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MINUTES OF THE Rf.CULAR MEETING 
LOUISIANA PROFESSIONAL ENGINEf.R ING 

AND LAND SURVEYING BOARD 
9643 DROOKI.INE AVENUE. SUITE 121 

BATON ROUGE., LOUISIANA 70809-1433 
,November 19, 2012 

At 8 :08 a.m. on November 19, 20 12, Richard Savoie, P.E., called the meeting to order 
with the following members pres~nt: 

Also p resent: 

Richard L. Savoie, P.E. 
Norma Jean Mattei, Ph.D., P.E. 
M ilcs B. Williams. r .E. 
Jame.s E. Bowie, Ph.D., I'.£. 

Chalrn1an 
Vice Chairman 
Treasurer 
Secretary 

M. Ernest Gammon, P.L .. S. 
All M. Mostapha, P.E. 
Theodore ti. ThOfflJ>SOl't, P.E. 
Kev1n E. Crosby, P.r::., P.L.S. 
j()hn W . .. Billy" Moore. P.E. 
John T. Irving. P.F.. 
Oa vid L. P~tterson, P.L.S. 

Do nna 0. Sentell., Exec:utive Director 
Vict0ria Hatton, Directo r or Enforcement 
Joe H. Harman, P.E .• Techn ical Support Sta.ff 
Tyson Ducote, Board lnvestigi1tor 
Jus tin Owens, Board Investigator 
D. Scott Landry, Boar<1 Mtwney 

rhe invocation was led by Dr. Matttei and the pledge by Mr. Moore. 

Public comment time was recognized by Chairman Savoie. 

Chairrnan Savoie recognized and w elcomed our newest Board members, Mr. frving 
and Mr. Patterson. 

Mr. Musrapha requested that the Board meeting agenda be amended to add a 
discussion concerning the need for applicants with foreign educatio n to obtain 
credential evaluations. 

The Board unanimously approved the motion made by Mr. Must~pha, seconded by Mr. 
Thompson, to ;1ccept the November 194 20, 2012 proposed Call fo r Meetjng and Board 
Meeting Agenda, as amended. 

The Board unanimously approved the motloo rnade by Mr. Mu$tapha, seconded by Dr. 
Mattel, to approve the Mlnules from the September 24, 2012 Board meeting. 

The Board unanimously approved the motion made by Mr. Mustapha, seconded by M r. 
Thompson, to schedule the Board 's next regular meeting for Tuesday, January 22. 
2013 in Lafayette, l...ouisiana. 

The Board's September ·r;isk List was reviewed. 

Enforcement 

Case #2011 · 73 · Ms. Hatton reported on an unlicensed firm w hich pn:icliccd a nd/or 
o ffered LC> practic~ land s urvC)•ing in Louisiana w ithout proper licensure. The fi rm 
s ubsequently became )icensed in Lo t1is iana. The respondent has signed and returned 
the proposed consent ordcl' o ffer('d by the Co rnplahH Review Committee. 'l'he 
proposed consent order con tained t he following sanctions: 

1. Fine of $2,000 
2. Costs or $352.02 
3. Pub lication with name on the Board's website aJ1d in the Journal 
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4. Repol't Lo NC8£::S with narnc 
Afttff discussion. t he Board unanimously approved the motion made by the Compli'iint 
Review Committee, consisting of Dr. Mattei, Mr. Gammon and Mr. Allen, to approve 
the signed Consent Order. The name o( the respondent is R·Squared Global, L..L.C. 
(formerly known as "Rodney Ray & Associates, t.LCj 

Case #2012·5 • Ms. Hatton repol!'tcd on" licensed land surveyor w ho aid~d or 
assisLed his unlicensed firm in pr ilcticing and/or offlwing to p1-actice land surveying in 
Louisiana without proper licensure. The fi rm s ubsequently became licensed in 
Louisiana. 'rhe respondent has signed :.md returned the proposed consent order 
offered by the Complaint Review Committee. The proposed consent order contained 
t he fo llowing sanctions: 

1. Fine of$1,000 
2. Costs of$3~·5.79 
3. Online Louisla,rn l.aws & Rules and Pr<>fession:.llism & Eth ks Quizzes 
4. Publication with name or• the Board's website and in the Journal 
5. Report to NCGES with 1rnme 

After discussion, the Board approved the motion made by the Complaint Review 
Committee, consisting of Mr. Mattei, Mr. Garnmo,l and Mr. Allen. with Mr. (rving. Mr. 
Moore, Mr. Thompson, Dr. Bowie .. Dr. Mattei, Mr. Williams, Mr. Gammon, Mr. Crosby 
and M1·. Patterson for and Mr. M u_•,tapha ag;;iinst. to approve the s igned Consent 
Order. The name of the re.spo!ldent is Rodney;\. Ray. P.1 .. $. 

Case #2011 · 117 -Ms. Hatton 1'eG>Orted on an unlicensed firm which practiced and/or 
offered to practice e11gineering and used the word "cngineer in,g" In it.,; rrnme and in 
conjullction with its business In Louisiana without proper Jkensure. The firm 
subsequently became licensed in Louisiana. The respondent ha.s signed and returned 
che proposed consent order offer<1d by the Complalm Review Committee. The 
proposed coosent o rder cont.iined the fo llowing sanctions: 

1. Fine ofSZSO 
2. Costs ofS,382.05 
3. Publication without name on the DQilsd'~ website and In the Journal 
4. No report to NCEES 

After discussion. the Ooard appr(>ved the motion made by t he Complaint Review 
Committee, consisting of Mr. Moore, Mr. Gammon and Mr. Mustapha, with Mr. Irving, 
Mr. M ustapha,. Mr. Moore. Mr. Thompson, Dr. Bowie, Dr. Manei, Mr. Williams, Mr. 
Cammon and Mr. Patte1·son fo r :lnd Mr. Crosby against, to approve the s igned Consent 
Order. 

Case #2012-25 - Ms. Hatton reported on a licensed engineer who <)ided or assisted 
his un licensed firm in p racticing ;;ind/or offer ing to practice eng ineer ing and using the 
word "'engineering" in its name and io conjunction with its business in Louisi;:ina 
without pl'Oper liccnsure. The finm subsequently became licensed in Louisiana. The 
respc)ndent h;;is signed :rnd returned the proposed consent order offered by the 
Compfajnt Review Commlt1ec. The proposed consent Ol'der contained the fo llowing 
sanctions: 

I. ,ine of$250 
2. Costs of$382.05 
3. Online Louisiana l.aws & mules ::ind Professloualism & Ethics Quizzes 
4. Public::1tion without name, on the Board's website ~nd in t he Journal 
s. No report to NCEES 

1\tter discussion, t he Board approved the motion made by the Complaint Review 
Committee, consisting o r Mr. Moore. Mr. G;immon and Mr. Mus tap ha. wilh Mr. Irving, 
M,·. Mustapha, Mr. Moore, Mr. Thompson, Dr. Bowle, Dr. Mattei, Mr. Williams, M1·. 
Gammon and Mr. Pattel'son for and Mr. Crosby against, to approve the signed Consent 
Order. 

Case #2011 ~87 ·Ms. Hatton repor ted on an unlicensed firm which prttcticed and/or 
offered to practice engineering and used the word "engineers" in its name and in 
conjunction with its business In L.,ouisiana without proper licensu1·c. The Orm 
s ubsequently bcean1e licensed in 'Lo uisiana.. The respoodcnt has signed and retun1ed 
the p roposed consent order offered by the Complaint ~eview Committee. The 
proposed consent order cont.aine(I the following sanctions: 

1. Fine of$1,250 
2. Costs of$310.82 
3. Online Louisiana Laws & Rules Quiz by Supervising Profession:;il 
4. Publkation with name on the Board's website and in the Journal 
S. Report to NCEES with narue 
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After disc;ussion, the Board approved the motion made by the Complaint Review 
Committee, consisti ng of Mr. 'l'horrnpson, M1·. Savoie and Mr. Allen, with Mr. Irving. Mr. 
Must;:ipha. Mr. Thompson, Dr. Bowie, Or. Mattei, Mr. Williams, Mr. Gainmon, Mr. 
Crosby and Mr. Patterson for and Mr. Moore .i,gain.st. to :approve the signed Consent 
Order. The name of the respondent is James F. 1'urner Engineers. LP. 

Case #2012:t • Ms. Hatton reported on a licensed engineer who aided or assisted his 
unlicensed fi rm in practking and/or offering to p1·actlce engineering and using Lhe 
word "engl neer-s" in i ts name and in conjunction with its business in l.ouisi;rna 
without proper licensu1-c. The firan subsequently became lic;ensed in Louisiana. The 
respondent has signed and returned the proposed consent order offered by the 
Complaint Review Committe<'. The proposed consent order contained the following 
sanctions : 

1. Fine ofSJ,250 
2. Costs of S377.S9 
3. Online Louisiana Laws & Rules and Professionalism & Ethics Quiiies 
4. Publication with name on the Board's webslle and in the Journ;:il 
5. RCJ)Ort to NC£ES with name 

A(ter d iscussion, the Board unanimously approved the motion made by the Complaint 
Review Committee, consisting of Mr. Thompson, Mr. Savoie and Mr. Allen. to approve 
the signed Couseut Order. The name of the 1·espond ent is James P. Turner II, P.E. 

Case #2011 · JOQ • Ms. Hatt.o n reported o n an unlicensed firm which used the words 
"engineer". "cngjneering" and modlflcaLions or derivatives thereof In conjunc;tion with 
its b usiness in Louisiana without proper licensure. The respondent has s igned and 
returned the proposerl consent o rder offered by Lhe Co mplaint Review Committee. 
The proposed consent order contained the following sanctions : 

1. Fine of$1,000 
2. Costs of$446.34 
3. Ce(lse & desist 
4. Publication with name (Ill the Board's website and In the Journal 
5. No report to NCEES 

After disrnssion, the Boal'd u nanimously approved the motion made by the Complaint 
Review Committee, consis ting of Mr. Moore, Mr. Mustapha and Mr. Thompson, to 
approve the signed Consent OnJe1·. 'fhe n;,ime of the respondent is Screening Systems 
International, Inc. 

Case .#2011·43 ·Ms. Hatton reported on an unlicensed individual who pr;lctic:ed 
and/or offered to practice enginetc>ring and used the word "engineer", .. engineering'' 
and modifitations o r der iv{ltives thereof in conjunctio n with his name and b usiness in 
l.-0ui~iana without proper licensul!'e, The responderu has signed and re111rned th.e 
proposed const>nt order offe1·e<.1 by the Com1)laint Review Committee. The proposed 
consent order contained the fo llowing sanctions: 

l. Fine of$Z,500 
z. Costs 01'$858.84 
3. Cet1se & desist 
4. Publication with name on the Board's website and in the Journal 
S. Report to NC€t.S with name 

/\fi:er discussion, the Boa1·d unanimously approved the motion made by the Complaint 
Review Committee, consisting of Mr. Moore, Dr. Mattel. and Mi·. Oa1)Z)', to approve the 
signed Consent Order. The uamt-0f the res1wndent is llon J. McKinley. 

.Case #2012-22 · Ms.Hatton repofted on an unlicensed finn which practiced and /or 
offered to practice engineering ill Louisiana without 11roper licensure. The t1rm 
subsec1uen tly became licensed in A,oujsiana. The respondent has s igned and returned 
t he proposed consent order offered by the Complaint Review Committee. Tht.· 
proposed consent order contained the following sa11ctions: 

1. Fine of $2,500 
2. Costs of$543.59 
3. Publication with name on tl1e Bo;)rd's website and in the Journal 
4. Report to NCEES with name 

After distuS.Si<)n, I.he Board u nanimously approved the motion m.ide by the Complaint 
lteview Committee, consisting of Mr. Mustapha, Mr. Williams and Dr. Bowie, to 
approve the signed Consent Ord el'. The name of the respondent is M HST. Inc. 

Case #2011·98 ·Ms.Hatton J'epor ted o n a licensed engineer who (a) p repared, 
sealed, signed and issued design drawings whith contained a number of m..lteri.;11 
deficiencies. ( b) prepared, sealed, s igned and issued .i certifi C'<1te which contaiilcd a 
false statement and a number of material deficiencies, and (c) prepa1•td and issued a 
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final design dr;.iwing which was 1tot sealed/signed/daLed. The respondent has signed 
and returned the proposed consent order offered by the Complaint Review 
Committee. The proposed consent order contained the following sanctions: 

1. Fine ofSJ,500 
2. Costs ofS l ,703.78 
3. Reimburse the homc:owner's $1.500 i nsurance deductible 
4. Online Louisiana Laws & Hules and Professionalism & Ethics Qui7,z:es 
5. Appear before the committee to discuss t he part iculars o( the violations 
6. Publit at ion with name on the Board's website and in the Journal 
7. Report to NCEES with nalfl)e 

After discussion. the Bo:1rd tm~ntmously approved the motion made by the Complaint 
Review Committee, consisting of Mr. Crosby, Mr. Thompson. and Or. Bowie, to 
c1pprove the signed Consent Orde r. The n;imc of the responden1· is Robert O. Lee, P.F.. 

case #2012·7S · Ms. Hatton reported oo a licensed enginee,·lng firm which (a) 
prepared, sealed, s igned and issued design drawings v.-1,ich cont.iined a number of 
materiaJ deficiencies, (b) prep~1re,ct, sealed, signed. and issued a certificate which 
contained a false stc1tement and a number of material defide11c:ies, .ind (c) prepared 
and issued a final de-sign drawing which was noL sealed/signed/dated. The 
respondent has signed ~nd returned the propQsed consent order offered by the 
Coo1plaint fteview Committee. The proposed consent order cont.tined t he following 
sanctions: 

1. Fine of S3,500 
2. Costs of Sl,703.78 
3. Reimburse I he homeowner's $1,500 insurance deductible 
4. Online L-Ouisiana Laws & Rules and Professionalism & Ethic.,;- Quiz:zes by 

Supervising Professional 
S. Appear before the conunittee to discuss the pal'tkulars oft.he violations 
6. Publication with name on the Board's website and in t he Journal 
7. Report to NCEES with nanle 

After discussion. the Board u11;:111imously approved the motion m~de by the Complaint 
Review Com111ittee, consisting Mr .. Cr(>$hy, Mr, Tho mp-son, and Dr. Bowie, to approve 
t he signed Consent Order. The 11,1 rne of the respondent Is Robert D. l...ee Consulting 
Engineers, foe. 

Mr. Williams exited the meeting ,;1t 9:15 a.m. 

case ##2011 ·35 · Ms. Hanon 1·epo1·rcd on a licensed engineering firm which falsely 
advert ised on Its website that twc, profession~! engineers we1·e assoeiated with the 
firm despite the fact that they had! no association with the firm ,rnd have never 
worked for or wfth the firm. The respondent h:Js signed aod returned t he proposed 
consent order offered by the Complaint Review Committee. The proposed consent 
order contained the following s;,m ctions: 

l. fine of$2,SOO 
z. Costs of$488.78 
3. Online Louisiana Laws & Rules and Profcssionalism 81.Ethics Quizzes by 

Supervising Professional 
4. Appear before the commi ttee to discuss the particulars or the violations 
S. Cease and desist 
6. Publication with name on the Boal'd's website and in the Journal 
7. Rcpol't to NCEES wilh name 

After discussion, the Soard un.inhmously approved the motion made by the Complaint 
Review Committee. consisting of Mr. Crosby, Mr. Thompson, and Or. Bowie, to 
approve the s igned Consent Order. The name of the respondent is Robert 0. Lee 
Consulting Engineers, l1lc. 

Case #2012·29 · Ms.Hatton reported on ao unlicensed firm which practiced .ind/or 
offered to practice engineering in Lo\1isiana without proper licensure. The firm 
subsequently became licensed in Louisiana. The respondent has signed ;;ind retu rned 
the proposed consent order offered by the Complaint Review Com111ittee. The 
proposed consent order contained the following sanctions; 

1. Fine of SZ,500 
2. Costs of H98.8•1 
3. Publication with name on the Board's webiite and in the Journ;:11 (with the 

respondent allowed to review the summary prior to publiratlon) 
4. Report to NCEES with name 

After discussion, the Bo.ird unanimously approved the motion made by the Complaint 
Review Committee, consisting of Or. Bowie. Mr. Savoie and Mr. Williams, to approve 
t he signed Consent Order. 1'he name of the respondent is Kahuna VcntuJ'es LLC. 
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Case tt2012·fd · Ms. Hatton reported o n an unlicensed Orm which 1>ra<.' tited and /or 
offered to p ractice engineering in Louisiana without p roper licensure. The firm 
subsequently became licensed in Louisiana. The respondent has signed and returned 
the proposed con.sent order offe1·ed by the Complaint Review Committee. The 
proposed consent order cont;:iined the rollowiog sanctions: 

1. Fine or $2,500 
2. Costs o[S360.73 
3. Publlcalion with n.ime o n the Board's website and in the Journal 
4 . Report to NCEESwith name 

After d iscussion, the Board unanOmously apµroved the motion made by the Complaint 
Review Committee, consisting of Mr. Thompson, 0 1'. Bowie and Mr. Williams, to 
approve the signed Consent Order. The name or the respond enL is Cimation. L...L.C. 

Chairman Savoie exited the meeting at 9:35 a.m. 

The Board recessed at 9:50 a.m. and resumed at 10 :12 a.m. Mr. Moore, Mr. Ducote 
and Mr. Owens were not present. 

Co1nmittee Reports 

Land Survevlne Committee 

Mr. Gan,mon reviewed the letter ret:eived from the Terrebonne Par ish Consolidated 
Government tmd the Terreb()nne l..evee and Conservation District requcsthlg a change 
to the Board's Standards o( Practice fol' Bound ary Surveys. 

After discussion, the Board unan~mously .ipproved Lhc motion ,node by the Land 
Surveying Comn1iltee to amend Rule 2909(A) as fo llows: 

Rouce Survey- a survey for tletermining the route of a p ro posed pipeline, power 
line. cable. road or other linear facilities. excluding flood protection levees. in 
order to acquire a right-of-way, servitude or easement from t he property ownc1· 
being crossed. 

The Land Surveying Committee r,equested Lhat Board staff send the officials in 
'f'errebonne Parish a letter notify~ng them o( the proposed rule change and the 
rule making time frame for it to become final. Due to the rulemaklng time frame, the 
Soard instructed the enfo rcemen t staff to treat the situation as if the proposed rule 
change were already in effect (i.e., the Board will not attempt to enforce the current 
pl'ovisions o f l<ule §2909(A} against a1ly professional land s urveyor o r licensed land 
s urveying firm who Is p1-oviding land surveying services relating to a route s urvey for 
Rood pro tection levees). 

l.iaison and Law Review Comm ilt'te 

The Board unani mously approved d,e motion made by the Liaison and Law Review 
Com mince to adopt the fo llowing Board position statement o n comp iled land 
surveying as-built record dra\vlog.s: 

POSITION STATEMENT ON 
COMPILED LAND SURVEYING AS-BUILT RECORD DRAWINGS 

Position: 

' l'he Board considers the pre1>aration ()( compiled land surveying as-built 
record drawings to be Lhe p ra, tice o( land s urveying. Therefore, the Board 
requires that these d rawings be sealed/signed/dal'cd by a p rofessional land 
sur,1eyor. Com1,iled land surveying as·blJilt recQrd drawings must also contain 
notes identifying the sources of the dato and a disclaimer s lating w hether or 
oot the professional land su rveyor w ho has se,:1led/signed the drawings 
h;is verified the data. 

11ncterlyine Laws and Ryles: 

Compiled land surveying as-b uilt record drawings are often used to 
d ocument how an existing strt1cture, buildi ng sit-e or other development 
pl'ojtct was constructed. 
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The laws and l'u les of the Board do not specifically men! ion requirement.s 
for sealing compiled land s urveying as-built record drawings. The Bo(lrd's 
laws (Ind m ies do. however, ;;iddress w hal is considered the "practice or land 
s urveying''. In this reg.ird. La. R.S.37:682( 13) states: 

(a) ·p,,;:lctlc:c~ of land surveying" s hall include the meas uring of areas, 
land surf.tees, streams, bodies of w.iter, and S'A'amps fo1· correct 
determin.ition and description. fo r the estab lishment, reestablishment, 
ascel'talnment, or descti ptlon o f land boundaries. corners, divisions, 
d istances, and directioos , the p lotting and monumenting of lands and 
subdivisions thereof, and mapping and topographic;al work. 

(b) A person shall be co-ustrued to practice or offer to practice land 
surveying w ho engages in land surveying and who by verbal claim. 
sign, 3dvertisement, lellt:rhead, card, or in any other w;;iy represents 
himself to be a land surveyo1•, or w h(1 represents himself as able to 
perform or w ho docs perform any land sur\ltying service o r work. or 
any other service designated by the practitioner which is recognized ;;is 
land surveying. 

The Board's m ies furthe1· define the "practice or land surveying" in LAC 
Tille 46:1,Xl§lOS(A). which states: 

Pra,:tk:e of Land Sun,eyln.9- defined in R.S. 37:682. The board 
recognizes that there exists a close relationship between ~md surveying 
and some areas of engineering, with some activities common to both 
professions; however. s urvey work rebted to property boundaries must 
be performed under the responslb~ charge of (I professional land 
surveyor. Presented bd;,w are guidelines which shall be used (IS an aid 
in detc,·,nin iug the types of surveying services which may be rendered 
by professional land surv(:yors or professional engineers. 

a. Survfying and mapping funcUous whith require the 
establishment of relationships to property ownership boundaries are 
unique to land s ut'V(!ying and must be perfo rmed by or u1H~ r the 
responsible ch;;irge o f a professional laod s urveyor. These functions 
inck.lcle: 

I. bountlary s urveys; 
i i. sobdivisioJ1 surveys and plat,;; 
111. public land sur\le)'S. 

b. Surveying and mapping functions not unique to land s urveying 
must be performed by or under the responsible charge of a 
p rofessional bnd surveyoy whene\•er they require the establishment o f 
the relationship of p1'0perty ownership bound~ries. Those functloos 
include: 

i. surveys o f serviludcs (easements) ""d r ights of way; 
ii. surveys o f leases: 
iii. topograph!C'alsutveys; 
iv. surveys for record; 
v. l1yout surveys fo r construction: 
vi. hydrograp,1ic su1·veys; 
vii. inine s urveys; 
viii. ma pping. 

c. Surveying tmd mapping functions whtc:h do not require the 
establishment o f t he relationship o f J)roperty ownership boundaries 
must be performed by or under the rcsponsibh charge of either i i 

professional engineer or a professional bnd surveyor. Such sun•eying 
and mapping functions include: 

i. surveys o f servitudes (e(lsements) and r ights or way; 
ii. surveys or leases: 
iii. topogl'aphlcalsurveys; 
iv. surveys for record drawing: 
v. layout surveys for construction: 
vi. hydrograpB1ir sm·vcys; 
vii. mine s urveys; 
viii. m.ipping: 
ix. geodetic sw·vcys; 
x. cartographic s urveys; 
xi. horizontal and vertical conu·ol surveys; 
xii. quantity ancl measurement s urveys; 
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xiii. profil'!s arid cross 4 sections; 
xiv. site g r~ding pbns. 

d Professional services which require the application of 
engineering p1; nciple.s a11.d th12 interpretation of engineering d..1ta must 
be performed by or under the responsib~ charge of a pl'Ofes.s:ional 
engineer. 

The Board's laws and rules also address the use of seal~ and "responsible 
charge". l.a. R.S. 37:682(14) defines "respons ible charge" as "the direct 
control and pel":50n(ll supervision of . . . hmd sun•eying service o r work . . .. " 

I-AC Title 46:LXl§2503(C) and (DJ state: 

C. Licensees shall approve and seal only those design documents and 
surveys which arc safe fo r public health, property, and welfare, which 
are complete and accul'ate, which are in conformity with accepted . . 
. la nd s urveying slanda rds or practice. and w hich conforin to 
applicable laws and ordinances. 

1. Licensees shJII comply fully with Ch.ipter 27 (Use of SeaJs) . 
2. Except as pel'mitted by §2701.r-\.3.b.li.(a) , licensees shall not seal 

the work o f o r take the proressional responsibility fo l' any documents 
related to .•. land Sul'veying not performed by the licensee or under 
the licensee's responsible chal'ge. 

3. Licensees may not accept the responsibility for, nor review, 
revise, s ign, o r seal drai,dngs when such plans ate begun by persons 
not properly llccrlsed and qualified; or do ally other act to enable 
either such licensees or t he project owners, directly or Indirectly, to 
evade the requirements o f the licensure lavv. 

0. Licensees: shall sub·mit to a client only t hat work (plans, 
specifications. repons. <'Ind other tlocmnents) prepared by the licensee 
or by an employee (or subordinate) or the Ileen.set (whi~l1 is under the 
lictnsce's responsible charge); howevcJ', licensees, as .1 third party. 
may complete. co,rect, rc:vise, or add to the work of another licensee 
or o ther related design professional, if allowed by Louisiana statutes, 
when engaged to do so by a c;lient, provided: 

1. tJlc tlient furnishes the documenration of all s uch work 
submitted to him by the previous licensee{s), or their ,·elated de.sign 
prnfession(II( s ); 

2. the previous licensees or other related design pl'ofcssionals are 
notified Ill writing by the licensee of the engagcme1lt referred t.o herein 
immediately upon acceptance or the e,,gagement; and 

3. all work completed!, corrected, revised, or added to shall con tain 
a ootatlon describing the work done by the licensee now in 
responsible charge, shall have tht> seal and s ignature of t he licensee 
affixed thereto, the date of execution. and s haJI become the 
responsibility of t he licensee. 

LAC Title 4o:LXl§2505(C) and (DJ s tate: 

C. Liceusees s h:,11 not atlix their s ignatures or seals to any plans or 
documents de;;1ling with s ubject mallets in which they lack 
compc1eoce, nor to any suc;h plan o r document not prepared under 
their responsible charge. Responsible charge requires a licensee o r 
employee to carry out all client contacts. provide internal and external 
financial control, oversee employee training. and exercise control and 
s upervision over all job requirements to Include research, planning, 
desi.gn., field supel'visfo n and wol'k p l'Oduct review. A licensee shall not 
contract wilh a non-licensed individ ual to provide these professional 
services. Reset1rch, s uch as title searches and soil testing. may be 
contracted to a non· licensed Individual, Pl'Ovided the licens:ee reviews 
the work The . . . professional land s urveyor may affix their seal, 
signature and d.ite to drawings and documents depicting the work of 
two o r more pro fessionals provided that a note under the seal 
des ignates the s pe-cific subject matter for which each is responsible. 

0. l,icensees may accept an assignment outside of chelr areas o f 
competence to the extenJt that their services arc restl"icted to those 
phases of th~ ~,rojcc:t in vihich they ,ire q ualified, and to the extent that 
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they .ire satisfied that ,ill other phases of such project will be 
performed or supervised by licensed. qualified associates. consultants, 
or employees, in which c:,1se they may then seat sign and date the 
documenLS for the total project. 

LAC Title 46:LX1§2701(A)(3) states, i11 pertinent part, as follows: 

A. 'J'he following mies fo:r the use of seals to identify work performed 
by a . • . professional land surveyor shall be binding on every licensee. 

3. Se(II Responslbllity 
a.. The application of the licens ee's seal, signature, and date 

s hall constitute certification that the work thereon was done by the 
licensee or under his/her responsible charge .•• , 

b. Responsible Charge 
i. Plaos, specifications. drawings, repo11s o r other 

documents will be deen1cd to have been prepared under the 
responsible charge of a lic:ensee only w hen: 

{a). the client or any public or governmental agency 
reqoesting preparaUon of such plans, specifications, drawings, l'l?pOrts 
or other documents m.ikes the request directly to tl1e licensee or the 
liccn.see's- employee as long as t.he employee wof'I<." in the licensee's 
place(s) of busines·s: 

(b). the licensee s upervises the initial preparation of 
the plans, specifications. d rawings, reports or other documents a nd 
has continued Input into their preparatioo pr ior to their completion; 

(c). the licensee reviews the final plans. s1>ccifications, 
drawings, reports o r othe;r documents: and 

(d). the l[censec has the authority to. and does make 
any necessary and ilppropriate changes to the final plans, 
specirlcations, drawings. reports or other documents: 

(i). if ~he plilns, sp«-ifications, drawings, reports1 or 
other such do<:uments .ire prepa1·ed outside the licensee's office, the 
licensee sh~ll maint.ain all evidence of the licensee's responsible charge 
including correspc)ndence, time records. d ied< pr ints, telephone Jogs. 
site visit logs, research done for p rc>ject, c;.1c;ul~tions, changes. and all 
written agreements with any persons preparing the documents 
outside of Lhc licens ee's office accepting profossiom1I responsibility fol' 
.suc;h worl(; 

( ii) . a lic:ensce failing to maiJHaiu written 
documentation of the ite111s set forth above. when s uch are applicable, 
s h;;.. 11 be considered to b~ in violation of R.S. 37:698(A)(6). and the 
licensee shall be s object to the discipllna,·y action p rocedure as set 
forth in the licensurc law. 

ii. No license~ shall amx his/her seal or s ig11 ;.c1 tu re to 
reports, plats, sketches. working drawings, specifications.. design 
calculations, or other .. • land sur\•eylng documents developed by 
others not under his/her responsible- charge :md not s ubject to the 
author ity of that licensee. except: 

iii. No licensee shall affix his/her sea~ s ignature o r date to 
documents having titles or idcntitit>.s excluding the licensee's narnc 
unless: 

(::i). such documents were indeed developed by t he 
licensee under the lic~ns:e~·s responsible charge; 

(b). the licensee s hall exercise full authority to 
determine his/her development; (Ind 

(c). except as set forth In §2701.A.3.b.i.(a). 

LAC Tille 46:l,XJ§270 I (A)(4)(a) states. in pertinent part, as follows: 

4. Seal Us~ 
a. C()mpleted Work 

IL The licensee s hall affix his/her seal sign his/her name. and 
place the effective date on all land s urveying cbcumenl'> th:u have been 
issued by the licensee to a client or any public or government.,! agency 
as c:ompt>ted work. fo r purposes of this §2701.A.4.a,ii. effective date is 
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chfined as the date t he licensee certifies that the bnd sun•eying 
cbcument represents his/ her work. 

iii. Drawings and Plats 
(a) . In the case of multiple scalings. Lhe first sheet or title 

page shall be sealed, Signed and dated by the licensee or llrc1lsccs in 
responsible c;harge. In addition. each sheet s hall be scaled, s igned and 
dated by the licensee or Ileen.sees responsible for ca.ch sheet. 

iv. Spcdfkations, Reports, Design Calculations ;rnd 
Information 

(a). In the c.asc of specifkations or l'CPOl'tS of multiple 
pages, the first sheet or it itle page of each document shall be sealed. 
signed and dated by the license!! or licensees in respo1lsible charge. 
Subsequent revisions shall be dated and initialed by the licensee In 
responsible d rnrge whose seal. slgnalUre ~md date appears 0 11 the firs t 
shecL or title page. 

The Board discussed incorporating the following langoage from the Board position 
statement on com11iled land s urveying as·built record drawings Into lhc Ho(lrd's rules; 

The Board considers the preparation or compiled ltmd s urveying as.built 
record drawings to be the pl'acLice of land s urveying. Therefore, the Board 
requires that these drawings be sealed/signed/dated by a professional land 
su rveyor. Compiled la nd surveying as-b,,ilt record drawings must also contain 
notes identifying the sources of the data and a disclaimer stating w hether or 
not the professional land s urveyor w ho has sealed/signed the drawings 
has verified the data. 

Chairman Savoie charged the l,i.iison and Law Review Committee with recommending 
the appropriate language to incorporate the Bo:-1rd's position statemeot on (;ompiled 
land su rveying as 4 built record dl'awings into the Board's rules. 

Chairman Savoie t11so charged the- Liaison and L.aw Review Committcr with 
re-commending the appropriate la nguage to incorporate the Board's position 
st.ttement on com1>iled engineering as-built record drawings int.o the Board's rules. 

The Board unanimously approved the motion made by the Li:iison ;,rnd Law Review 
Comn1ittee to amend Rule 903(A) and cnatl Rule 1901(8:) :JS fo llO\.\'S: 

§903. Professional Engineer Liccnsure 

A. The reqoi rements for licensure as a pl'ofessi<)nal engineer under 
the Jlterm1tives provided io lhc If censure law are as fo llows: 

A.I. 

2. the applicant fo r lic:ensul"e as a professional engineer shall be <m 
individ u.il who holds a v;ilid license to engage In the practice of engineering 
issued to him/ her by p1·opcr a.uthorily of a ::.tate, territory, or possession of the 
United Stales. or t he District of Columbia, based on 1•equil'ements that do not 
conflict with the provisions of lhc liceusure law, <md w hich were of a standard 
not lower th;m that specified in the applicable lirensurc law in effect in 
Louisian;:1 at the time such license was issuc~d~ who is of good character a nd 
reputation, who h;is submitted an .1pplic.ation for Ileen sure In accordance with 
the requirements or R.S. 37:694. tmd if the s tate, territory, or possession, 0 1· 

the District of Columbi3,. in which he/she is licensed will accept the licens es 
issued by the board on a comity basis, and who was duly licensed as a 
professional engineer by the: board; or 

3. effective until December 31, 2015, the applicant for Ii censure m; a 
professional engineer sh;ill be an individual who holds a bachelor of science 
de-gree In naval al'chitcctureand ruad ne engineering.or in ;:111 equivalent 
board-approved curriculum, from an accredited engineering Cul'riculum of 
four years or more approved by the board as being of satis factory s tanding. 
w ho ls of good chara<:ter aud reJ)Uti.ltion. who has a verifiable record or twenty 
years or more or progressive enginec1i 11g experience in naval architecture and 
mari11e engineering 01i engineering projects or a level aod scope s:citisfactory to 
t he board, who was recommended fo r llcensure by five personal references. 
three of whom al'e professiona l engineers who have personal knowledge of 
the applic-ant's engineering experience and character and ability, who has 
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s ubmitted an app licatiou for lict-nsure io accordance with the n:<1uirements of 
R.S. 37:694, and who was duly Jiceosed as a pl'OfoSSional engineer by the 
board; or 

4. effective until December 3 t. 2015, l'he :1pplic.ant for lkensore as a 
professional engineer shall be ~m individual who hQlds a master of science 
degree in nav.tl arch iteclure and marine engineering. or in an t!<1uivalent 
board -approved cun iculum. or two hac;he lor or science degrees in related 
engloceri11s cu1Ticula. fro111 am accredited engineering cor1'kl1lum a1,proved by 
the board as being of satisf~ctory s tanding. who is o f good character and 
reputation, who has :;i verifiable t·ecord Qf fi fteen years or more or progressive 
enginec:ring experience in naval architecture and rna1ine engineering on 
engineering pl'oject.~ M ,1 lcvea and scope tmtisfactory to the board, who was 
recommended fo r licensu,·e by five r ersonal referc11ces, three ofwho1tt ;)re 
1)rofos.sional engineC'l's who h.ave personal knowledge of the applictmt's 
engineering cxped ence ;.md characlt'.:r and ability. who has s ubmitted a n 
application for licensure in accordance with t he requirements of R.S. 37:694, 
and who was d uly licensed as a profcssio,rnl engineer by the board; or 

S. effective until D~cember 31, 201 S, the applicant fol' lic~nsure as a 
profess ional engineer shalt be an individual w ho holds a dottor of philosophy 
degree in naval architetture a nd marine engineering. or in an equivalent 
board-approved curriculum, from au accredited engineering c.:vrriculum 
a11proved by the board as being of satisfactory s t-anding. who is of good 
t haractcr and l'eputation, who has a vc:rifhlble record or ten years Qr 111ore of 
progressive enginee,i ng expeil·fentc i11 nav.il architetturc aud marine 
engineering on engineering 1n·ojects ofa level and scope satisfactory to the 
board. w ho wa.~ recommended for liceosure by five personal refcre11c:es, three 
or whom are professional engiineers who ha\•e personal knowledge of the 
applicant's engineering experiience and charat ter .and ability, who has 
submitted JO application for li<:ensure in accordance wiLh the requirements of 
R.S. 37:694, •Ju! who was duly licensed as a professional engineer by Jhe 
board; or 

6. effective until December 3 1, 20 15. the applicant for licc:nsure as a 
proressio1,al engineer s hall be ::111 individual who has demonstrated long· 
sta11ding experience in naval a rchitecture and marine engineering, who is of 
good character and reputation, who h::is;;.. verifiable reeord or Lhirt;• years or 
more or progressive engineeri ng experience In naval architecture and marine 
engineering on engineering proJcct·s of a level and scope satisfuctory to Lhe 
bo~1rd, who was recommended for lie-ensure by five personal J'eforenccs, three 
of whom arc pl'ofessional engineers who have pel'sonal koowledge of the 
applicant's engineering expel'ience and character ;;md ability, who has 
submitted an a1>1)1ic:ation for licensure in accordance with the requirements ot' 
R.$. 37:694, and who was duly licensed as a proressionJI engineer by t he 
board. 

§1901. Dlsclpllncs 

B. £ach individual licensed u.ncler R.S. 37:693(H)(S) and §903.A.3 through 6 
s hall be listed by the board as a professional engineer in t he dlsci1)line or naval 
a«hitccture/marine engineering. 

Mr. Williams retumed to meeting at 11 :05 a.111. 

The Liaison and Law Review Committee made a motion to amend Rules 903, 905 ;;ind 
909 and to enact Rule 911 relating to the new law on milit.1ry· trained .ipplicants and 
military spouses. 

The Board dis~pproved the motio n made by Mr. Mus tapha, soconded by Mr. Crosby, 
with ~1r. Musrapha fo l' and Mr. lrv-ing, Mr. Moore, Mr. Thompson, Dr. BowJe. Or. Mattei, 
Mr. Williams, Mr. Cammon. Mr. Crosby ~md Mr. Pattersoo against. to table the previous 
Liaison and L.iw Review Committee molion. 

The Board reci'sscd at l l :SS a.111. :;1nd resumed at 12:45 p.m. 
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The Boa1·d approved the motion made- by Mr. Mustapha. seconded by Mr. Williams. 
w ith Mr. Musrapha Ml'. I rving, Mr . Moore, M l'. T hompson, Or. Bowie, Or. Mattei, Mr. 
Williams, Mr. Cammon aml Mr. Crosby for aod Mr. 'rhompson against, to tabJe the 
1>revious Liaison and l..aw Review Committee motion ontfl the May 2013 Board 
meeting. 

Chairman Savoie c;harged the Lia Ison and I.aw Review Com,nittee with recommeodit1g 
the appropriate rule changes to (a) require applfcants for the Fundamentals of 
Engineering and Fundamentals of Surveying examinations to apply directly to NCEES 
and (b) remove the Fuodamentals of Engineel'ing and !!"undamcntals of Surveying 
examinations from Rule 1315(8)1 and (C). 

At 1:30 p.m., the following representatives fro n1 L.SPS, ACEC/L, l.1;$ and the Ad floe 
Committee on Liccnsurn Requirements fo1· Ptofossional Engineers cotcred the 
meeting; Ms. Ronda Courville, Executive Director of LSPS; Mr. Dan Mobley, Executive 
Diretcor of ACi;:C/L; Ms. Brcoda Gajan, Executive Director of 1.l'A; Mr. Alan Kraus, P.P..; 
Mr. Jason Thornhill, P.E. and Ken McM::mis, Ph.D., P.E .• P.1.,.$. Mr. Thornhill was the 
spokesman fo1• the committee ,.111 d presented a report of the committee's work 

The Soard recessed at 2:30 p.m. ancl resumed at 2:55 p.m. Ms. Courville, Mr. Mobley, 
Ms. Gajan. Mr. Kr.ms, Mr. Thornhill, and Dr. McManis were not present. 

Chairman Savoie appointed the following individuals to~' new ,.1d hoc committee to 
review individual engineering cu rriculmn courses in COJHlecrion with determining 
whether such <:ours es c;.m be use.d to saLisfy the educational requireme,n.s for PLS 
licensure: Mr. Tim Allen; Dr. MtManis; Mr. Gammon; Mr. Mus-Lap ha and Dr. Bowie. 

Continuine Professional Dcvclomnent Committee 

Tha Board unanimously approve<I a motion m:,de by the Continuing Professional 
Oevelopment Committee to autha>rize the concept of allowh,g one POH for each hour 
of the.sis credit for professors advising M.S. aod Pl!,l), stmtents (up t<> a maximum of 
tl:11 Pl)Hs per renewal period). 

Aflcr discussion, Chairn1,.1n Savoi-e charged the liaison ,1nd I.aw Review Committee 
with recommending the apJ>l'Opriate rule changes to ,.1 llow CPD credit for college 
professors who serve as thesis di rectors for M.S. and Ph.D. engineering students. 

Mr. Landry a11d Mr. Moore exited the meeting at 4:00 p.m. 

Applications 

New AJ>plic:ations 

The Board disJpproved the motion made by Mr. Must.apha, seconded by Or. Mattei, 
with Mr. Mustapha, Mr. Thompson. Dr. Mattei and Mr. Crosby for and Mr. Gammon, 
Mr. Williams. 01'. Bowie. Mr. Pauerson ,md Mr. Irving against, to approve the 
applic-c1tion of Mr. loseph Banach for licensure as a professional cugineer by comity. 

The Board unanimously approved the motion made by Or. Bowie, seconded by Mr. 
Gammon, to approve the application of Mi·. Joseph Banach for licensure as a 
professional engineer by comity based on Act 276 of the 2012 Legislative Session 
regarding military-trained applicants. 

Committee Reports (continued) 

Finance Committee 

The Bo,.1.rd tm.Jnimously approved the motion made by t.he Finance Committee to 
accept the pro1>osed 2013· 14 budget as presented. 

the Board (lpproved the motion rnade by Mr. Patterson, secooded by Mr. Thompson, 
with Mr. Irving. Mr. Thompson, D,-. Mauei, Mr. Williams. Mr. Gammon, Mr. Crosby, Dr. 
Bowie and Mr. Patterson for and Mr. Mus rap ha against, to conduct Lexis/Nexis 
criminal b.Jckground checks on all applicants who divulge a criminal violation and 
random Lexis/Nexis criminal bac:kground checks on 10% of all other applicants. 
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Old /New Business 

Mr. Crosby. M,·. Thompson, Or. Bowie and Ms. Matlon exited the meeting at 5:10 IJ,m. 
and returned at 5:50 p.n1. 

The 80.;1rd approved the motion made by Mr. Gammon. secottded by Mr. Crosby, with 
Mr. Crnsby, Mr. Williams.M r. Gammon, Mr. lrviug, l)r. Mattei and Or. Bowie for and 
Mr. Must.ipha and Mr. Thompson against. to have the Education/A<:creditation 
Committee review the 8oard 's cur rent policy for applic;.'lnts with fo reign education 
needing a credenti3I ev:Jluation. 

Chairman Savoie charged the Enforcement Ad lloc Committee with developing a 
policy for Board review concerning the fo llowing i.s..~ues for applicants who have prior 
felony convictions; 

• How long after a person has con1J>leted his/her sentence must they wall to 
apply to the Boa I'd for li<:einsore/certi fic.ation? 

• Arc there any particular fe lony convictions that would preclude someone rrom 
ever becoming.., licensee/intern? If so, does the Soard want to list these and 
is it legally pel'mlssibte to li:>t these? 

Committee Reports (co11ti1111edl 

Nomtnatlons and Awards commiUee 

Chairman Savoie presented the fo llowing list of nomin::itions ror election of Board 
officers for 2013· l 4 : 

Miles 8. Williams, P.f.. · 6 months as Chairman/6 months as Vice Cht1lrman 
James E. Bowie, Ph.D., P.E. • 6 monLhs as Vice Chai rman/6 months as Chairman 
M. Ernest Gammon, P.t..S. -Treilsurer 
Theodore M. Thompson, P. E. · Secl'etary 

Closini: Business 

The Board unanimously ;1pproved the motion m.ide by Dr. Mattei, seconded by Mr. 
Gammon. to ;;ipprove all committe,e recommendations and actioos. 

The Board unanimously approved the motion m3dc by Or. M3ttei, seconded by Mr. 
Thompson, to acknowledge and confirm all licenses and certificates Issued by the 
Board. 

The Board unanimously approved rhe motion made by DI'. Mattei, seconded by Mr. 
Thompson, to ;;ipprove (Ill Board e:xpense.s. 

' l'he Soard un;mimously (lpproved the motion made by Or. M~1ttei, seconded by Mr. 
Crosby, to adjourn. 

The meeting adjourned at 6:10 p.m. on Monday, November 19, 20 l 2. 

Richard L Savoie, P.E. 
Chairnu)fl 
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