, Midwest Testing, Inc.
isfound Guilty, ordered to Cease and Desist from practicing or offering to practice engineering in the state of
Oklahomauntil such time asit has been authorized to do so, and assessed an administrative penalty of $1,500.
For offering and practicing engineering in the state of Oklahomaon three (3) separate projects, without a
certificate of licensureto do so, Richard D. Laughlinisfound Guilty, ordered to Cease and Desist from the
practice or offering to practice engineering in the state of Oklahoma until such time as he has been licensed to
do so, and assessed an administrative penalty of $1,500. For offering and practicing engineering in the state
of Oklahomaon three (3) separate projects without a certificate of licensureto do so, Daniel W. Greenwood is
found Guilty, ordered to Cease and Desist from the practice or offering to practice engineering in the state of
Oklahoma until such time as he has been licensed to do so, and assessed an administrative penalty of $1,500.

In the Matter of Robert G. Boling, PE 9123 and Boling Engineering Consultants, Inc,;
Case No. 2007-058; Summary of Findings of Fact and Order: For offering and practicing
engineering in the state of Oklahoma on five (5) separate projects without a certificate of authorization to do

(continued on page8)
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The Board’s Bulletin

Disciplinary Activity of the Board (cont.)

so, Boling Engineering Consultants, Inc. isfound Guilty and assessed an administrative fine of $2,500. For aiding and
assisting Boling Engineering Consultants, Inc. in the unlicensed practice of engineering; signing and sealing engineer-
ing planswith his Oklahoma PE 9123 seal not prepared by him or under hisdirect control and personal supervision;
providing false testimony or information to the Board Investigator and falsely certifying on hisform for Renewal of
licensure that he had not been disciplined by another licensing board when in fact he had; undertaking projects when
he was not qualified by education or experience in mechanical and plumbing engineering and signing and sealing
documents dealing with subject matter in which he lacked competence -Robert G. Boling isfound Guilty and his PE
licenseis suspended for aperiod of five (5) years. Robert G. Boling may apply for reinstatement at the end of the five
(5) years provided he demonstrates, at aminimum, completion of five (5) college credit hours of ethics, compliancewith
all Board rules and statutes during suspension period and shall not be allowed to practice mechanical engineering in
Oklahomauntil he has passed the Principles and Practice Exam for Professional Engineersin Mechanical Engineering.

In the Matter of Michael A. Stone, PE 22856 and Teng & Associates, Inc., CA 5254; Case No.
2007-065; Through Consent: For offering and practicing engineering in the state of Oklahoma without a
certificate of authorization to do so, Teng & Associates, Inc., is found Guilty, Reprimanded, and assessed an administra-
tive penalty in the amount of $500. For offering and practicing engineering in the state of Oklahomawithout a certifi-
cate of licensure to do so, Michael A. Stoneisfound Guilty, Reprimanded and assessed and administrative fine in the
amount of $500.

In the Matter of Lynn B. Calton, PLS 1026; Case No. 2007-068; Summary of Findings of Fact and
Agreement: For violating laws or rules of another state (MO) that are the same or substantially equivalent to
violations of Oklahomalawsand rules, Lynn B. Calton has surrendered his certificate of licensure, PLS 1026 to practice
land surveyinginthe stateif Oklahomain lieu of administrative action. Lynn B. Calton will be permanently barred from
re-issuance of licensure as a professional land surveyor in Oklahoma.

In the Matter of Robert L. Plowfield, Jr., PE 18010; Case No. 2007-069; Through Consent: For
violating laws or rules of another state (FL) that are the same or substantially equivalent to violations of Oklahomalaws
andrules, Raobert L. Plowfield, Jr. isfound Guilty and Suspended from the practice of engineering in Oklahomauntil

such time as he has completed all terms of the Final Order issued by the Florida Board of Professional Engineers,
regarding FloridaCase No. 02-0168.

In the Matter Roy L. Aach, PE 9519; Case No. 2007-070; Through Consent: For violating laws or
rules of another state (FL) that are the same or substantially equivalent to violations of Oklahomalaws and rules, Roy L.
Aachisfound Guilty and Suspended from the practice of engineering in Oklahoma until such time as he has completed
all termsof the Final Order issued by the FloridaBoard of Professional Engineers, regarding Florida Case No.
2005014569.

In the Matter of D. Mike Dossey, PLS 1431 and Cimarron Surveying & Mapping Co., CA 1780;
Case No. 2007-071; Through Consent: For issuing a survey that did not meet the Oklahoma Minimum
Standards, Cimarron Surveying & Mapping Co. isfound Guilty, Reprimanded and assessed an administrative fine of
$500. For failing to achieve minimum standards as required by the OklahomaMinimum Standardsfor the Practice of
Land Surveying, D. Mike Dossey isfound Guilty, Reprimanded and assessed an administrative fine of $500.

In the Matter of Donald E. Flynn, PE 18782; Case No. 2007-072; Through Consent: For violating
laws or rules of another state (FL) that are the same or substantially equivalent to violations of Oklahoma laws and
rules, Donald F. Flynnisfound Guilty and Suspended from the practice of engineering in Oklahomauntil such time as
he has completed all terms of the Final Order issued by the Florida Board of Professional Engineers, regarding Florida
CaseNo. 2004012640.

In the Matter of Timothy C. Geary, PE 18049 and Geary Engineering, P.A., CA 5286; Case No.
2007-75; Through Consent: For offering and practicing engineering in the state of Oklahoma without a certifi-
cate of authorization to do so, Geary Engineering, PA. isfound Guilty, Reprimanded and assessed an administrative
fineof $500. For aiding and assisting Geary Engineering, PA. in the unlicensed practice of engineering, Timothy C.
Geary isfound Guilty, Reprimanded and assessed an administrative fine of $500.



Residential Foundation Public Meeting Held

A public meeting was held in July to discuss
the problem of some residential foundations
being designed that do not meet code.

A summary of the meeting written by

Robert C. Zahl, PE., is outlined below.

Robert C. Zahl, PE., Board Member and
Structural Engineer gaveashort historica background
of why wewere meeting on thissubject with members
of the profession and with variousmembersof the

public, including builders, homeowners, attorneys, city Robert C. Zahl, P.E.
building officids, and others. Board Member

Themain purpose of the meeting wasto talk about one specific residential foundation
systemthat isbeing used by many local builders, eventhough it doesnot meet theminimum
criteriaof thelocal residentia building codes, from both aminimum depth standpoint and froma
structura strength standpoint. Mr. Zahl pointed out that engineering firmswho weresimply sealing
thedetail sthat depict thissystem, without actually designing thefoundation system represented by
thedetail, wereviolating the statutes governing the practi ce of engineering. Mr. Zahl aso pointed
out that thismeeting should be considered the“ amnesty meeting” for thispractice. Firmsor
individua swho continueto do thisin thefuturewill be brought before the Board and will be
requiredtojustify their actions.

Thefoundation system described by Mr. Zahl isknown asa* pier and grade” system,
whichisnot quiteareal “ pier and gradebeam” system, becauseitisnot properly designedto
actually function asapier and grade beam system. In atrue pier and grade beam system, the
gravity loadsassociated with the exterior wallsare al designed to be carried by the grade beams
which span between the piers. The piersare designed to transfer these gravity loads, aswell as
any lateral loadsthat aretaken by the exterior walls, into the piers, which are usually poured-in-
place concrete members. The piersare supposed to transfer these | oadsinto the ground, through
acombination of allowable end bearing and skinfrictionvalues. Thisishow it issupposedto
work.

However, the systemsbeing used by many of the buildersinthisarea, who are utilizing the
“pier and grade” foundation system, are not constructing afoundation that even comescloseto
meeting these criteria. The unacceptable systemisonewhich has” gradebeams’ that are usualy
formed and poured right on top of the existing grade or on the building pad that has been created
by fill dirt being dumped on the siteand spread out in the areawherethe housewill be. These
“gradebeams’ areusually 8” to 10" wideand anywherefrom 14” to 18" inthevertical dimension.
Thepiersarenormally 8” to 10" round concrete membersthat are created by apower auger on
the back of atractor or front-end loader. They are usually no morethan 36” deep, becausethe
auger onthetractor cannot get much deeper than this. They aretypically spaced 6’ to 8 apart.

Mr. Zahl stated that he had taken astandard exampl e of one of these foundation systems
and had back-cal culated what it would actualy carry, intermsof astandard brick veneer wall, if
oneignored all of the other |oads on the grade beam system. Using 10” diameter piers, spaced at

(continued on page 10)
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7’ on-center, and assuming that the allowabl e soil bearing valuewas 3000 psf, these pierswould only
carry a5'-10" brick veneer wall. Thisiswithout any of theroof live and dead |oads and without the
weight of thewall framing and grade beam itsalf. Thissystem just doesnot work, at |east not asshown
onthetypical detailsthat are being passed around between ahandful of engineers.

The secondary affect that thisnon-compliant foundation system hason the overall qudity of the
house, which thissystemis supposed to be supporting, isthat it readily allowswater to get under the
foundation system and under the dab-on-grade. Thisisdueto thefact that the bottoms of these grade
beamsareusudly anywherefrom1” to 8" below thefinish grade. Theresidentia building codesrequire
the bottom of the grade beam to be below thetypical frost depth inthe area, unless perimeter insulation
isbeing used. Thefrost depthinthe Oklahoma City area, according to the Federal Housng Adminis-
tration, isapproximately 18” bel ow finish grade, and the systemsthat aretypically being used do not
include perimeter insulation, whichisthe other reason that these systemsare non-compliant withthe
codes.

Therewas an engineer in the audiencewho spoke up for one of thelarger local builders, saying
that thisbuilder uses 12" diameter piers, typically, and 16” piersin someinstances. Hea so said that
they use perimeter insul ation, which did not seem to agree with input received from some of the other
engineersthat typically do foundation investigations. Thisengineer al so stated that hewasof the opinion
that these piers”worked” because of theallowable skinfriction valuesthat heincludesin hisalowable
pier load calculations. At that point, Mr. Zahl asked how many geotechnica engineerswereinthe
audience, to which therewasashow of hands, indicating about adozen. Mr. Zahl asked how many of
themwould actually recommend using alowable skinfriction valuesfor piersthat were 30" to 36” long,
and therewere no handsraised.

Therewereagroup of questionsasked, by different peopl e at varioustimesduring thismeet-
ing, that were al wanting to know whether the Engineering Board was attempting to ban theuse of a
pier and grade beam foundation system. At some point inthe proceeding, Mr. Zahl addressed this
topic directly. Theanswer was, “No, the Board isnot trying to ban the use of aproperly-designed and
code-compliant pier and grade beam foundation system.” What the Board istryingtoputtoahalttois
theindiscriminate approval of anon-compliant system by engineerswho arelicensed by thisBoard and
who are providing PE seals on un-designed, non-compliant foundation systems. Mr. Zahl stated that
thereis absolutely nothing wrong with using a properly-designed pier and grade beam system.

After much discussion, involving several testimonials of specific foundation systemsthat various
engineers have seen or have used, along with input and questions from several other peoplein the audi-
ence, Mr. McVey thanked everyone for taking the time to attend and getting involved. He then closed the
discussion and ended the meeting.
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NCEES Seeking Volunteersfor Civil Engineering PE Exam
Sandard-Setting Sudy

OnMay 16-17, 2008, NCEESwill conduct animportant study related to the Civil Engineering
PE examination. It will beastandard-setting study conducted to establish the passing scorefor thecivil
examingtion.

NCEESisseeking morethan 75 licensed civil engineersto beinvolved in thestudy. The panel
must bediverseintermsof geographiclocae, age, gender, ethnicity, and areaof practice (academia,
government, industry, private practice, etc.). The panel must be composed of recently licensed
engineersaswell aslicensed engineerswho supervise or managerecently licensed engineers.

NCEES surveyed both academiciansand practicing civil engineersin 2005 to determinethe
topicsnewly licensed civil engineersshould know to belicensed. Theresultsof the survey were used to
establish anew specification (topics covered) for the Civil PE examination. The new specification
includesaconstruction engineering module. Also asaresult of the survey, water resourcesand
environmental modules have been combined since therewas substantial overlap betweenthe
environmental and water resourcesknowledge.

Each time an examination undergoes aspecification change, NCEES conducts astandard-
Setting study to set apassing scorefor the examination. Participantswill devel op astandard for minimal
technical competency and then actually work the exam and rate the difficulty of each question. Pandlists
will beasked to devotetwo daysto the study. Travel and lodging expenseswill bepaid by NCEESin
accordancewiththeNCEEStrave policy.

Please contact NCEES by February 29, 2008, if you would liketo participatein the study or if
you would liketo recommend someoneto participate. For more information, contact NCEES Exam
Development Engineer Susan Cline, PE., at NCEES by calling 800-250-3196, ext. 479, or viae-mail
at scline@ncees.org.

IMPORTANT REMINDER TO PROTECT
YOUR PROFESSIONAL LICENSE!

Oklahomalaw requiresthat al individuasholding aprofessiona licensemust
bein compliancewith the Oklahoma Tax Commission prior to renewing their
license. Therefore, no professional engineer or professional land surveyor’slicense
will berenewed oncethisoffice receives notification from the OklahomaTax Com-
mission that alicenseeisin non-compliance. At that point it becomesamatter
between the Oklahoma Tax Commission and thelicensee.

It hasbeen our expeiencethat it can beatimely processto be cleared by
the Oklahoma Tax Commission once you have beenlisted asbeing in non-compli-
ance, 0 please make surethat you give yourself ample opportunity to resolveany
outstanding i ssueswith the OklahomaTax Commission prior toyour licenserenewal
date.




Board Members

BILL MCVEY, PE. ROBERT ZAHL, PE. GLEN SMITH, PE.,PL.S.
Board Chair Board Member Board Member
Oklahoma City Oklahoma City Edmond

TED SACK, P.L.S. ROY W.ENTZ,PE., PL.S. MARK A.FULLER
Board Vice Chair Board Member Public Member
Tulsa Muskogee Norman

GEORGE GIBSON, P.E.
Board Secretary
Oklahoma City

Change of Address Form Below - fill out and mail tothe Board office- OR -
You may now e-mail ter esa@pels.state.ok.usto obtain your Pl N#/Password to updatethis
infor mation and keep track of your continuing education automatically online

Change of Address Form
El LSl CA

Kathy Hart, Newdletter Editor & Executive Director

LIC.NO.: PE LS
Name:

Mailing Address:
*Business:

Street/P.O. Box:

City, State, Zip:

Place of Employment:
Phone/Fax Number:

E-mail Address:
*Completeif your address of record will be your business address:
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