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{?@mmﬁﬁts 'é‘e:} gﬁmmmd rule changes
1 Message

Papadopouios, Emily B <oamily b.papadopotins@ure.govs

Patrick Rymer <prymer@mckinieydelivers.come Fri, Jun 13, 2025 at 8:06 AM

To: "Emih B Papadopoulos@wv.gov” <Emily B Papadapouios@wv.govs

Just a couple commertis guestions for the hoard:

believe the intentis fo cladly that applying a date to the architect seal is optional under 8.8.2.2, nut 8.6.3.3 seems fo sl

guies i with the word "and”.

With the changes in 8.5.2, whare niow is guidance on what documents or submissions are raguired to be sealed?

Thanks for alt your waorl

FATRICK J RYMER, AIA, ALEP, NCARB
Director of Architectural Services
MoKinley Architecturs and Engineering
2 Main Sieest, PO Box 3

Middlshourne, WV 25148
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AMGMEE 1B A State of West Virginia Mall - Commants on propoesed revised Rue

Comments on proposed revised Rule
1 messages

greg Willlamson <gwiltflemsonZ101@gmail.com> Fri, Jun 13, 2025 at 11:27 AM

Te: “Papadopoufos, Emily B <Emily, B.Papadopouios@wv.govs

Papadogouios, Emily B <emiiy.bpapadopoios@we.gove

hitpssall guogle conmdmaliuny Th =48 idg8e 2afviewspldsenrcheali dpermini=thread-H 1 RE4HEE 171 1474088 | LHTCmsg-f IBIERE 1711478008128,

Emilv.. My commaents on the proposed Legislative Rula are as follows:
207 The seclion adds the phrase "standard of care”, which { also saw in 2 few other sections. | suggest thal a definiion
be added in 2-1-2 for "Standard of Care’, unless it is already defined in the registration codelaw.

8.2 The phrase "us & subsiitule for the section exparience requirement ... i condusing to me. Should this read "as a
substitule Tor the this seciiong experience requiremant” of is there a sectiont of the Rule cailed Experience Requiremerit,
in which case these two words should be capitatized?

2.2 The Board previously chose five years of practical experience over the newly inserled three years as non-NCARB
certificate holders generally do not have an aceredited degree in architectisre. These additional two vears were intended
o supplement the applicant’s knowledge that othenwise might have teen received in an ancredited pEdgram.

§.2.2{2) Should the article "a" be siricken in the phrase”.. direct supervision of & ancther registered..."

6.3 The new seclion 8.3 limits itself to reciprocal applicants under 6.1.1 and §.1.2. Should it noi also apply to reciprocal
applicanis under section 6.27

8.4.5.0 1donot understand the removal of this section. Does this mean that an owt-of-stale architect ragisterad in
mulliple states ncluding W) with differing continuing education reguirements must meest W\'s specific reguirement
rregardiess of what their home state may require? in my days on the Board, we intentinnatly avoided this as it ¢can creals
a CEU management nightrare fur many archifects registered in mulliple states. For instance, Florida requires 22 CEU
hours (18 H8W} + a 2 hour mandatory Florida Building Code module 1o be completed in a 24 month period ending in
even years (2026, 2028 atc.). while WV requires 12 health, safety, and welfars (MSW) CEU haurs fo be compleled sach
year, Foran architect registerad in both siates, but residing in Florida, they may choose to procrastingie in the

odd ending year and obtain all CEU hours in the even ending vear, which is perfectly acceptable in Florida. Florida does
not reguire alt howrs to be HSW hours but WV requirss all HSW {rightly so, in my opinion), In the past, the board has
ceemer mesting Florida's requirements as accepiable so long as Florda would accept meeting Wv's requirement. For
many busy archilecs, | think managing this coudd be a real headache. My recommendation is o at least discuss this
section further and make certain thig is what the Board really wants to do. Untii the {glorious) day when all states and
Jurisdictions agree upon one eontinuing education requiremeant {which is unlikely to ever happan), { think the fanguags in
this existing section is imhportant and necessary.

9.5.26 The word 'such’ was fefl in this phrase, but deleted in the slmilar phrass in 8.5.2. 8. Was that inlentional?

8.59.3 "Aregistered architect may include in fechnical submissions and raay seal” ... This phrase seems incomplete fo
me. After the word include, should the phrase "their own work” or something like that be included’

8.6.2.2 Suggest changing “but a date is not required but may be applisd” o "._.application. Including a date is
acceptable bt not required.”

Thanks far the opportunily to respond. Hope you and vour fandly are all doing wei.

Gregory A, Williamson

1Y



Sate of Wesl Virgima Mail - WY Arch Ruts Changes

Fapadopouios, Emily B <emily.D.pspadopouios@ev.govs

WV Arch Rule Changes

1 messane

Cluls Algmin <calgming \Mm PHHIS SO0 Moy, Jun 18, 2025 at 12:08 Ph
T "By B Papadopoulns@wegoy” <Crilp.B Papadopoulos @wegovs

}saw the changes lo the seal requdraments in 8. 8.2.2. H seems more confusihy now.

Ve connemed that "digital seal” and "digite! signature” are not defined,
“A signature is reguired with the seai spplication. "
YWhat is required of the signatura®?

a0 an Architent use an smagu of anArchitect’s staanp with 8 signature and apply that as thelr seal to 2 drawing file?
I an image of 8 signat i“’P a “dightal sigoature™?

s an image of 8 slamgp & "digial signature™?

Do those need o be unigue for each drawing set?

Is the change intended o match what is defined in WV 30A-3-1;
{41 Digital sigrature consisis of & message transformed using an asymmetnio cryplosystem so that a person having the
imitial message and the signer's public key can adeuralely determing:

(&) Whether the transformed message was created using the private key hat corresponds to the sender’s public kay,
angd,

{BY Whadher the initial message has been altered since the message was ransionmed.”

if 50, do Architects have to submil the public key with the odf when ransmitted? Doss the Public Kay need (o be posted

with a Certification Authority?

Pwand 1o comply with what s infended, bul what 1s Intended {3 not clear, What | geg in the practics does nol maioh the
ar g

Wi Code, S:emﬁ‘, xamples may halp add clarily o the rufm. tnaver definiiions would also help.

Chiris Algmin

Sent from my mobile devie

Chris Algmin, AlA, NCARE
Quality Manager
Principal Architect

Qor plrposs I8 o endich owr cormimunitieg
EOUgh sevics o o Dlignis
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BABIES. 1212 P Biate of Wesl Virgirsa Kab - WA fvch Fule Changes

This email and any files wansmitied with & are comdidential and intendad sclely for the Use of the Individual ar enfity te whoin they ave sddressed. i
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TITE, 118 PR Quate of Wesi Virginia Ml - Coraments on Proposed Fales

Papadopoulss, Emily B <emilybh.papsdoponios@worgoy

Commeanis on Proposed Rules
1message

Fapadopeu s, Emily B <apily b ;"apadﬁmuiosb Vg Fri, Jut 11, 2025 a8t 110 PM
Too Patrick Rymer <pryimer@imekinieydelivers.com>

Co Emily B Papadopoulos <emily.bpapadopotos@wv.gov>

Dear Mr. Rymen

Thank you for making commenis on the proposed rule changes to the Board's regisiration rute,
The Board appreciates you taking the time {o review and comment on the draft rules. | apologize
for my delaved response. As you know, registration renewals are during the month of June, so il
has been really busy with renewais and the end of the fiscal year,

You were absolulaly correct in noting that 8.6.2.3 references "and date” as if the date is required,
Thanks for pointing that cut. Al the fime ihe draft rules were posted, we were stiil conducting
regsearch on how other jurisdictions are dealing with this issue and also code officials’ expectations
and technical capacities. The Board has been locking at other jurisdictional rides in an attempt {o
make a change thal is more “Universal” instead of relying on a proprietary methaod of sealfsignature
security since this is a rapidly changing issua. The WVBOA Rules Commiltee wants the
raguirement to be Hexible - accounting for the technical savvy of some architects and the longevity
and preference of others. Additionally, what we are considering for the revision will address the
date issue.

Regarding your question about 8.5.2, please know the Board was attempting to make a very
difficult passags of the rules easier for architects, code officials and the public to understand. |
think by referencing the definilion of "lechnical submissions,” which is defined in W.Va, 30-12-2.8, |
think we can further clatify what documents must be sealed.

More information will be avaifighle as we move forward and with a revised draft.
Thank vou for your engagement and Tor commenting,

Sincarely,
Emily

Emily Papadopoulos

Executive Direstor

West Virginia Board of Architects

4435 Capiiol Sheel, Merzanine Sute 3
Charteston, WY 28301

304-558-1408

Frovacting West Virgisdans for Qver 100 Years

hitpsfnail googls comimailiu ks 381 2 ddfedadvisw=pid search=alid permttis=thraad-o - BT 5853195367 350548% 70 meg-0 48 1 4832 1 0T 26734 171



TS5, 115 PR State of West Virginia Maif - Commienis on Proposed Rudes

Conmnents on Proposed Rules
1 mi%aagﬁ

Papadopoules, Emily B <amilyb.papadopouivs@wrgove

Papadopuu!as, Ems?y & <cmfiy b papadapoulosgiwy.gave i, Jut 11, 2(}2*"» at 110 PM

Tor Chais Adgrin <calgrmin@pickeringusa.com>
Co: Emily B Papadopouios <emily.b.papadopouicsi@wv.govs

Daar Mr. Algmin

Thank vou for making comments on the proposed rufe changes to the Board's registration rule. |

apologize for my delayed rasponse. As vou know, registration renewals are during the month of
Jtine, so it has been reatlly busy.

We are very apprecigtive of vour comments {past and present) related to digital seals and
signatures, All of those have been taken into account as the board has worked on its rule

revisions. At the time the draft rules were posted, we were stilf conducting research on how other

jurisdictions are dealing with this issue and also code officials’ expectaixom and technical
capacities. The Board has been looking at other jurisdictional rules in an attempt to make a

Change that is more “universal” instead of relying on a proprietary method of seal/signature security
since this is a rapidly changing issue. The WVBOA Rules Committee wants the requirement fo be
flaxible — accounting for the technical savvy of some architects and the longevity and preference of

others,

Once a rule changs is adopied, the board will provide accepiable examples demonstrating the
proper use of sighatures and seals on the website and in the newsletier,

More information will be available as we move forward with & revised draft.
Thank you for your engagement and counsel on this issue.

Sinceraly,

Emily

Emily Papadopoulas

Exscutive Direcior

Wast Virginia Board of Architests

405 Capilol Straet, Merzanine Suile 3

Charleston, WY 258301

J04-558~1406
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FIIE 1T PR Qata of Wast Virginia Mail » Comments o Proposed Rules

Pagadopouies, Bmily B <omily b.papadopouiosdwn govs

Comments on Proposed Rules

1 mgssage

Papatdopoulos, Emily B <amilyh.papadopouins@wvgows FricJud 11, 2025 at 116 P
Tor greg Willlamson sgwilismeon2 101@gmailoom»

G Emiy B Papadopoulos <emily.b.papadopoulos@ivv.govs

-

Dear Greg:

Thank vou for making comments on the proposed rule changes to the Board's registration rule.
The Board appreciates vou taking the time o review and comment on the draft rutes. | apolegize
for my delaved response. As you know, registration ranewals are during the month of June, so it
has been really busy with renewals and the and of tha fiscal vear. We are very appreciative of your
keen sve, historical perspactive, and interest in making the rules belter understood by the public,
architects, and cods officials,

P will be meeling with the Rules Commiltee o discuss vour cormments and those of athars, but
wanted (o give you a liitle featback and invite you to make further review as we have a revised
draft availabla.

2.7.27
I agree that a definition of "Standard of Care” is a good idea and will provide a draft of one for
board review,

52
There is a superfiuous word in the first sentence, and vou found it 1 is the word "section.” which
should have been part of the strike-through.

The Board is considering this change because architects without an accredited degres have been
gligible {o acquire the NCARBSE cerfificate after three years of experience. At the most recent
NCAREB Annual Business Meeting, a resolution passead that woukd eliminate the three years of
experianoes following regisiration in a jurisdiction for archilects who complete ane of the two
sducation sliternatives and are seeking a NCARB certificate.  The current thinking of the Board is
that three years of experience following registration folfowing AXEF is ehough to demonstrate
competency, Further, with the new path to reciprocity for West Virginia residents with no
axperience required crealed by the passage of SB 458, the Board believes thal making the change
now from five years of experiance following registration in ancther jurisdiction o three is
appropriate for reciprocal applicants who are non-NCARE certificate holders. You are alsg
absolutely correct thal there was an exira "a" in the next to the Iast fine of this section befors the
word “another™ This will be removed.

We are going o have this reviewed by the aftorney again, but | think this section is okay because #t
is referring only fo the subsections 8.1.1 and 8.1, 2 rather than "NCARE Cearlificate Holders”

84.5¢,

P distussed this section with a Board member after regeiving vour comments, and we'fi discuss thig
at our upcoming meeling whan we seek approval of the Agency Approved Rules, | was informed
that West Virginia was an sarly adopter of GF requirements when some states didn't have them.

.\ >

Fennsyivania just finally passed a CE rﬁqui%ﬂwen% last vear, Leadership on this issue from

hiigs:dmall gosgleeaminsindd =281 FdbeZalviawsnilsancheaiifpearmathidethvasd-u e BE22EIT I328 1 FROUR0EH T Omag-an 3R Y DUISE 18322748,



TG, 1B PM State of Wast Virginia Mail - Comments an Propased Rules

NCARE might make a rule like 8.4.5.¢. sasier to administer, and elimination of rules that are
difficult to administer was one of the chargss of the Governar's Exscutive Order, Also, praviously,
as you know, the Board was on the "honor system” regarding GE. Now with the adoption of new
technology, we have the ability o have registrants demonstrate that they have met the annual CE
requirement in 8.4.1, and the subimissions are easily audited.

§.5.2.b.
tam in agreement that "such” should likely stay in 8.5.2.a and b since # references "a registered
architect” in the section above it.

8.5.3
We are revising this for clarification.

89.6.2.2.

Thanks for the recommended wording. We have received some other comments refated to digital
seals and signatures and have been looking at other states’ rules fo find some language that the
Board hopes could be "universal” and also flexible enough to accommuadate the wide range of
technical capacily among architecis and code officials while also being straightforward and clear.

Lel me know ¥ you are interested in seeing a revised draft the Board will be considering for s
Agency Approved Rudes, | remain very grateful for your inpid, expertise. and generosily in rying o
serve the public,

Hoping vou had a wonderful July 4th holiday weekend and will enjoy the upcoming weekend!
Thanks again for your review and engagemeant.

Sincerely,
Emily

Emily Papadopoulas

Executive Director

West Virginia Board of Architects

405 Capitol Street, Mezzaning 3aite 3
Charleston, WY 25301

304-558-1406
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Protecting West Virginans for Qver 100 Years
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A5, 225 PM SBfste of West Virginia Mal - RE: Comments on Proposed Fudes

Papadopoiios, Emily B <emityv.b.papadopauiies@onegove

RE: i‘:ommentﬁ on ?mpased Rmas
macksage

i"hm Mgmm maic;mm@pickermgusammw Frl, Jut 11, 2025 a1 2123 PM
To: "Papadopoulos, Emily BY <emily.b.papadopoutos @wy.gows
Co: Antonia Edwardson <antonia@alawv.ong>

{ appreciate the feedback. Accaptable examples will be very beneficial in understanding the intent.

CCling Antoria with AIAWY s she can see the rasponse. | had sent my comment far AlAS awareness, 100,

| appreciate alf you dol Have @ great waekend.

Chris

Chris Algmin, AlA, NCARB
Quality Manager
Principal Architect

O puipose 15 lo envich our conymuriities
through servica fo our clients
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TIU2E, 345 PM Buate of West Virginia Mall - RE: Commaents on Praposed Rules

From: Papadopoulos, Emily B camibe b mapadapnui
Sent: Friday, July 11, .a{}?ﬁ 1: 11 PM

To: Chris Algmin <osimun Koy
Lo Emily B Papedopoulos <*§;: Hybh.oadadoepo
Subject: Comments on Propaosed Rules

TEERTERNAL EMAK, - Exorcise caution. DO NOT reply fo, epen atlachments, or click finks if the email looks
suspicieus or is fror an ubknown sender™

Daar My, Algmin:

Thatk you for making comments on the proposed rule changes to the Board's regisiration rite. 1 apalogize for my
delayed response. As you know, registration renawals are during the month of June, so it has been really busy.

We are very appreciative of your comments {past and present) refated o digital seals and signatures. AR of those have
bear taken into account as e board has worked on ifs rule revisions. Al the time the draft rules were posted, we werg
a4 condusting research on how olher juisdictions are dealing willy this issue and also code officials expectations and
technical capacities. The Board has been lecking at other jurisdictional rues in an atternpt to make & change that is more
"universal® instead of relying on a propnatary method of seal/signature security since this is ¢ rapidly changing issue. The
WVBOA Rutes Commitlse wants the requirement to be flexible - accounting for the technical savvy of same architects
and the longevity and preference of others.

Unees & rule change is adopted, the board will provide acceptable examples demonsirsting the proper use of signalures
and seals on the website and in the newsletier,

More information wilt be gvailable as we move forward with a revised draft,

Thaok you for vour engagement and counsed on this issue.

Sincerely,

Emily

Emily Papadopoulos

Executive Direclor

West Virginia Board of Architects

4845 Tapital Blrest, Mezzanine Suife 3
Chareston, WY 25301

304 -558-1406

£ \_'\ T, everrt v e S
RHITARES q{s.w::‘r.‘u.-:.-\:-.u\?Q

Pratecting West Virginians for Over 100 Years
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FITVNES, 254 PM Stets of West Virginia Mall - Re! Comments on Proposed Rules

YA A R LA % R A S SA S Sm SA A R e Ne S A e AR a AR e R E T e e n et e era e e mrratearre e rre e

Re: Comments on Proposed Rules

’i i thsvmge

Paﬁr;ck R}fmer <prymerd f?ms,}\saicydf#weta Rectiyhe
Tou Emily B Papadopouios <amilyb.ospadepoulos@wy.gov>

N problers, thanks for the slanfication, and all the work vou and the Board do for our profession.

BTW t appreciaie the fiexibility as | do prefer keeping my “digital” seal and signaure under my condrol and affixing a dade
as anocther layer of contral, I'rir sdso helping our organization navigaie the different sealing sustoms and traditions and
rules of various states , which can be confusing. So ] tudly apprediate vour effors. Also, the dorest hole where all technical
subnissions are required to be senled by archifects but the engineering praclice law thal only final documents are sealed

creates some saues in submissions with various A/E professionals sontribiding,

i | can be a resourne in sharing any knowledge and research in this area, feel frer o reach out.

PATRICK J RYMER, Ald, ALEP, NCARE
Director of Architecturs! Services
MoKinley Architecture and Engibesaring
O Main Shesd, PO Box §

Middlebourne, WV 26149

p' 3{34 233 014{‘ *«c“§21
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Qros bited, Figass raply 1o the sender and dalefe the origine! message and any nopy of

i from Vour somipuler an dror moite device.

Dear Wy Rymes
Thank you for making comments on the proposed rule changes to the Board's
registration rule, The Board appreciates you taking the time o review and comment on
the draft rules. | apologize for my delayed response. As you know, regisiration
renewals are during the month of June, 50 it has been really busy with renewals and
the end of the fiscal year,

i“}a

Frr Jul ?"1 402

Papadnpouios, Emily B <emilv. b papadopoulos@wegove

‘§ PM
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TiVIiES, 254 PR State of Wost Virginia Mail - Res Comments on Propnsed Rules

You were absolutely correct in noting that 8.6.2.3 references "and date” as if the date is
required. Thanks for pointing that out. At the time the draft rules were posted, we were
siill conducting research on how other jurisdictions are dealing with this issue and also
code officials’ expectations and technical capacities. The Board has been looking at
other jurisdictional rules in an attempt to make a change that is more “universal” instead
of relying on a proprietary method of seal/signature security since this is a rapidly
changing lssue. The WVBOA Rules Committee wants the requirement {o be flexible -
accounting for the fechnical savvy of some architects and the longevity and preference
of others, Addilionally, what we are considering for the revision will address the date
issue.

Regarding your question about 8.5.2, please know the Board was altempting o make a
very difficult passage of the rules easier for architects, code officials and the public {o
understand. 1 think by referencing the definition of “technical submissions,” which is
defined in W.Va. 30-12-2.8, { think we can further clarify what documents must be
sealed.

More information will be available as we move forward and with a revised draft,
Thank yvou for your engagement and for commenting.

Sincerely,
Emily

Emily Papadopoutos
Exacutive Direcior

West Virginia Beard of Architects

SN 1,

wiG Street, Mezzanine Suite 3

Charleston, WY 25301

304-568-1406
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