MEETING MINUTES
OREGON STATE BOARD OF GEOLOGIST EXAMINERS
Conference Room, Sunset Center South, Salem, Oregon
June 2, 2006

Members Present
Christopher Humphrey, RG, CEG
Vicki McConnell, Ph.D., RG, State Geologist
Allen Morris, Public Member
Gary Peterson, RG, CEG Board Chair
Steve Taylor, PhD., RG
Eileen Webb, RG, Vice Chair
Staff Present:
Susanna Knight, Administrator

The Board meeting was preceded by a 9:00 AM Woskisa. All Board Members were present.
Knight announced that Michael Carrier, Natural Resoufzbkgsor to the Governor, would be unable
to meet with the Board today. He has been resdébedihis time to the September Board meeting
date.

The Board was joined by Assistant Attorney Gen@&G) Tom Cowan, who represented the
Board’s case in the May 24 & 25, 2006, registratievocation hearing. At 9:06 AM, Chaeterson
read the following statement:

“The Board will now meet in executive session fug purpose of reviewing documents that are exemfzvi from public
inspection under ORS 192.660(2)(f). Representaifehe news media and designated staff shalllbeex to attend the
executive session. All other members of the audieme asked to leave the room. Representativibe ofews media are
specifically directed not to report on any of thediloerations during the executive session, exaeptdte the general
subject of the session as previously announceddedaion will be made in executive session. Ateéhd of the executive
session, we will return to open session and welcttra@udience back into the room.”

At 10:40 AM, Peterson stated that the Board wouwlel neturn to an open session. He then announced
that the Board would convene again when the Adrratise Law Judge’s (ALJ) Findings from the
revocation hearing are available. AAG Cowan stétet] due to the size of the record established in
the hearing, the Findings would probably requi®alay period rather than an established 30-day
period. Because Contested Case deliberationscarept from public participation, the Board will
convene in Executive Session to deliberate on ihdirkgs.

* McConnell facilitated a discussion about ongoing issuesaliytraised in the Coastal
Processes and Hazards Working Group’s Novembeegathand again in a follow-up
meeting in May.McConnéll reiterated that the Board’s€2LOSUREDOCUMENT should be
presented to all Planning Department Heads faescdind counties in Oregon. She also
requested that the document be inserted in theBwatd newsletter. The participants in the
Coastal Processes and Hazards Working Group exgressicern about how to identify
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gualified professionals, and they discussed dewwsdop special “coastal certification” to be
granted by an undetermined agency to qualifiedviddals indicating these individuals had
coastal process experience. It is not clear haswcrtification may or may not be integrated
with the current geologist registration laws. Bward concurred that the Coastal Planners
must become more aware and knowledgeable in evajudie report quality of geology work.
Other ideas brainstormed by the Board includedeld@ing a model code for local review
processes; creating a coastal commission to serageview board; establishing a roster of
gualified coastal processes consultants. Citidscannties of the coast must determine how to
deal with this issues but OSBGE would be willingagsist the process by reviewing pre-
gualification standards for coastal practitionefscoastal guideline section is needed for the
Board’s publication, Guidelines for Engineering &ejic Reports McConnell stated that the
Governor’s office has an ongoing interest in thim€&tal Processes and Hazards Working
Group.

The Board then began a working lunch.

* Humphrey asked for input on HE WHITE PAPER draft distributed for discussion. The Board
concurred that it is much improved over the presiversion, and the development of a Table
of Contents will make navigating through it muclsiea Additional suggestions were offered.

Due to the lateness of the work sesstdmnphrey asked Board members to have their
comments to him electronically by August 1. TheRbwill then review the document on the
September Board meeting date.

» Peterson directed the Board in a discussion of the drathefLegislative Concept prepared by
Legislative Counsel (LC). He stated that AAG Martrould join us at 1:30 PM to discuss the
document, but that the Board should hold somemneéiry discussions to determine issues to
direct to the AAG;

The Board meeting was called to order at 1:07 PNChgir Gary Peterson in the Conference Room of
Sunset Center South, Salem, Oregon.

|. AGENDA APPROVAL: The agenda was approved with two additions:
* McConnéll requested to add Item VI. C. Report on ASBOG Taiplouston, Texas.
* Humphrey requested the addition of Iltem VI.D. WashingtonGCBraft Guidelines.
Webb moved to approve the agenda with the two modiboat Seconded and passed. Humphrey,
yes; Morris, yes; Taylor, yes;Wehb, yes.

II. MEETING MINUTES: Approval of the 3/9/2006 Meeting Minutes was dedd to the next Board
meeting, as Board Members were without copies@fitiaft minutes.

1. ANNOUNCEMENTS: The Board agreed that all volunteers of the Batualld be invited to join
in the informal Annual Board Picnic, July 22, 200Bhis is a “potluck” picnic to be held at the
William Orr farm. Board Committee Chairs will pridke invite information with their respective
Committees. Invitations will also be issued to A@Bute, Cowan, and Martin.
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IV. REPORTS
A. OFFICE REPORTS
1. Knight distributed her office report AR2006-01, includiagummary of staff activities since
3/9/2006. She pointed out numerous items to thedBmcluding:
* The copy of the Statesman Journal article abouintreasing demand for geoscience
graduates;
* The 100% pass rate on the Association of Stated3aafrGeology (ASBOG) practice exam
administered March 6, 2006;
* Three new CEGs added to the Board roster;
* Renewal figures holding up; and
* Need for Board Members to provide newsletter ati@dbout the work of RGs and CEGs as it
relates to Oregon counties and citiddcConnell stated that DOGAMI could provide an article
on LIDAR for the October newsletter.
2. Knight distributed reports on the budget status for 200872 As of May 25, 2006, the Board
has revenue over expenses of $17,334K38ght answered numerous questions about the posted
figures and stated that a New Business item widkask a budget request.

1:30 PM AAG Kyle Martin arrived to discuss OSBGIE®&gislative Concept #616 drafted by LC for
the 2007 session. The deadline for providing ometnly revisions to the draft is June 14, 2006e T
goal of the new language under “Charges againsvgest’ is to broaden the Board’s ability to deal
with complaints.
* AAG Martin provided additional language for Sect@l)
» The Board concurred that the summary of the bdlusth strike “complaints of”.
* In Section 2(2), remove three words.
* Under Section 2 (3), at the beginning, add “In &ddito any other immunities provided by
law,”.
* Under Section 3, page 2, line 4 add “or has beeahtbnfirm with LC about inserting such
language.

AAG Martin also shared his research about the Bededithority after expiration”. OSBGE does
not have such authority. Martin stated that timglege in rule about reinstating lapsed licenses
should be characterized as a restoration of anmexkpegistration, if reinstated within five years,
but not as a reinstatement. In the case of ancapipin, the Board would deny application, not
refuse to renew.

AAG Martin distributed ORS 673.697 language titl&dontinuing Authority of Board”. Adding
this language to the statute would allow the Baardeal with an expired registrant within the 5-
year window of renewing an expired license.

Webb moved that the Board submit additional languaged®16 to allow “Continuing Authority
of the Board” along with the revisions discussediea Seconded and passed. Humphrey, yes;
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Morris, yes; Taylor, yes;Wehb, yes.

The Board instructelnight to make the revisions as discussed and resubmhitvihe 14
calendar days as required by LC for draft legiskatiAAG Martin departed at 2:45 PM.

B. COMMITTEE REPORTS

1
2
3

. CEG Examination Committee: Humphrey had no new information to report.
. CEG Guideline Committee: Peterson had no new information to report.
. Compliance Committee: Morris distributed a list of current cases under revied @eported

that two new cases were added since our last ngeetin

Geology Report Guideline Committee: Webb reported that the following committee
members are assembled: Wayne Adams, Hart Crowser Hdmonds Washington; Craig
Arola, Vista Engineering Technologies, LLC, KennekyiWA; Jennifer Berry, City of

Portland, Bureau of Environmental Services; Ken €am, Oregon Department of
Environmental Quality; Terry Crotwell, Cambria Eronmental Technology, Everett, WA,
Corky Isselhardt, retired, Colorado; Laura Maffechwabe, Willamson, Wyatt, Portland, OR,;
Catherine Roso, Alaska Department of Transportati®cheduling a kick-off meeting is the
first order of businessMcConnell commented that this is a great committee.

L egidative I ssues. McConnell stated that the Legislative issues were covered ARG Kyle
Martin earlier in the meeting, but the Board merststrould try to determine which Legislative
committee will hear testimony so members can begking contact with committee members
to explain the legislation.

MOU Joint Compliance Committee: Peterson reported to the Board that on May 6, 2006, he
and David Michael represented the Board in a JA@IGWeup meeting with a CEG registrant
that was the respondent in past complaints fileti @SBEELS. An additional meeting wit a
second CEG registrant was scheduled for June &.2DQring the meetings, discussion of
practice issues and concerns were aired. A lgtteach registrant would be issued following
these meetings and conclude cases CC#06-01-00C@#0d6-01-002, in accordance with the
findings and recommendations of the JCC committee.

In a second actioriReterson requested Board approval of twalreErRs OFCONCERNthat would
be issued to close out cases CC# 99-01-002 and CC#006. Both cases were previously
closed by OSBEELS due to “lack of authority” butresef concern to OSBGE because the
geologic practice by Professional Engineers wagwed to not meet the standards expected of
Registered Geologists.

* Webb moved to issue adTTER OFCONCERNtO Steve Luxton, PE, with two changes to
the draft: page 1, third bullet, change pump tafaguand add Oregon Department of
Agriculture to the distribution listSeconded and passed. Humphrey, yes;Morris, yes;
Peterson, yes;Taylor, yes;Webb, yes.

* Webb moved to issue adTTER OFCONCERNtO Lee Brennan, PE, as presented.
Seconded and passed. Humphrey, yes;Morris, yes;Peterson, yes; Taylor, yes;Webb,
yes.
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7. Outreach Committee: Taylor distributed a “first cut” matrix of various prof@enals and the
multiple practice arenas of these professionalslisBussion ensued about the various
categories, and Board members were asked to egahmmatrix and devise a coding or
ranking system or an organization of tasks. Theirwill be revisited at the September 2006
Board meeting. Taylor also shared that he hadisadi the volunteer support of the Western
Oregon University graphics department in develogirfmyochure and poster materials that the
Board could use in outreach activities. WOU greplairts department agreed to offer
assistance, and their support is gratefully ackedgeéd.

8. Professional Practices Committee: Humphrey requested that additional suggestions to the
draft WHITE PAPER should be submitted to him by August 1, 2006.inalfdraft would be
established by the September 2006 Board meetimgzuBsion also ensued with regards to a
Continuing Education requirementumphrey was not aware that support is found in various
areas for the concept, but obstacles exist. Reseal continue on this issue.

9. RulesCommittee: Webb directed the Board to

* OAR 809-050-0000, the language regarding the aedlthe email discussion about an
“original” wet ink signed document. The Board comed that a wet signature verifies
that the registrant completed the work and thatktiean expectation that a wet signed
copy should exist. However, the statute and rdéesot explicitly require a wet inked
signature, and it is the registrant’s responsipbitt manage the application of their
stamp. Consequently, an RG/CEG may use an elecsmmature with an electronic
seal.

* OAR 809-003-000, Definitions. A list of suggestdthnges was distributed at the last
meeting. Knight stated that ASBOG is actually named the Natiorsdo&iation of
State Boards of Geology as pointed out on the ZBBOG Annual Meeting Book, but
when ASBOG added “national”, the acronym did nargde. Morris moved to
approve the revised definitions as discussed withraodification to the ASBOG
definition. Seconded and passed. Humphrey, yes;Morris, yes;Peterson, yes; Taylor,
yes;Wehb, yes.

V. Correspondence: Knight stated that the letter from the State of Nebr&dard of Geologists to
the National Water Surveying (NWAS) company in Glileh Washington, informing them that
geology is regulated in Nebraska alerts the Or&mard that NWAS has also been practicing
unlicensed geology in Nebraska.

VI. New Business
A. Stream Restoration and Water shed Assessments: Chair Peterson stated, due to the late hour,
and the need to discuss the next agenda itenthikatiscussion would be tabled until the next
meeting.
B. Addition of half-time position: Knight distributed a document outlining the Personal Sess
(staff) budget for the 2005-07 Biennium. Includeas a projection for the remainder of the
biennium, should the Board agree to add a half-8ta#f position for the duration of the biennium.
Justification of need for the new position is siyngilat the current workload for both boards
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exceeds the 1.5 FTE staff. The two boards wenaqusly administered by 2 FTE administrators.
The additional cost for the Geology Board, in pgymalf of the cost for year two of the biennium
to add 0.5 FTE, is estimated at $11,718.R0ight stated that the Landscape Architect Board
(OSLAB) had discussed this same information, butilevdold a Special Meeting after a job
description is preparednight explained that the Board currently has 1.5 FTEhd&ugh she had
anticipated that the work of both Boards could bedied by this FTE arrangement, the workload
had been greater than what was projected and ldes very difficult to keep up. Concern was
expressed about the long-term implications of agltims position.Knight clarified that the

current employee at 0.5 FTE has the qualificationshe new 0.5 FTE positiorPeterson stated
that the Board has an additional $21,000 accoectsvvable due from OSLAB to offset the
additional expenseKnight stated that the current actual budget expenditasebelow projected
expenditures, so that a revised budget and heaeng not anticipated. However, this could
change depending on the revenue siderris moved to add a 0.5 FTE as proposed at an
additional $11,718 to fund a limited duration psitto the end of the 2005-07 biennium
(6/30/2007) and contingent on OSLAB agreeisgconded and passed. Humphrey, yes; Morris,
yes;Peterson, yes;Taylor, yes;Webb, yes.

C. Report on ASBOG COE Meeting in Houston, Texas, McConnell & Taylor: Due to the late
hour, Peterson tabled this report for the next Board meeting.

D. Washington CEG Guidelines, Humphrey: Due to the late houPReterson referred this
discussion to a committee of Humphrey, Knight, himdself.

VIl: ITEMSFOR BOARD ACTION

A. Approve Check Log: Knight stated that she had forgotten to pull that docurbeginning
with check #2362 and would provide it for the nBriard Meeting.

B. TheWhite Paper: Action was taken on this item during the Proif@sal Practices Committee
Report.

VII: PUBLIC COMMENT: No public was present.

Taylor moved to adjourn the meeting at 5:12 P&&conded and passed. Humphrey, yes; Morris,
yes;Peterson, yes;Taylor, yes;Webb, yes.

Respectfully submitted,

Susanna R. Knight
Administrator

Minutes of the June 2, 2006 Board Meeting were @apgud as
presented at the September 14, 2006 Board Meeting.

Susanna R. Knight, Administrator
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