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Administrative Closure Recommendations
April 2026

Land Surveying: 3 Closed

LSV-26-02-036 - A complaint was received alleging that respondent violated WAC 196-27A-
020 and WAC 196-27A-030. The complainant had concerns of the following:

e The quoted recording fee appears to be significantly higher than the actual County
recording cost for a Record of Survey.

e Respondent refused to provide a breakdown of charges, which is a reasonable and
customary client request.

e Respondent immediately abandoned the job after being asked for transparency.

A response was received from respondent who indicated the complainant was quoted for 2 lots to
be surveyed and provided him a written proposal in the amount of $4400. The

respondent stated he did not receive a signed agreement or retainer, and he informed the
complainant he could no longer take on the project. Respondent was informed by complainant he
no longer needs a survey as he decided to sell his lot.

Board staff contacted complainant who indicated that his complaint against respondent has been
resolved and he is satisfied with project. Complainant stated the interaction with respondent was
a misunderstanding. The Deputy Director recommends closing this case with no further action.

2025-09-3803-00LSV - A complaint was received against respondent alleging he engaged in the
unlicensed practice of land surveying. The complainant stated he paid the

respondent to perform a boundary and topographic survey and was later notified by the city that
the surveys required a seal of a licensed surveyor. The complainant indicated multiple attempts
to contact respondent was unsuccessful as he was unresponsive.

Board staff conducted an interview with the complainant who indicated the respondent informed
him that he would get the surveys stamped but was later “ghosted.” The complainant stated they
went small claims court, and he agreed to mediation but there was no resolution. The
complainant stated they are scheduled for another mediation.

The respondent was contacted on a previous case to bring him into compliance
of unlicensed practice of land surveying. He complied and updated his website. This prior case
was investigated and completed after the work was done for this complainant.

The Deputy Director recommends closing this case with no further action since the respondent
has already come into compliance through the prior case.

2024-09-2591-00LSYV - A complaint was received against respondent alleging he performed an
erroneous survey.

A written response was received from the respondent who indicated that there is an

ongoing dispute between his client and their neighbor regarding the location of an accessory
dwelling unit. The respondent indicated that the neighboring property owner had a survey
performed by another PLS. The other PLS established the common property

during an initial survey that was not recorded, subsequently pulled their rebar, then did a new
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survey showing the line in a different location incorporating uncalled for evidence and corrupts
the evidence identified in the deed of record. The respondent’s survey matched
the unrecorded initial survey map done by the other PLS.

An interview with the other PLS was conducted by the Deputy Director (DD) who was advised
of the issue with the center section. The DD advised the other PLS what

is required on a survey for it to comply with WAC/RCW’s and pointed out an error in the survey
map they recorded regarding the center of the section location. The other PLS agreed to amend
his survey and provide a copy of the survey to the DD for review prior to recording.

An interview with the respondent was conducted by the DD. The respondent indicated that he
had a conversation with the other PLS and informed him that if he had shown all the evidence on
his survey, he himself would not have had to perform the additional survey.

The DD reviewed the amended survey provided by the other PLS and found it in compliance and
in agreement with the respondents’ survey. The other PLS was notified by Board staff that the
amended survey was acceptable for recording. The DD recommends closing this case with no
further action.

Engineering: 9 Closed

2024-03-0484-00ENG - A complaint was received alleging that the respondent failed to identify
and disclose landslide critical areas that would be illegally disturbed by a proposed project under
his responsible charge. The complainant indicated the respondent had multiple opportunities to
take corrective actions and alleges he continued to misrepresent site conditions. The complainant
states the respondent’s unprofessional actions inflicted substantial damage upon clients, other
property owners, and the City where the project was located.

Board staff contacted the City permitting department, which revealed that the permit is in
expired status. The Board’s Director reviewed the case and determined the respondent is not PE,
and he did not provide any engineering services. The Director recommends closing this case with
no further action.

2025-12-5036-00ENG - The complainant alleged that Engineer-of-Record, SE, PE failed to
exercise responsible charge over the design and construction of two retaining walls on an
adjacent property. Specific concerns included the use of “assumed conditions,” lack of site visits,
reliance on non-engineers for portions of the design, and issuance of stamped documents without
adequate knowledge of construction conditions. The complainant also alleged that the County
engineer, improperly approved permits and inspections without requiring geotechnical reports,
final engineering plans, or compliance with Bulletin 78, thereby allowing the project to proceed
as a “do-it-yourself” effort rather than a structural engineering project.

The investigation found no evidence that either licensee violated RCW 18.43, RCW 18.235, or
the professional practice standards in WAC 196-27A.
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Based on the review of all submitted materials, the licensees’ responses, and the applicable laws
and rules, the Director recommends that:

e The complaint against Respondent, SE, PE be closed with a finding of no violation, as
the evidence does not demonstrate a failure of responsible charge, negligence,
unprofessional conduct, or other breach of engineering practice requirements.

e The complaint against Respondent, PE be closed with a finding of no violation, as the
actions described were administrative permitting decisions made under the authority of
the County and therefore fall outside the Board’s jurisdiction.

ENG-26-01-006 - A complaint was received against respondent’s engineering firm alleging he
does not have an active Certificate of Authorization (COA).

Board staff contacted respondent regarding his COA. The respondent is now in compliance with
an active COA. The Director recommends closing this case with no further action.

ENG-26-02-034 - A complaint was received alleging the respondent engaged in unauthorized
use of a seal and alteration of stamped plans/calculations for a residential addition project.

A written response was received from respondent who indicated he had no knowledge of the
project, and he did not perform any work of any kind for any of the parties or the site referenced
in plans. The respondent notified complainant of the fraudulent use of his seal. Board staff
provided respondent the Attorney General Office Cyber Crime Web Page. Board staff added
complaint to fraudulent use of stamp and seal list. The Director recommends to close case with
no further action.

ENG-26-02-037 - A complaint was received alleging respondent’s firm does not have an active
Certificate of Authorization (COA).

Board staff contacted respondent regarding COA, and he is now in compliance with an active
COA. The Director recommends closing this case with no further action.

ENG-26-02-039 - A complaint was received against a Waste Treatment Completion Company
regarding a hoisting and rigging manual.

The Director reviewed complaint and determined the complaint is outside of the Boards
Jurisdiction. Board staff provided complainant WA Labor and Industries “Alleged Safety or
Health Hazards” form and advised him that complaint is outside of the Board’s jurisdiction. The
Director recommends closing this case with no further action.

ENG-26-03-003 - The complainant alleges that the respondent, PE, and his firm, refused to
provide engineering plans, revisions, and related documents for fire-damage repair work for a
property. The complainant states that he is the legal property owner and that the engineering
services were paid for using insurance proceeds issued for his loss. He further alleges that
respondent released plans and “permit rights” to third parties while refusing to provide the same
documents to him. The complainant also asserts that revised plans affecting the garage
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foundation were created but not provided to him or submitted to the county. These actions were
alleged to constitute unethical conduct and a failure to meet professional obligations.

Based on the complaint, the response from respondent, and the applicable laws and rules under
RCW 18.43, RCW 18.235, and WAC 196-27A, the investigations revealed:

e SSD acted within its contractual obligations and followed the direction of its client and
their legal counsel.

e The complainant ultimately received the county-approved plans, including the 5/24/2024
revision, through a public-records request to BRPELS.

e SSD’s refusal to release non-public internal documents does not constitute a violation of
engineering laws or rules.

e No evidence was presented indicating negligence, incompetence, unprofessional conduct,
or violation of responsible charge requirements.

e The issues raised are contractual and legal in nature, not related to the practice of
engineering as defined in RCW 18.43.

ENG-26-01-005 — A complaint was received by a PE alleging that the respondent fraudulently
used his professional seal and forged his signature on two projects submitted to

separate jurisdictions. The complainant contacted respondent

who admitted he obtained “engineering” for one of the projects via a freelance platform known
as Upwork.

Board staff conducted an interview with complainant who indicated that his office

had no knowledge of the projects and that the respondent was listed as the general

contractor. The complainant indicated he is unsure who it was that forged his seal and that he
filed a police report. The complainant stated that Upwork assigned an unknown male based out
of Ukraine and attempts to contact him with the phone number provided was unsuccessful as the
line is no longer in service.

The Director reviewed the designs received by complainant that contained his professional seal
and forged signature and found no evidence of engineering performed by

respondent. Board staff provided the complainant the Attorney General Office Cyber Crime Web
Page. Board staff added complaint to fraudulent use of stamp and seal list. The

Director recommends closing this case with no further action.

ENG-26-01-009 - A complaint alleging that the respondent, a licensed Civil Engineer in
Washington, improperly stamped electrical design documents for a 260 kW DC /200 kW AC
commercial photovoltaic (PV) system located in Tacoma, WA and a Technical College.

The complainant, an Electrical Plan Reviewer for a Local AHJ Electric Utility, asserted that:

e NEC 2023 Article 690.8(A)(1)(a)(2) requires PV systems with inverter generating
capacity >100 kW AC to have a documented and stamped PV system design
prepared by a licensed electrical engineer.

o The respondent is not licensed in Washington as an electrical engineer.
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o The respondent allegedly stated that “there was no such thing as an electrical PE
in Washington,” which the complainant viewed as misrepresentation.

e The complainant alleges that stamping of electrical drawings was outside the
respondent’s area of competence and “put customers at risk.”

e The complainant reported that although the drawings were ultimately approved to
avoid delaying the project, they informed the Electrical contractor (permit applicant)
that the respondent’s stamp would not be accepted for future submittals unless
he obtained EE Branch designation on his PE license.

o In follow-up correspondence from the AHJ with their internal policy and
requirements for projects at Public Schools do require an EE PE for this type of
work.

Summary of Respondent’s Position

The respondent submitted a detailed response disputing the allegations. Key points include:

Facts
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e Heis licensed as a Professional Engineer in 49 jurisdictions, including electrical
engineering licensure in Nevada, Texas, and Vermont.

e He has 42 years of engineering practice, with 30 years of electrical
engineering work and 18 years specializing in PV and energy storage systems
(ESS).

e He has designed “hundreds of megawatts” of PV/ESS systems.

e He states he has never been disciplined in any jurisdiction.

e He asserts that Washington’s competency rules under WAC 196-27A-020(2)(d-
f) allow cross-discipline practice when the engineer is competent by education or
experience.

o He denies intentionally misrepresenting his credentials, stating the conversation
with AHJ staff was informal and that he misunderstood the question about
discipline-specific seals.

o He notes that the inverter configuration (three 33.3 kW units totaling 100 kW AC)
makes the NEC applicability “debatable,” but he offered to have a Washington
electrical engineer review and stamp the work if required.

1. The respondent is licensed in Washington as a Civil Professional Engineer,
not as an Electrical Engineer.

2. The PV system in question is shown as an aggregate inverter capacity of
greater than 100 kW AC

3. Washington does not issue discipline-specific PE licenses, but engineers must
practice only within their demonstrated area of competence under RCW

18.43 and WAC 196-27A-020.

4. The respondent claims to has extensive experience performing PV-related
electrical engineering work in multiple jurisdictions.

5. The AHJ, determined that an electrical engineer was required for this project.
6. The AHJ, ultimately approved the permit and has indicated they are satisfied
with the matter being resolved through counseling of the respondent.

7. There is no evidence of intentional deception, and the respondent offered to
involve a Washington electrical engineer upon request.

8. The respondent has no prior disciplinary history in any jurisdiction.
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Conclusions
1. The evidence does not support a finding that the respondent intentionally
misrepresented his credentials.
2. The issue centers on competency expectations and the authority of the AHJ to
require discipline-specific engineering review for public safety.
3. The respondent’s claimed background in PV/ESS electrical
design demonstrates experience.
4. The AHJ has issued the permit and has expressed that remedial counseling is
sufficient to resolve the matter.

The Director recommends remedial counseling and closing this case with no further action.

On-Site: 1 Closed

2025-08-3487-000SW - A complaint was received alleging that the respondent engaged in the
unlicensed practice of on-site septic system designing. The complainant states a construction
company who is not licensed in the County, installed part of a septic system prior to being issued
a permit, and after being instructed to use a licensed designer.

The Director and Board staff conducted an interview with the respondent. The respondent stated
he was hired to conduct a septic repair design and installation for a mobile home unit. The
respondent stated when he contacted the County, he was informed the as-builts for the septic
system were misplaced. The respondent stated he drew a site plan but did not draw the septic
design which were depicted in the permit application. The Director advised the respondent to
hire an on-site designer early in projects and to work with each county Health Department to
gain understanding of their process.

An interview with the County was conducted which revealed the as-built was brought into
compliance by a licensed installer and was finalized in August 2025.

TOTAL: 13
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AGENDA ITEM 4.1.1.
Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

Chapter 196-12 WAC
REGISTERED PROFESSIONAIL ENGINEERS

WAC 196-12-005 Declaration and purpose. This chapter
contains rules and procedures for applications, examinations,
experience, education, and eligibility to become licensed as
professional engineers.

WAC 196-12-010 Licensure requirements for all applicants—
Initial licensure and licensed in another jurisdiction. To
become licensed as a professional engineer in the state of
Washington, whether you are applying for an initial license or
possess a license in another Jjurisdiction, you must meet the
requirements for experience and examinations described below,
which need not be completed within the state of Washington:

(1) Experience: Have eight years of experience in
engineering work of a character satisfactory to the board which
may be a combination of education and practical work experience.

(2) Examination requirements: An applicant must have
received passing scores on two stages of examination(s). One
must test the fundamentals of engineering and the other must

test the principles and practice of engineering. Exam results

WAC (8/06/2025 03:03 PM) [ 1 ] NOT FOR FILING



AGENDA ITEM 4.1.1.
Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

must be independently verified by a NCEES member board, or a

board approved foreign jurisdiction.

(2) Fundamentals of engineering (FE) examination must be

either:

(i) The National Council of Examiners for Engineering and

Surveying (NCEES) fundamentals-of-engineering (FE) examination;

or

(ii) An equivalent examination as determined by the board

which tests the applicant's knowledge of appropriate

fundamentals of engineering subjects including mathematics and

the basic sciences and was administered by a board approved

foreign jurisdiction.

(iii) Fundamentals of engineering examination (FE)waiver.

(A) Existing licensure: An FE waiver shall be granted to an

applicant licensed in another board recognized jurisdiction

provided that:

(I) The professional engineering license is currently

active and is in good standing.

(IT) The license is in a branch of engineering currently

recognized by the board.

WAC (8/06/2025 03:03 PM) [ 2 ] NOT FOR FILING



AGENDA ITEM 4.1.1.
Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

(ITI) The applicant has been actively licensed in a board
recognized licensing jurisdiction for a minimum of 10 years
since receiving their initial professional engineering license.

(B) Initial licensure: An FE waiver shall be granted to an
applicant applying for initial license provided that the
applicant has a minimum of 18 years of board approved
engineering experience.

(b) Principles and practice of engineering examination: The
principles and practice of engineering (PE) examination must be
an examination administered by NCEES.

(3) Additional licensure requirements: An applicant must
meet the following additional requirements for licensure:

(a) Receive a passing score on the Washington engineer law
review exam;

(b) Fully complete the application form to the satisfaction
of the board; and

(c) Pay all applicable fees.

WAC 196-12-014 PE licensure application form. The board
has a single application form for PE licensure in the state of

Washington.

WAC (8/06/2025 03:03 PM) [ 3 1] NOT FOR FILING



AGENDA ITEM 4.1.1.
Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

All applicants must provide information on the application

form and provide supporting documentation that demonstrates they

meet all requirements for licensure as detailed in this chapter

and RCW 18.43.040.

WAC 196-12-020 Practical work experience. The following

criteria will be used in evaluating an applicant's practical

work experience:

(1) General requirements:

(a) Work experience must be verified by an engineer (s)

licensed in a board approved Jjurisdiction, or as approved by the

board subject to section (6) herein.

(b) The verifier must have directly supervised the

applicant’s technical work and have personal knowledge of the

applicant’s engineering experience.

(c) Practical work must be based on a demonstration of

competency and progressive responsibility in the analysis,

synthesis and evaluation of engineering concepts and data in the

following experience areas:

(1) Formulating conclusions and recommendations;

(ii) Identifying design and/or project objectives;

WAC (8/06/2025 03:03 PM) [ 4 ] NOT FOR FILING
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Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

(iii) Identifying possible alternative methods and

concepts;

(iv) Defining performance specifications and functional

requirements;

(v) Solving engineering problems;

(vi) Interacting with allied professionals;

(vii) Effectively communicating recommendations and

conclusions;

(viii) Demonstrating an understanding and concern for

energy/environmental considerations, socioceconomic impact, and

sustainability of resources.

(2) Engineering teaching at the college level may be

considered satisfactory experience up to a maximum of two years

at the discretion of the board.

(3) Applied research is considered satisfactory experience

when it meets the following conditions:

(a) The research must be conducted under the guidance or

supervision of a professional engineer. For the purposes of this

subsection, guidance or supervision means being cognizant of all

WAC (8/06/2025 03:03 PM) [ 5] NOT FOR FILING



AGENDA ITEM 4.1.1.
Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

applicable aspects of the work and a reviewer of all applicable

reporting documentation.

(b) The principal result(s) of the research are in a

published report or a recognized engineering journal article in

which the applicant is the primary author or the work is

adequately documented and available to the board upon request.

(4) Practical experience during education: Experience

credit for an undergraduate degree cannot be earned concurrently

with work experience credit.

At the discretion of the board practical work experience

gained while enrolled in a postgraduate engineering program may

be considered satisfactory experience i1if it otherwise meets the

requirements for practical work experience listed herein. No

more than one year of experience will be granted for one

calendar year.

(5) Military training or experience. An applicant with

military training or experience which includes engineering work,

satisfies the experience requirements of this chapter unless the

board determines that the military training or experience is not

substantially equivalent to the standards of this state.
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AGENDA ITEM 4.1.1.
Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

(6) Exceptions. An applicant who submits verification of

engineering work obtained while employed in a manufacturing or

industrial setting, the federal government, or serving as an

active member of the military may be granted an exception to the

requirement to work under the direct supervision of a

professional engineer. Any exceptions to the license requirement

will be at the discretion of the board.

WAC 196-12-021 Education as experience. Education may be

counted towards the eight (8) years of experience requirement.

All transcripts from any school in any location must be

official and uploaded to the applicant’s NCEES profile for

verification by NCEES.

(1) A baccalaureate degree in engineering in a program

accredited by the engineering accreditation commission (EAC) of

the accreditation board for engineering and technology (ABET) is

equivalent to four (4) years of the eight (8) years of required

work experience. Satisfactory completion of each year of such an

approved program is equivalent to one year of experience.

(2) A baccalaureate degree in an engineering technology

program accredited by the technology accreditation commission
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AGENDA ITEM 4.1.1.
Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

(ETAC) of ABET, is equivalent to three years of required

experience. Satisfactory completion of each year of such an

approved program is equivalent to three fourths of one year of

experience.

(3) A degree in engineering or engineering technology from

a non-ABET accredited engineering program may be equivalent to

the years of experience noted in (1) and (2) above at the

discretion of the board. The board will determine if the degree

is satisfactory in awarding years of experience.

(4) Experience may be granted for postgraduate engineering

courses at the discretion of the board.

(5) A baccalaureate degree in a non-engineering program may

be equivalent to a maximum of two years of experience.

(6) An associate degree in engineering from an approved

program may be equivalent for up to two years of experience.

(7) Sporadic engineering related education may be

considered as experience by the board at its discretion. For

example, one or two engineering classes taken at a time, often

at different schools; and/or classes taken through industry or

the military may count as experience. In evaluating this type of
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education, the board will compare the courses taken to college

coursework in a baccalaureate of engineering degree program.

(8) A number of foreign degree programs are included in

mutual recognition agreements entered into by ABET with other

accrediting authorities. Applicants with a degree from one of

these programs will be evaluated by the board.

(9) Applicants having foreign non-ABET accredited

engineering degrees will be required to have their transcripts

evaluated by a foreign degree evaluation service approved by the

board. This evaluation service will be performed at the

applicant's expense, and the applicant will be responsible for

submitting all necessary information to the evaluation service.

The board will use the evaluation to determine if the foreign

degree is satisfactory to the board to award years of

experience.

(10) Exception: An applicant with a foreign non-ABET

accredited undergraduate degree is not required to have their

undergraduate degree evaluated if they have a postgraduate

degree in engineering from a school that has an ABET accredited

undergraduate engineering degree program in the same discipline
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Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

as the postgraduate degree. Years of experience will be
determined at the discretion of the board. For maximum
experience credit the applicant must have their non-ABET
accredited undergraduate degree from a foreign program evaluated
by a transcript evaluation service approved by the board.

(11) Any other education may be taken into account and
evaluated on its merits by the board.

WAC 196-12-030 Additional branches of engineering. A
professional engineer licensed in the state of Washington that
is seeking to become licensed in an additional branch of
engineering must:

(1) Have at least four (4) years of practical work
experience in the additional branch of engineering verified by a
licensed professional engineer in that branch, or as otherwise
approved by the board pursuant to WAC 196-12-020.

(2) Pass the principles and practice examination for that
additional branch.

(3) Submit the application form and pay the application

fee.
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Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing

WAC 196-12-047 Structural licensing requirements. The

branch of structural engineering requires specialized work

experience to protect the public health, safety, and welfare.

be licensed as a structural engineer, an applicant must:

(1) Be currently licensed as a professional engineer in

Washington state;

(2) Have at least two (2) years of progressive

responsibility in structural engineering experience in addit

to the eight (8) years of engineering experience required to

registered as a professional engineer. The structural experi

should:

(a) Demonstrate the applicant's ability to design build

structures or nonbuilding structures integrated within

"significant structures" as defined in RCW 18.43.020(10);

(b) Be progressive in difficulty and magnitude;

(c) Demonstrate breadth and depth of seismic design and

detailing experience for projects in seismic regions similar

those located in Washington state;

(d) Incorporate two of the four common construction

materials (steel, concrete, wood, and masonry);
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AGENDA ITEM 4.1.1.
Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

(e) Reflect ability to design and apply structural

engineering principles that show sound judgment on projects

involving public health, safety, and welfare;

(f) Be supervised by a licensed professional engineer in

the branch of structural engineering or a licensed professional

engineer with substantial structural engineering work experience

for projects in seismic regions similar to those located in

Washington state; and the verifier must have directly supervised

the applicant’s technical work and have personal knowledge of

the applicant’s structural engineering.

(3) Pass a board approved structural exam.

WAC 196-12-065 Retired status. A professional engineer

having reached the age of 65 and having discontinued active

practice as a professional engineer may be eligible for retired

status.

(1) Request for retired status. Upon approval of a request,

the retired status becomes effective on the date provided by the

licensee on the application, or when the licensee reaches the

age of 65. The board will not provide a refund of renewal fees
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if the application for retired status is made and granted before

the date of expiration of the certificate of registration.

(2) A licensee on retired status may:

(a) Retain the board issued wall certificate of

registration;

(b) Use the title "retired professional engineer" or "PE-

retired" or "SE-retired" as appropriate;

(c) Work as an engineer in a volunteer capacity, provided

that the retired licensee does not create an engineering

document or use their seal;

(d) Provide experience verifications and references for

persons seeking registration;

(e) Serve as an instructor for engineering related courses;

(f) Provide services as a technical expert before a court,

or in preparation for pending litigation, on matters directly

related to engineering work performed by the licensee;

(g) Serve in a function that supports the principles of

registration and/or promotes the profession of engineering, such

as members of commissions, boards or committees;
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Chapter 196-12 WAC: PE Licensing Requirements (EQC)

(h) Serve in an engineering capacity as a "good samaritan."

The state laws governing such activity are RCW 38.52.195 and

38.52.1951 and chapter 18.43 RCW.

(3) A licensee on retired status must not:

(a) Perform any engineering activity, as provided for in

RCW 18.43.020(6), unless the activity is under the direct

supervision of a licensed professional engineer with an active

registration in Washington;

(b) Act as the designated engineer for a corporation or

limited liability company;

(c) Apply their professional engineers seal to any plan,

specification, or report.

(4) Certificate of registration reinstatement. A retired

licensee may resume active engineering practice with payment of

the current renewal fee.

(5) Exemptions. A licensee is not eligible for retired

status if their license to practice is under board ordered

sanction. This exemption exists until the sanctions have been

lifted or satisfied by the board.

WAC (8/06/2025 03:03 PM) [ 14 ] NOT FOR FILING



OASIS Transition Timeline

OFM

Approval % Begin messaging campaign |

WaTech Security Review *

Go-Live!

OASIS Database Development &
Migration Testing

Customer & Staff Interface DEV,
WA.GOV integration & Testing

i Customer
LES T

4

discontinue B

y-Exam Applications Staff Training

Licensing

Shut -

down

Months ' 1 B 3 ¥ 5 6 ~ 3






