
BEFORE THE NEBRASI(A BOARÐ OF ENGINEERS AND ARCHITECTS

IN THE MATTER OF:
NEBRASKA BOARD OF ENGINEERS
AND ARCHITECTS,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO. 15.04
CASE NO, 16.06

Petitioner,

VS.

DENNIS VODICI(A, and STANDARD
BRIDGE COMPANY, LLC,

Respondents.

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

COME NOW the Complainant, State of Nebraska Board of Engineers and Alchitects

(tlre "Board"), ancl Respondent, Dennis vodiclca, and stanclard Bridge company, LLC

(the "Respondents") and in consiclelation of the mutual oovenants ancl agleements contained

lrçrein, stipuiate and agree as foílows:

THD PARTIES

1. Respondent, Dennis Vodiclca ("Vociicka"), is an individual who advertises that he

offers pledesigned and plefabricated bridges that can be used on public roadways,

2. Respondent, Standard Bridge Company, LLC, dlbla Standard Bridge Company,

(Respondent SBC) is an entity fhat advertises and sells predesigned and prefabricated bridge

systems.

3, Complainant, the Board, u'as cleatecl by the State of Nebraska to oversee the laws

and rLlles which govern the plactice of engineering and architecture ill the state in or.clel to

safeguat'd life, health, property and promote public welfare pulsuant to Neb. Rev, Stat. $$ 8l-

3401 - 8 I -3455 and Title I I 0 of the Nebraska Administrative Code.



CASE NO. 15.04

4. On January 22,2016 the Boarcl issued an Order of Disciplinary Actíon: Case

No. 15.04 against Respondents, Vodiclca and SBC finding the following Conch.rsions of Law:

A. Respondeuts Vodiclca arid SBC were engagod in the individual and

organizational plaotice of engineeling in violation of Neb, Rev. Stat, $ B I -3441 ancf $ B 1-

3436 respectively.

B. The plactice of engineet'irrg without a f icense is a violatio¡ of the

Engineers and Architecfs Regrrlation Act,Neb. Rev. Stat. $ B2-3401to 8l-3455, and

Respondent Vodicka rvas subject to discipliuar.y action.

C. An entity holding itself out as an engineering cornpany without a

Certif icate of Authorization is a violatio¡r of the Engineels and Ar.chitects Regulation Act,

Neb. Rev. Stat. $ 82-3401to 81-3455, and Respondent SBC was subject to disciplinary

action.

D. Resporrdent Vodiclca was direcled to cease ancl desist all acts constituting

the unlícensecf practice of errgineer'íng, including, but nof linrited to identifying himself

on Responclent SBC's rvebsite as an individual that can clesign bridges and soliciting

governmental entities anc{/or political subdivisions for the sale of prefabricated and/or

predesigned blidges.

E. Responclent SBC was directed to cease and desist all business operations

rltat indicate that SBC is engaged in the organizational practice of engineer.ing anclwas

ciirectecl to tenninate its r.vebsite or remove any and all references to its prefabricated

bridge systelll, retnove all plans of its bridge system, and rernove all langLrage indicating

that it sells prefabricated andlor predesigned bridges.

z



F. Rcspondent Vodicl<a's practice of engineering without a license and

Respondent SBC's practice of olganizational engineering without proper authorization

was a substantiaI risl< to the life, health and plopelty of the public and the Board imposed

a civilpenalty of $10,000,00 as allowed undcrNeb. Rev. Stat. g B1-3aaa(1)(e),

5. Responderrts failed to pay the $ I0,000 civil penalty and the Board initiated an

Action fot'Enfot'cetnent of the civilpenatty in the District Court of Laucaster County, Nebr.aska.

6. On January 30,2017, tlie Distlict Cor¡rt of LancastelCounty entered Surnrnary

Judgment in favor of the Boald, upholding thc civil penalty and enteling judgment against

Respoudents in the amount of $10,000.

CASE NO. 16,06

The Pariies:

7 , I¡r addition to the above natnecl parties, David Vodicka, is an individr"ral who

holds himself out as the sole pt'opt'ietor of the Standard Bridge Co. YouTube channel.

The Hearing:

8, On August 25,2016, thc undelsÍgned issued a cease and desist lellel to Dennis

Vodicl<a, Standald Bridge Co. LLC and David Voclicka explaining that they were not author.ized

to hold Dennis Vocliclca out as an engineer or prornote the SBC, LLC prefabricated blidge

design. The cease and desist letter also instructed Dennis Vodicl<a and David Vodicl<a to rçrnove

any and all refererrce to Dennis Vodicka acting as an engineer ancl any promotion of the Standard

Blidge Company prefabricatecl bridge systorn orr various websites, including, but not limited to,

the Standard Bridgc Co. YoLlTube Channe I and correspondiug Virneo account.
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9. On Octobel 19,2A16 the Boald issued a Petition fol Disciplinary Action; Case

No, 16.06 and Notice of Hearing to Responclents Vodiclca arrd SBC alteging the following:

A. Responclent Vodictca cticl not holcl an engineering license in the State of

Nebraska.

B. Respondent SBC did not hold a Celtificate of Authorization authorizing its

employees to plactice engineeríng in Neblaska.

" C. Respondent Vodiclcu *u. 
"nrurecJ 

in the practice and pt'ornotion of the

practiceof engineering in víolation ofNeb, Rev. Stat, $$ 8l-3441 and Bi -3442by

posting, developing, aud appea¡'ing in websites prontoting and advertising engineering

servlces

D. Responcleut SBC was engaged in the organizational practice of

engineeríng in violation of $ 81 -3436 by posting and cleveloping websites promoting and

advertising engiueeling services.

I 0. On October 20,2A16 the Board issuecl a Second Amended Notice of Hearing to

Respottdents Vodicka and SBC scheduling the l"realing on fhe Petition for Disciplinary Action for

January 13,2017 at B:30 a.m.

I 1 . The hearing was he ld on January 13,2017 , A quonrm of the Board was present.

The Board was represented through counsel, Special AssistanL Attorney General Sean Minahan.

Greg Henriksen appeared on behalf of Respondent SBC. Respondent Vodicka appeared on

behalf of himself. Respondent David Vociicka did not appear,

12. Evidence and tcstirnony was provided inclLrding evidence as to the following:

A. On Mat'ch 27,2A16, the Staudard Bridge Co.,YouTube Channel was

created and pLrblished which promoted SBC, LLC's prefabricatecl bLidge system
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irrciuding photos ol'the clrawings ancf engineering of the blidge systenr and multiple

docutrrents illustLating Respondent Vodiclca's experience ancf eclucatiorr in building and

clesigning bridges.

B. On Ma¡'ch 21,2016 Stanclald Bridge Co, YouTube Channelpublished a

video of Davicl Vodicka (the "Davìd Vodicka Video") promoting De¡rnis Vodicl<a's

involvetretit r.vith SBC, LI-C and the clevelopment of the SBC, LLC plefabricatecl briclge

system, The David Vodicka Video aiso included linl<s to the clocìjrnents iinlcecl in the

Standard Bridge Co. YouTube Channel,

C. On Marclr 27,2016, the Stanclard Bridge Co. YouTube Channel ¡rublished

a video of Dennis Vodicka in his home describing his education and expelience in

building ancl clesigning blidges and promotirrg the sBC, LLC prefabr.icatecl bridge

system. In the video, Deuuis Vodicl<.a specificalty stated he was advertising the SBC,

LLC prefabricated bridge design to Nebraska counties.

D. Vodicka a¡rd SBC volLrntarily provided the live testirnohy and the

inforlrration to the Standard BLidge YouTube Cliannel and collesponding websites which

protnoted l)ennis Vodiclca's education and experience in building and designing bliclges,

Dennis vocliclca's involvernent with sBC, LLC and the development of the sBC, LLC

prcfablicated briclge system and aclvertisements ancl promotions of the bridge systeur to

countics in Nebraslca.

E' Vodicl<a failed to make any attempt to issile a ceaso ancl desist or lequcst

the Standald Bridge YouTttbe Channel ancl corresponcling websites stop publishing lhe

information and videos provided by Vodicl<a and SBC clespite leceiving notice that the
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websites may violate Neb. Ilev. Stat, {i$ Bl-3441 andBl-3442 anclNeb. Rev. Stat. g81-

3436.

Findings of Fact

13. Respondent Vocliclca cloes not hold an engineeling [icense in the State of

Nebrasl<a,asrequireclunderNeb.Rev.stat.$81-3441. NordoesRespondentVodicftaholclan

engineering license in any other state.

l4, Respoudettt SBC does rrot hold a Celtificate of Authorization as requir.ed Lrnder

Ncb, Rev. Stat, $ SI-3446(2),

Conclusions of Larv

15, Through his conduct, Respondent Vodiclca has been engaged in the practice of

engirreering in violatiorr of $$ S 1-3441 and 8L-3442.

16. Through its cotrducl, Respondent SBC is an organizatiorr that has been engaged in

tlre organizational practice of engineering in violation of $ B l -3436.

17 . Responcient David Vodicka rvas not engaged in the practice of engineering.

lB, 'llre practice of engineeling without a license is a violation of the Engineers and

Architects Regulation Act, Neb, Rev. Stat. 0$ 82-340i to Bl-3455, and Respondent Vodicka ancl

is subject to disciplinaly action.

19. An entity holding itself oui as an engíneering cornpany without a Cefiificate of

Autholization is a violation of the Engineers ancl Architects Regulation Act, Neb, Rev, Stat.

$ B2-3401 to B I -3455, and Iìespondent SBC is subject to disciplinary action,

24, Responderrt Vodicl<a is heleby directed to cease and desist all acts constituting the

unlicensccl practice of engiueeritrg, including, but not Iimited lo, producing, developing,

provicling support and infot'tnatíon fbr, and participating in websltes advertising oi'prornoting the
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SllC website and soliciti¡rg governrnental eutities and politicalsubdivisions for the sale of

prefablicafed and/or predesigned bridges.

21. Responcletrt SBC is hereby directed to cease and desist all business operations that

inclicate that SBC is engaged in the organizafional plactice of engineer'íng and is dilected to

tel'lninate any involvetnettt in the production, developrnent, suppolt or participation in websites

adveltising or promoting SBC and soliciting governrnentalentities and political subdivisions for

thc salc of plefablicated and/or pledesigned bridges,

22, The Boarcl furthel' fincls that Respondent Vodicka's practice of eugineeling

without a license ancl Respondent SBC's practice of organizational engineering without proBer

authorizatiott is a substantial risl< to the life, health ancl propefty of the public ancl will hereby

inrpose a civil penalty of $10,000.00 as allowed underlrleb, Rev. Stat. $ B1-3444(1)(e) in rhe

event the Respondents fail to abide by the following settlement provisions.

SATTLEMtrNT AGREEMENT trOR CASES 15.04 AND 16.06

23, The parties re-allege, incolporate, and apply paragraphs 1-22 as if fully set folth

helein.

24. Respondent Vodicka acknowledges fhe Board's investigations, findings of law as

outlined above, and admits farrlton altallegations and subsequeutfìndings on CaseNos. 15.04

and I 6,06 r'egarding the unauthorized plactice of engineeling in the State of Nebraska in

violation of Neb, Rev, Stat. $$ 8l-3441 ,Bl-3442 and 8l-3436 and is subjecf to disciplinaly

action. Responclent Vodicka aclcnowleclges the judgnent in the amount of $10,000 enterecl

against hirn by the District CoL¡rt of Lanoastet' County, Neblaska, In an effort to resolve Case

Nos, I 5,04 and 16,06 withoLrt further formal ploceedings, Respondent agrees to enter into this

Settlement Agreernent.
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25. Re spondent SBC acknowledges the Boalcl's investigations, finclings of lai.v and

adnrits fault on all allegations and sr-rbsequent findings on Case Nos, 15,04 and 16.06 r'egarcling

the rltrautholized practice of engineering in the State of Nebraska in violation of Neb. Rev. Stat.

$$ B l-3441 , Bl-3442 and B l-3436 and is subject úo disciplinaly action. Respondent SBC

acl<nowledges the jr.rdgrnent in the arllourlt of Ten Tlroirsand Dollals ($10,000) enteled against

hirn by the District Court of Lancaster County, Neb¡'asl<a. In an effort to resolve Case Nos. 15.04

ancl 16.06 without fitrther for¡lral proceedings, Rcspondentagrees to enter into this Settlement

Agleement.

26. The Boa¡d agrees it will not purslre collection on the judgrnent entered by the

District Court of Lancaster County or pLllsue enforcement of a civil penalty pursuant to its

Conclusionsof Law(paragraphs(15)-(22))onCaseNo. l6,06,exceptifnecessarytoenforce

f lre telms of this Settle¡nent Agreement, if Respondenl complies with the Scttlement Agreernent,

inch-rding the foilowing tellns:

A. Within thirty (30) days of apploval of this Settlement Agreement

Respondents pay One llrousand Dollars ($l,000) constituting a civil penalty with respect

to the violations alleged as allorved underNeb. Rev. Stat, $ Bl-344a(2)(e);

B. Discontinue any and all solicitatíon, aclver[isement, plourolion of'any

bridge clesign in the State of Nebraslca that is not certil.red ol approved by a professional

engineer licensed in the State of Nebraslca unless such bridge design is exernpt from

certificatio¡r or approval uncler the Nebrasl<a Revised Statutes or Engineers anci Architects

Regulation Act; ancl

C, To the extent allowed by [aw, prevent and prohibit thiLd parties florn using

or publishing information atrout Dennis Vodicl<a and SBC ìn any manller that may
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coilstittrte a violalion of Neb, I{ev. Sfat, $$ Bl-3441 and BI-3442 and Neb. Rev. Stat.

$8 t -3436.

D. Respondents agree to comply with ali provisions of Nebraska law and

regulatiotrs lvhich govcnl tlte practice of engineering in the State of Nebraslca.

27 ' The Board and Respondents hereto aglee not to denigrate or clisparage any other

palty, or any representative of any paúy, to this settle¡nent forany reason relatecl to the clispute.

28. Respotrdents voluntarily agree to the terrlrs of this Settlement Agr.eement.

29, Iìespondents agt'ee ancl undelstaud that if eithe r ís found to violate any other or

separate provisiott of Neblaslça law or regulation which govern ilre practice of engineering in the

State of Nebraslca, the Boald may collsider matlers refelenced ín this Settlement Agreement íu

imposing any subsoquent penalty against Respondent for separate offenses.

30. Respondents agree and understand that if either does not comply in all respects

with the terms of this Seltlemenl Agt'eement the Board will (1) immeciiately pursue collection of

the firlljudgrlent of Ten ThoL¡sand Dollars ($10,000) entered by the Distríct Court of Lanoaster

County enforciug llie civil penalty assessecl in Case No. 15.04; (2) enter a for.mal otder in Case

No. I6,06 finding as stated in Paragraphs (15) * (zl); (3) impose a civil penalty ifl the arnount of

Tetr Thousancl Dollar ($ 10,000) as indícated in Palagraph (22); and (3) seel< enfor.cement of saicl

civil penalty in the Distlict Court of Lancaster County, Nebraska. Responclents acknowledge

that the Boarcl will also be entitlecl to pursue all other remeclies allowed pulsuant to Nebraska law

and Legrrlations, including a separate proceecling brought against the Respondent with respect to

the violations alleged in the complaint.
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3 1. The parties agree and understand this Settlement Agreement is not binding unless

and until it is accepted and approved by the Board.

Dated this f day of 2017

By,
42

Special Assistant Attorney Generai
Nebraska Board of and Architects

By:
Dennis Vodicka

By: 4

As (a'tt of Bridge Company, LLC

BOARD APPROVAL

The foregoing Sefflement Agreement, having been signed and executed by the
Respondents, as weli as the attorney for the Board in this particular maftel., has been reviewed by
the members of the Nebraska Board of Engineers and Architects, and by virtue of the signature
below, this Settlement Agreement is.approved by the Board.

Dated this Jfz4- day of 1

#642532v1

As Chair,
and Architects

Board f Engineers

.s
ç

*ctllTec}u.

ö'I
{c sws6'
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