
OREGON STATE BOARD OF GEOLOGIST 
EXAMINERS  

MEETING MINUTES 
MAY 30, 2014 

 
Members Present: 

Peter Stroud, RG/CEG, Chair 
Kenneth Thiessen, RG/CEG, Vice Chair 

Hans Feige, RG 
Todd Jarvis, PhD, RG/CEG 

Vicki McConnell, PhD, RG, State Geologist*  
Stephen Tucker, Public Member 

 (*Ex Officio member, does not vote on motions) 
 

Staff Present: 
Christine Valentine, Administrator 

 
Guests:** (**as noted in minutes) 

Kyle Martin, AAG, DOJ 
 

LOCATION:   ASSOCIATION CENTER, 707 13TH ST. SE, CONF. RM. “A”, SALEM, OR 
 
Chair Stroud called the meeting of the Oregon State Board of Geologist Examiners (OSBGE) to 
order at 9:05 AM.  He called the roll.  Jarvis was not present at this time.  All other Board 
members and Administrator Valentine were present.  No guests were present. 
 
Meeting Agenda Review:   Chair Stroud opened discussion on the agenda.  McConnell asked 
about new correspondence.  Valentine stated that one item had come in and would be distributed 
as an informational item.  Chair Stroud explained when counsel would arrive and the topics to be 
discussed with him.  No changes were made to the agenda. 

 
Minutes:  Chair Stroud noted that the Board had the March 21, 2014 minutes for review and 
approval.  He asked if Board members had any comments or edits.  Hearing none, he asked for a 
motion. 
 
McConnell moved to approve the March 21, 2014 minutes as presented. Feige seconded the 
motion.  Chair Stroud asked for discussion.  Hearing none, he called for a vote, and all 
approved.  
 
Application Review Report & Consent Agenda:  Chair Stroud opened discussion on the 
consent agenda.  McConnell addressed the application review process and how the consent 
agenda is formed for the benefit of new members.  Valentine explained the information provided 
in the packet and asked if a summary page on each applicant would be helpful.  Board members 
decided the summary pages (i.e., file locater sheets) would be helpful background.  Staff will 
start including those in the next meeting packet. 
 
Board member Jarvis arrived during review of the consent agenda at 9:15 AM. 
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Vice Chair Thiessen moved to approve the consent agenda covering approvals issued March 1 
through May 16, 2014 as presented.  Feige seconded the motion.  Chair Stroud asked for 
discussion. Hearing none, he called for a vote, and all approved. 
 
Valentine next referred the Board to proposed updates to its delegation of authority document.  
She explained that the updates respond to discussion the Board had regarding application review 
at the March 21, 2014 meeting.  With approval of the updates, the Board would be delegating 
authority to the Board Administrator and Licensure Review Coordinator to approve non-
registered geologists or non-registered engineering geologists as providing acceptable 
supervision per 809-030-0015(1)(d) or 809-030-0020(1)(b)(A).  The primary issues arise for 
candidates receiving supervision in states without registration requirements.  McConnell spoke in 
support of this delegation of authority change.  Board members noted a few typographical errors 
in the document but had no objection to the substance of the updates.  Valentine noted the errors 
and stated that she would fix them. 
 
Tucker moved to approve the updates to the delegation of authority   McConnell seconded the 
motion.  Chair Stroud asked for discussion. McConnell asked if the Board should approve the 
entirety of the updated document vs. just the revisions.  The consensus was to adopt the 
document as a whole.  Tucker clarified that his motion was to adopt the updated document.  
Chair Stroud asked for any further comments.  Hearing none, he called for a vote, and all 
approved. 
 
McConnell recommended an annual review of the delegation of authority document.  She 
suggested the second quarterly meeting of the calendar year since the Board has been on that 
schedule for this document.  Board members concurred. 
 
Administrator Report:  Valentine presented the report as follows: 
 
 Narrative Report:  Valentine asked if Board members had questions about any particular items 
mentioned in the report.   McConnell asked her to address online payment and renewal.  Vice 
Chair Thiessen mentioned the no-shows at the March 2014 exams.  The following items were 
then discussed: 
 
 Biennial Report:  The report was submitted timely.  Feedback, if any, will likely come in late 

summer or fall from staff at the Legislative Fiscal Office (LFO) and possibly from the 
Secretary of State’s (SOS) office.  Valentine reported on a recent discussion in legislative 
committee about the SOS performance audit of certain health licensing boards.  In response 
to questions from legislators, SOS staff reported that their research revealed no one ideal way 
to organize boards and commissions at the state level and stated that semi-independence was 
a tool that could achieve sound financial and performance management.   
 
 Board Member Training: Valentine said she is still waiting to hear if the Governor’s Office 

will come out with new, mandatory training for boards and commissions.  McConnell 
thought the Governor’s Office had started this as she is going to training in June 2014 with 
the Board chair for her agency’s governing board.  McConnell will look into this and share 
information with staff.  Valentine noted her proposal to schedule time at the September 12, 
2014 meeting to provide refresher training on public meetings and public records laws.  The 
focus would be on how these laws apply to work by the Board, Board committees, individual 
Board members, and Board staff.  The Board was supportive of this proposal and left the 
details to Valentine to sort out.  No other training topics were proposed by Board members. 
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 Online Payment/Renewal:  She noted that a proposal was presented in 2012, but the Board 
did not authorize staff to spend funds to modernize the payment system.  From a customer 
service and expectation standpoint, she said it is increasingly difficult for staff to respond to 
demands for online payment.  Staff suggests the Board move to an online system as then no 
confidential credit card information has to be stored at the Board office.  Staff has been re-
investigating options for adding online payment functionality for OSBGE, looking this time 
at new options available through the State of Oregon’s IT provider that were not previously 
available.  These include tools for online payment and online renewal that could be easily 
customized to OSBGE.  The tools are available for free, with the charges coming on the 
transactions side only.  Over the next few months, staff will be analyzing the potential costs 
and a possible convenience fee to offset costs.  Valentine noted that short-term costs may 
increase but if eventually all payments and renewals move to online, costs could likely be 
reduced.  She further noted that staff is not yet proposing work on the backend system of 
where the online data is automatically incorporated into the database.  That functionality is 
more complicated and costly plus requires assurance that the database is robust enough to 
accommodate such new functionality. 

 
McConnell asked if the Oregon State Landscape Architect Board (OSLAB) accepts online 
payments or renewals. Valentine explained that they are at the same place as OSBGE, and 
staff is also preparing a proposal for them.  McConnell thought it would be best if the two 
boards could move to the same system so the shared staff was not faced with two different 
processing systems. 

 
McConnell agreed that the state IT contract offers a good deal right now but mentioned this 
could change down the line. Valentine agreed but noted it is a ten year contract and that 
many state agencies use the online tools so it likely would be hard for the State of Oregon to 
not have a vendor offering those services in the future. 

 
Vice Chair Thiessen asked about other boards and whether larger boards have been the early 
adopters.  Valentine shared some of what she has learned through her research of other 
licensing boards about online functionality and fees to cover costs.  One good lesson learned 
is to make upgrades in steps to allow registrants and staff time to adjust to new systems on 
the longer-term route to full online renewal. 
 
Vice Chair Thiessen noted that online tools would give registrants more options since 
currently only checks or money orders are accepted.  He also wondered if bank fees could be 
reduced. Valentine thought bank fees could be reduced over the long-term but not necessarily 
at the first stages of implementation. 
 
Valentine promised to show the Board some examples of these online systems at the next 
Board meeting along with costs estimates and possible fee offsets.  The Board was cautiously 
supportive of this potential move to online payment and renewal functionality.  The Board 
would start with a system where online usage is voluntary. 

 
 Compliance Manual:  Valentine explained her idea about working with Tucker to create a 

complaint case “user manual” for Board members and staff.  The Board currently does not 
have information about its authority, procedures, etc. consolidated and ready for either Board 
members or staff to utilize.  The Board has historically relied on a more organic transfer of 
such information to those new to the process.  If the Board is supportive, she and Tucker 
could work to pull together something as time allows, such as during periods when complaint 
case load is light. 
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 ASBOG:  The spring Council of Examiners (COE) was held in Buffalo, NY April 4-5, 2014.  

OSBGE did not participate.  Former Board member Orr attended and Valentine reported that 
she talked with him afterwards.  Orr mentioned a disconnect between people that work on the 
exams at the COE and those engaged with regulatory boards.  He noted that he continues to 
be impressed by the rigor of the exam and attention given to exam reviews.  Valentine 
proceeded to remind the Board that the fall Council of Examiners and annual meeting are 
scheduled for Nov. 12-15, 2014 in Indianapolis, IN.  The Board discussed, and Feige and 
Vice Chair Thiessen were identified as possible Board representatives.  A final decision will 
be made at the September 12, 2014 meeting.   

 
 Travel for OSLAB:  Valentine informed the Board of an opportunity for staff to attend the 

annual meeting of OSLAB’s national exam provider organization.  OSLAB supports sending 
both staff due to some unique training opportunities being offered this year and in 
recognition of registration specialist’s long-standing work for OSLAB.  This would require 
closure of the office from 9/23 through 9/26.  Staff would have some ability to remotely track 
emails and voice mails but would not be able to provide the standard level of service for 
these few days.  Valentine requested OSBGE’s consideration of this request to have both 
staff out of the office, and the Board was supportive. 

 
 Board Member Recruitment:  Chair Stroud and Valentine shared the work done to date to 

address the pending vacancy for the position currently held by Jarvis.  In keeping with the 
Board’s long-standing interest in having one member with a strong connection to the Oregon 
academic community, they identified some possible candidates from the limited number of 
registrants working in Oregon at academic institutions.  Several individuals have expressed 
interest and will be contacted further by Chair Stroud and Valentine.  Vice Chair Thiessen 
mentioned that he looked into geology degree programs at private colleges and did not find 
any such programs.  He found that Southern Oregon University offers a geology minor.  The 
Board members felt that lack of geology major program at an institution was not a deciding 
factor with respect to possible registrant candidates.  Valentine reported that she had not 
found any registrants currently working at private colleges. 
 
 SIBA:  Valentine noted a correction from the report.  The Semi-Independent Boards 

Association (SIBA) meeting on 5/19 was unexpectedly cancelled on 5/18 after the report was 
finalized and copied.  SIBA meets next in July, hosted at the Association Center. 

 
 Updated Revenue/Expense Report for Current Biennium:  Valentine gave a brief summary of 
the budget to date.  On the revenue side, actuals are not far off projections for registration and 
exam fees.  Since May is a big renewal month, the end of year analysis done in July will provide 
a good picture of revenues.  On the expense side, the biggest differences are in lower than 
budgeted spending in stipends, out-of-state travel, in-state mileage, and possibly also legal fees.  
As mentioned in past meetings, the Board will be over budget in the professional services line 
item due to the timing of the contractual services for development of the engineering geology 
report guideline. 
  
 Update on Edward Jones Investments:  Valentine noted that interest earned in the fiscal year 
seems extremely low even compared to what we had come to expect with the slow economy.  
She noted her intent to follow-up on this with the investment advisor.  In response to Board 
member questions, she explained limits on Board investments, and the investment ladder was 
also addressed. 
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 Approve Quarterly Check/Debit Log:  Valentine requested Board review and approval of the 
log.   
 
McConnell moved to approve the log for March 1 through May 16, 2014 and covering debits 
March 3 through May 1, 2014 and checks 3736-3768.  Vice Chair Thiessen seconded the motion.  
Chair Stroud asked if there was any discussion. Hearing none, he called the vote, and all 
approved. 
 
 5-Year Comparison of Changes in Monthly Renewals and Examinations:  The Board briefly 
reviewed and discussed this part of the report. 
 
 Action List:  Valentine referred the Board to the action list of pending and in process actions.  
She suggested that the Board not spend a lot of time on this since most items were to be covered 
over the course of the meeting. 
 
This concluded the Administrator’s Report, and Chair Stroud called for a break at 10:22 AM.  He 
reconvened the Board at 10:30 AM. 
 
OSBGE Guidelines:  Chair Stroud opened discussion on the guideline documents.   
 
 Engineering Geology Report Guideline:  
Chair Stroud summarized the status of the guideline.  He explained the changes made since the 
draft presented at the March 21, 2014 meeting.  This included edits to clarify CEG work in 
design and geotechnics.  He noted that no work was done on the companion fact sheet since the 
last meeting given the Board’s uncertainty about whether to finalize that document.  He noted 
that the Board may revisit the fact sheet at a later juncture.  He said he finds the guideline ready 
to adopt.   
 
Board members proceeded to discuss the most recent edits, comments received from OSBEELS, 
etc.  McConnell noted for all documents the need to change “LiDAR” to “lidar” as the 
convention has changed as the term has become more ubiquitous in society.  The Board asked 
Valentine to share a copy of the final document with the key contact for the contractor as a 
courtesy.  The Board also noted that an acknowledgement section needs to be added to reference 
the authoring by Palmer, work by the review panel, and public review comments.  Staff was 
directed to revise the cover page to be comparable to the other guideline documents, where the 
Board is listed as the publisher of the document.   
 
Chair Stroud mentioned that he and Valentine discussed the pros and cons of holding up release 
of the document and other guidelines to work on appearance issues or to hire an editor to work 
on issues such as tone and presentation.  Valentine mentioned the possibility of having an editor 
work on non-practitioner outreach pieces related to the guidelines.  The Board discussed and 
decided to work with the guidelines for a while before expending further resources.  Feige 
proposed building into the Board calendar an annual review of the guidelines.  He mentioned that 
the Board can incrementally upgrade the documents through such a process.  The Board 
members supported Feige’s proposal and recommended the third quarterly meeting of each 
calendar year as the target review time. 
 
Chair Stroud asked if there were any additional comments or if the Board members were 
comfortable with adopting the guideline with direction for final revisions to be made by 
Valentine. 
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Vice Chair Thiessen moved to adopt the presented engineering geology guideline document with 
modification of the cover sheet, addition of an acknowledgement section, and correction of a few 
minor typographical errors.  Feige seconded the motion.  Chair Stroud asked if there was any 
discussion.  McConnell said she was pleased to see the Board had reached this point.  Hearing 
no other comments, Chair Stroud called the vote, and all approved.  For the record, the OSBGE 
document adopted is titled Guideline for Preparing Engineering Geology Reports, May 30, 2014, 
Second Edition. 
 
 Professional Practice Guidance Document:  Chair Stroud asked McConnell and Valentine to 
address this document.  McConnell summarized the editorial process to date.  Chair Stroud 
complimented them on the work.  The Board members were pleased with the revised document.  
The Board then reviewed suggestions provided by OSBEELS, and Valentine was given direction 
on a few changes to make in response.  In addition to those changes, Vice Chair Thiessen noted a 
few issues with document appearance, and Valentine noted to fix those. Chair Stroud confirmed 
that Board members were ready to adopt the document with the revisions noted.   
 
Feige moved to adopt the presented professional practices guidance with minor edits discussed.  
Tucker seconded the motion.  Vice Chair Thiessen noted for the record that the Board agreed to 
have staff make minor changes to the document as part of the approval.  McConnell thanked 
Valentine for her work on the document.  Chair Stroud confirmed there were no further 
comments and called the vote.  All approved adoption of the document. For the record, the 
OSBGE document adopted is titled Professional Practices Guidance, May 30, 2014. 
 
 Geologic Report Guideline:  Chair Stroud asked Vice Chair Thiessen to speak to this 
document.  Vice Chair Thiessen explained his editing work, which included removing 
redundancy and reducing the document length.  One comment was received during the public 
review, and he said it was very useful.  He edited the document further in response to the 
comment.  The Board members noted a few minor typographical changes and appearance issues 
for staff to make in the final document.  The consensus was to adopt the document with direction 
to staff regarding making those few changes. 
 
McConnell moved to adopt the presented geologic report guideline as submitted with minor 
appearance and typographic issues fixed.  Feige seconded the motion.  Chair Stroud asked if 
there was any further discussion.  Vice Chair Thiessen reminded staff that the references section 
would need to be updated to show the adoption date for the other Board guidelines.  Hearing no 
other comments, Chair Stroud called the vote, and all approved.  For the record, the OSBGE 
document adopted is titled Geological Report Guideline, May 30, 2014, Second Edition. 
 
 Hydrogeologic Report Guideline:  Vice Chair Thiessen spoke to this guideline as well.  He 
noted that former Board Chair Mark Yinger did the heavy lifting on the revisions.  In the public 
review, the Board received a single public comment.  Vice Chair Thiessen noted that this was a 
technical comment that he and Feige each considered and then he added some revised language 
as marked in the draft document.  With this change, he felt the document was ready to approve 
with only minor appearance and typographical edits to be made.  Chair Stroud asked for a 
motion.   
 
Vice Chair Thiessen moved to adopt the presented hydrogeologic report guideline with minor 
typographic and appearance changes.  Feige seconded the motion.  Vice Chair Thiessen noted 
that staff will need to also update headers and the title page to reflect the adoption date.  
Hearing no further comments, Chair Stroud called the vote, and all approved.  For the record, 
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the document adopted is titled Hydrogeological Report Guideline, May 30, 2014, Second 
Edition. 
 
Martin, AAG, arrived at 11:27 AM. 
 
Old Business:  Chair Stroud introduced the agenda item and asked McConnell to lead the 
discussion.  McConnell reminded all that the Board submitted draft language for the Manual for 
Building Officials back in 2011 and most recently reviewed that language at the March 21, 2014 
meeting.  The Board asked for revisions and assigned herself and Valentine to work on this.  She 
presented the proposed revisions to the language, which the Board reviewed.  Board members 
were pleased with the revised language and asked Valentine to send the language to the Oregon 
Board of Architect Examiners.  Valentine addressed where the OSBGE language was likely to be 
inserted in the manual. 
 
Correspondence:  Chair Stroud requested an update from Valentine.  She noted that she had 
correspondence to share with the Board for its information only.  She suggested that this occur 
under New Business since Martin had arrived to speak with the Board.  It was agreed to proceed 
in this manner. 
 
Chair Stroud called for a break at 11:37 AM to allow Board members to grab some lunch.  He 
reconvened the Board at 11:55 PM. 
 
1983 DOJ Op. 5476 - Legal Review:  Chair Stroud gave background as to the history of this 
opinion addressing practice overlap between engineers and engineering geologists.  He 
summarized discussions with OSBEELS regarding a joint effort to request a DOJ update of the 
1983 opinion.  He noted that the Board needed to define goals for such an update and that the 
Board also needed to understand what the legal review would entail.  The Board was informed 
that OSBEELS has decided it would like to pursue a joint update.  He referenced the written 
advice from counsel on the matter.   
 
At 11:57 AM, Chair Stroud announced that the Board was entering Executive Session to 
consider written advice from counsel per ORS 192.660(2)(f) and read the script.  Chair Stroud 
returned the Board to public session at 1:03 PM.  No final decisions were made in Executive 
Session.  No motions were made. 
 
Compliance Report:  Chair Stroud introduced that the Board would next discuss the ongoing 
investigation of complaint case CC#13-01-005. He noted that the Board had written advice from 
counsel to review and discuss with Martin.  At 1:06 PM, Chair Stroud announced that the Board 
was returning to Executive Session to consider written advice from counsel per ORS 
192.660(2)(f) and read the script.  Chair Stroud returned the Board to public session at 1:40 PM.  
He noted that the Board had nothing further to discuss on complaint cases.  No final actions were 
taken in Executive Session.  No motions on the case discussed or other open cases were made. 
 
Chair Stroud called for a break at 1:44 PM.  He reconvened the Board at 1:52 PM.  Martin and 
Jarvis departed during the break and were not present for the remainder of the meeting. 
 
Committee Reports:  Chair Stroud opened discussion on committee reports. 
 
 Rules Advisory Committee:  Feige presented the report.  He addressed work on committee 
membership, and the current membership list was shared.  He then presented his ideas for rules 
work based on consideration of the memorandum on possible rules work prepared by Valentine 
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for the March 21, 2014 meeting.  Feige asked for discussion of four potential rules projects to 
determine Board interest.  He said that he and staff were ready to work on developing rule 
language, consulting with counsel and engaging the Rules Committee as prudent.  They would 
then report back to the Board on progress at the next meeting.  The Board proceeded to discuss 
the following: 
 
809-050-0020 Roster.  The Board agreed that this rule needs to be deleted or amended as it does 
not reflect best practice.  The rule is a remnant from before the internet and other electronic 
means to share rosters.  The Board was leaning towards deleting the rule. 
 
809-001-0015 Charges for Copies and Documents.  The Board agreed that this rule should be 
reviewed with an eye towards addressing more modern means of transmitting documents, 
examining the limited delegation of authority to the Administrator included in the rule, and 
ensuring compatibility with current public records law.  McConnell suggested that Feige and 
Valentine look at guidance and forms in the DOJ public records manual.  Valentine said she will 
research this.  She also agreed to research other state agency rules to look for good models. 
  
809-010-0001 Fees.  The issue raised was the renewal fee for the “retired” active status, 
specifically how this is based on registrant age and not an individual requesting the retired status.  
The Board would like to move away from using the “retired” status name as members agreed 
with staff that this is confusing since “retired” registrants can still practice.  Retired status is not a 
form of inactive status for OSBGE.  The Board would like to maintain the lower fee but may 
look at changing how it is structured, such as basing it on years of practice instead of an age.  It 
was mentioned that there may be a need to grandfather in those already in retired status if any 
future changes are made. 
 
809-040-0001 Date of Application:  This rule sets the application deadline for exams as 120 days 
prior to the examination date with no exceptions.  Staff suggested shortening the application 
deadline to 100 days.  In addition, staff recommends that the rule be updated to address specific 
waivers of the standard application deadline such as for exam retakes or for good cause cases.  
The Board discussed and would like to keep the 120 day deadline but agreed to formalize a 
shorter deadline for exam retakes.  The Board was not yet convinced that adding a provision for 
good cause exceptions would be feasible or prudent. 
 
McConnell asked if the committee should be engaged on all projects.  She noted that the Board 
has opted before to not engage the committee on rule changes that were impacting only on Board 
operations and not on registrants.  Feige acknowledged this but said he would like to have a 
simpler project to share with the committee as a way to provide training to the new members.  
 
Chair Stroud asked for discussion of a possible project to develop a CEG scope of practice rule 
and in particular what process the Board might use for such a project.  McConnell suggested that 
the Board would be best served by establishing a special advisory committee.  She said this 
would be in addition to the Board’s standard process of engaging the rules committee.  The 
Board did not discuss this potential project further. 
 
 Joint Compliance Committee (JCC):  Chair Stroud presented the report.  He mentioned that 
OSBEELS continues to be very engaged in the JCC.  OSBEELS has identified additional 
members for the committee, to the extent that the JCC had to discuss issues of meeting and 
voting quorums at the last meeting of May 1, 2014.  The JCC expressed support for the idea of 
having two voting members per Board but allowing for additional committee members to 
participate in discussions and committee work.  He noted that long-time OSBEELS member 
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Tappert finishes his second term at the end of June and is transitioning off the JCC.  Former 
OSBEELS member Seward has agreed to continue with the JCC.  Two current OSBEELS 
members have been identified as JCC members and a third OSBEELS member as alternate. 
 
Chair Stroud reminded the Board about past discussions on appointment of a JCC alternate for 
OSBGE.  He and Valentine considered various options, including looking at former CEG board 
members as possible candidates.  They recommended asking registrant Bernard Kleutsch, RG, 
CEG to serve in this role.  Kleutsch has maintained an interest in the JCC and already tries to 
attend most meetings.  He has also served as a volunteer to the Board in various capacities over 
the years.  Valentine noted that the current Board members met Kleutsch at the March 21, 2014 
meeting.  Chair Stroud, Vice Chair Thiessen, and Valentine acknowledged the need to work with 
Kleutsch to develop best practices for the alternate role.   
 
Vice Chair Thiessen moved to appoint Kleutsch as OSBGE’s alternate on the JCC.  Tucker 
seconded the motion.  Chair Stroud asked for comment.  McConnell suggested the motion be 
couched as a formal invitation to Kleutsch vs. a mandate.  Vice Chair Thiessen amended his 
motion to invite Kleutsch to serve as OSBGE’s alternate on the JCC.  McConnell seconded the 
revised motion.  Chair Stroud again asked for comment.  Hearing none, he called the vote, and 
all approved.   
 
Chair Stroud relayed to the Board the JCC’s discussion at the May 1, 2014 meeting about 
developing more formal, written recommendations in the future.  This idea is based on lessons 
learned from a recent case where the JCC meeting summary did not perhaps capture in sufficient 
detail the reasons behind the JCC recommendation.  The idea is to provide more clarity to those 
not directly engaged in the JCC discussions.  The JCC decided to try the approach of developing 
a more formal written recommendation in its next complaint case review.   
 
 CEG Examination Committee:  Vice Chair Thiessen presented the report.  He noted the 
upcoming joint meeting with the Washington Geology Licensing Board’s Engineering Geology 
Exam Committee scheduled for June 5, 2014 in Longview, WA.  He explained that this meeting 
will allow for discussion of exam coordination issues in the region, including review of some 
exam questions and ongoing discussions with California (CA) regarding its CEG exam, 
reciprocity, and possibly even the feasibility of a regional exam.  Vice Chair Thiessen noted that 
working with CA was going to be a long and possibly complicated process. The CA CEG exam 
has some similarities with the OR/WA exam but also has some very CA-specific questions.  
Also, CA apparently may not have the same view of CEGs as design professionals as is the case 
for OR and WA, but this is hard to say for sure as CA has not been willing to share its exam.  
Valentine said she recalled WA’s conversation with CA started around the issue of securing a 
confidentiality agreement so that the CA exam could be reviewed and compared with the 
OR/WA exam.  Vice Chair Thiessen suggested that OSBGE needs to engage in the regional 
conversation vs. expecting WA to take all the responsibility. 
 
Vice Chair Thiessen and Valentine explained the process that led to identification of questions 
for a limited exam review.  The Board opted to not discuss the specific questions, deferring to 
the joint committees pending review.  Members of the two committees will need to discuss the 
process for updating of questions. 
 
Valentine made the Board aware of another discussion topic for the June 5, 2014 joint committee 
meeting which is the holding of data regarding the exam development and question bank by a 
private firm.  Only the former OSBGE administrator was aware of this database, and no trail was 
left for current staff.  The database recently came to light as a result of research done by staff for 
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the WA board, and this led to OSBGE staff getting access to the database.  She explained that the 
firm was once on contract to manage the last task analysis but is no longer on contract with either 
state.  She would like to see the two state boards agree to an approach for getting the data 
extracted from the private site and into the hands of the boards.  Board staff has not been able to 
find a way to readily extract the data and also has found some of the metadata to be unclear.  She 
suggested that one option might be to contract with the firm to have the data provided in a format 
that is accessible and searchable using standard office software and that can also be updated as 
adjustments are made to the exam questions.  The Board asked Valentine to research the 
previous agreement with the firm to see if they contain any discussion regarding rights to the 
data. 
 
 Legislative Committee:  McConnell provided the report.  She said that interim legislative days 
just wrapped up and noted that the Board did not identify any legislative concepts for the 2015 
session.  She was not aware of any legislative proposals that would be of interest to the Board 
but noted that it was early and that she and Valentine would need to monitor legislative activities 
throughout the 2015 session. 
 
Vice Chair Thiessen mentioned hearing at a recent DEQ meeting of parties involved with 
environmental cleanup projects that there may be a bill proposed in the next legislative session to 
shrink DEQ’s role in overseeing cleanup projects by privatizing certain cleanup actions and 
decision-making.  If that comes to pass, he suggested the Board monitor to see how such changes 
might impact issues regarding RG work on environmental cleanup reports, as DEQ might no 
longer be in a role to check that the public practice of geology was done by a RG as evidenced 
by a stamp and signature on a report.  The Board thanked him for sharing this information. 
 
 Budget Committee:  Valentine provided the report in concert with McConnell.  She addressed 
the history of the proposed reserves policy. She explained what is meant by reserve funds and 
how the policy is intended as a financial management tool.  The policy provides staff and the 
budget committee with guidance to support future budget analysis and the Board’s future 
consideration of financial management options related to expenditures and fees.  The Board 
discussed the policy provisions for operating and designated reserves.  Valentine said she was 
hopeful that the policy could be adopted prior to development of the next budget which will start 
late in 2014 to support Board adoption in spring 2015.   
 
The Board discussed types of reserves, how the policy would be used, the idea of having a 
designated reserve for legal cases, and similar issues.  Feige said he would like to see the Board 
have the ability to have multiple designated reserves as necessary such as for legal costs and 
special projects.  Feige and McConnell each mentioned research and outreach regarding a 
continuing education program as an example of a project where a designated reserve might be 
prudent.  Valentine said she saw no reason that the Board could not clarify that it might have 
multiple designated reserves.  She thought this would support transparency with registrants about 
Board finances.  To this end, the Board decided it would not set a pre-determined target for 
designated reserves but would instead say that the Board justifies the amount of any designated 
reserve.  The target for operating reserves was left as proposed. 
 
Based on the Board’s discussion, Feige moved to adopt the new Reserve Funds policy with 
revision.  Tucker seconded the motion but with clarification requested about the policy date.  
Valentine indicated it was a new policy and would be dated as of the adoption date.  Feige 
amended his motion to reference the revision regarding designated reserves as the Board had 
discussed.  Tucker seconded the revised motion.  Chair Stroud asked if the Board should retain 
the discussion of target levels found in the policy.  Board members decided this was useful 
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background information.  Hearing no further discussion, Chair Stroud called for the vote.  All 
approved the revised motion. 
 
 Outreach:  Valentine said there was not a formal report as the committee has not recently been 
active.  She thanked Board members for their flexibility in changing the December meeting date 
from December 12 to December 4, 2014 to accommodate an outreach visit at Western Oregon 
University (WOU). 
 
Vice Chair Thiessen again mentioned his research into private colleges and confirmation that 
none offers a major in geology.  Some offer geology coursework as part of teaching or 
environmental science programs.  The Board acknowledged that it may need to further look into 
environmental science programs down the road if this becomes a more common educational path 
for future candidates for registration to pursue. 
 
Vice Chair Thiessen mentioned that he agreed to talk to a geology class at his old alma mater 
about practice regulation.  He asked the Board for permission to use the Board’s presentation 
materials and all were supportive of this.   
 
Public Comment:  Chair Stroud noted that the Board had no guests to provide public comment.  
He called for a break at 3:50 PM.  He reconvened the Board at 3:55 PM to finish the last agenda 
items.   
 
New Business:  Valentine distributed correspondence received earlier in the week from a former 
Board member about a complaint case in North Carolina involving a dispute between engineers 
and geologists over engineering geology practice.  The Board reviewed the materials and 
appreciated the notification about the case but felt there was no direct nexus to OSBGE and no 
action to take. 
 
Announcements:  Chair Stroud asked if there were any announcements.  Valentine reminded the 
Board that she would be taking vacation in late June to early July.  She also wished all a good 
summer.  There were no other announcements.   
 
Chair Stroud adjourned the meeting at 4:00 PM.   
 
 
++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 
The minutes of the May 30, 2014 quarterly meeting were approved as presented at the September 12, 
2014 Board meeting.  
 
 
 
Christine Valentine, Administrator 
 


