	BOARD MEETING MINUTES
March 17, 2005, 12:30 p.m.
Conference Room C, Third Floor
2829 University Avenue SE, Minneapolis, Minnesota

I.	Call to Order; Roll Call (12:31 p.m.):

Members Present: Catherine Cullen-Benson; Patricia Fogal; Doug Frisk; Judi Gordon; Duane Reynolds; Walter Roberts, Jr.; Nick Ruiz

Members Absent: Freddie Davis-English; Maria DuPree; Kaarin Long; Kristen Piper

Staff present: Kari Rechtzigel, Executive Director; Lori Schneider, Licensing Coordinator; Robyn Koppy, Communications Coordinator; Nathan Hart, Assistant Attorney General

Others present: Bonnie Freeland

II.	Approval of February 17, 2005 Board Meeting Minutes

Dr. Roberts asked if there were any corrections or objections to the minutes. Hearing none, Dr. Ruiz moved that the board approve the minutes as written. Mr. Reynolds seconded. Dr. Roberts called for a vote on the motion. All board members present voted “aye,” there were no nays, and the motion to approve the minutes carried.

III.	Application & Licensure Committee

A. Update on the application review process - Ms. Cullen-Benson noted that Ms. Schneider had put together a statistical demographic sheet that demonstrates what Minnesota counties current licensees of the board live and/or work in.

B. Roster of Candidates Recommended for Licensure – Ms. Cullen-Benson, on behalf of the committee, presented a list of eight candidates for licensure, issue date April 1, 2005, to the board. The committee moved that the board approve the list of candidates for licensure. There was no discussion. Dr. Roberts called for a vote on the motion. All board members present voted “aye,” there were no nays, and the motion to approve the candidates for licensure carried. The names of the licensees are:


00142	Sara Anne Cosgrove
00143	Dayna Hopko
00144	Margaret Glazer
00145	Brian Grandpre
00146	Laura Sovinec
00147	Louise Page
00148	Valerie Godet
00149	Susan Voss

IV.	Complaint Resolution Committee (CRC)

Ms. Rechtzigel notified the board that on March 3, 2005, the CRC was trained for three hours. The committee members are Ms. Cullen-Benson, Dr. Ruiz, and Ms. Long. The alternates are
Ms. Davis-English, Mr. Reynolds, and Ms. Piper.

Mr. Hart explained that the committee reviewed some non-jurisdictional complaints, which it referred on to the appropriate agencies. Then it reviewed its first jurisdictional complaint.

Dr. Roberts asked Mr. Hart to explain what happens procedurally when a complaint is received. Mr. Hart responded that first staff must review it to determine if it is jurisdictional; if it is jurisdictional, it is forwarded to the CRC. (If it is not, an attempt is made to locate an agency that may have jurisdiction over the individual so that the complaint can be referred to them. If the individual is unlicensed, it will go to the Department of Health.) Second, the CRC reviews the allegations and determines if a violation of the law is alleged. If it decides that a violation is alleged, it must decide if further investigation is necessary before moving on to the next step. This can result in the need for a conference with the licensee or applicant, where the committee can ask questions about the alleged misconduct. Last, the CRC must decide if a disciplinary order should be issued or corrective action taken. If the committee decides yes, the matter will ultimately go to the full board for approval of the CRC recommendation. However, if the licensee doesn’t agree to any stipulated resolution of the board, the matter goes to a hearing for a determination.

V.	Legislative Committee Report

A. Update on status of the board’s legislation – Ms. Rechtzigel informed the board that the sponsors of its main legislation are Sen. Sheila Kiscaden and Rep. Jim Abeler (SF 309 / HF 637). Each board member received a copy of the following bills and Ms. Rechtzigel gave a brief description of the purpose of each bill:

		1) SF 309 / HF 637 (BBHT’s Legislation)
		2) SF 920 / HF 977 (licensure modification for city, county, and state alcohol
		 and drug counselors)
		3) SF 1328 / HF 1112 (alcohol and drug counselors, voluntary licensure provisions
		 reinstated)
		4) SF 1204/ HF 1161 (health occupations penalty fees established, LADCs)
		5) SF1362 / HF 1313 (definition of mental health professional expanded to
		 include LPCs)
6) SF 1363 / HF 1776 (MnCA’s grandparenting bill providing a two-year 
		 transition period for licensing professional counselors)

Dr. Ruiz and Ms. Rechtzigel attended the House Health Policy and Finance Committee meeting which occurred on March 16, 2005. The BBHT legislation was on the agenda and Dr. Ruiz provided testimony to the committee describing HF 637. Ms. Rechtzigel reported on testimony from county alcohol and drug counselors who do not have to be licensed. Most were in favor of remaining exempt from licensure. Mr. Reynolds commented that this is not a new issue and there are not great numbers of unlicensed alcohol and drug counselors in the counties, and licensing them would probably not result in much additional board funding from licensure fees. Ms. Gordon agreed with Mr. Reynolds but further commented that the situation was somewhat circular: county workers did not want licensure because the fee was too high, but the fee is high because they are not licensed. The original estimate of potential licensees (which included the county workers) was overstated. Ms. Gordon raised the issue of public protection related to county employment records being private and therefore unavailable for review of counselors’ conduct in providing services.

There was further discussion on all of the LADC legislation being proposed and if the board should take a position on any of it. The conclusion was that the board did not have enough information to do that. Dr. Ruiz explained that Rep. Abeler was encouraging various groups to get together and try to reach agreement on the LADC legislative proposals. Mr. Hart advised that it is certainly appropriate for the board to participate by being present at any discussions regarding the matter, but he advised that the board not come down on one side or the other of the matter. Ms. Fogal asked a question about HF 1112 and the prohibition of calling oneself an alcohol and drug counselor unless licensed or practicing in an exempt setting. Mr. Hart explained the concept of title protection and that a person should not use the title unless licensed or exempt. Ms. Fogal had a follow up question regarding other language that permits practitioners in other mental health professions to do alcohol and drug counseling if qualified to do so. Mr. Hart explained that there is overlap in the mental health professions.

Ms. Rechtzigel stated that SF1362 / HF 1313 (definition of mental health professional expanded to include LPCs for purposes of MA provider status) was legislation being proposed by the Minnesota Counseling Association. Discussion followed as to whether the board should come out in favor of this legislation. Mr. Hart explained that it was fine to do so but that LPCs already can qualify under current law and the proposed legislation does not solve the problem of being able to document 4000 hours of supervised practice. Dr. Ruiz moved that the board support the legislation (as posted on February 24, 2005). Ms. Fogal seconded. Dr. Roberts asked for discussion. Dr. Roberts asked if supporting the legislation would result in additional duties for board staff. Mr. Hart stated it would not. Supporting the legislation is a message to the legislators on the committee that the board is supportive of the professional association’s initiative. Dr. Roberts called for a vote. All present voted “aye”; there were no “nays”; and the motion to support SF 1362 / HF 1313 carried.

B. Discussion: 

The board discussed whether to support, oppose, or seek to meet with MnCA to discuss modifications to SF 1363 and HF 1776 (the association’s grandparenting bill for experienced counselors). Ms. Rechtzigel called board members’ attention to a memo addressed to Sen. Kiscaden dated March 8, 2005. Ms. Rechtzigel and Dr. Ruiz gave this memo and alternative grandparenting language to MnCA representatives who were present at the house committee meeting last evening, March 16, 2005. MnCA indicated they liked the board’s language and would wait for the board to discuss the matter at today’s board meeting before giving the board a final statement regarding agreement to the board’s language. Board members discussed the particulars of each side’s language and agreed to the following proposal to submit to MnCA:

“An applicant for licensure who, prior to December 31, 2003, completed a master's or doctoral degree program in counseling or a related field, as determined by the board, and whose degree was from a counseling program recognized by the Council for Accreditation of Counseling and Related Education Programs (CACREP) or from an institution of higher education that is accredited by a regional accrediting organization recognized by the Council for Higher Education Accreditation (CHEA), need not comply with the requirements of 148B.53, subd. 1(a) (3) or 148B.53, subd. 1(b), so long as the applicant can document 5 years of full time post-degree work experience within the practice of professional counseling as defined by 148B.50, subd. 4 and 5. This provision sunsets on July 1, 2007.” 

The board discussed its changes to the “grandparenting” language staff originally drafted. First, the board discussed the fact that “5 years of full time post-degree work experience” is equal to approximately 10,000 hours of professional practice, but is more palatable language. Second, the board recognized that requiring an applicant to have graduated prior to December 31, 2003, the first month the board held a board meeting, is more defensible than the original proposal that the applicant must have graduated prior to 2000.

A motion was made and seconded to approve the above language and authorize the board’s Legislative Committee to present the language to MnCA in order to reach agreement with the association. All present voted “aye”; there were no “nays”; and the motion carried.

VI.	Policy and Rules Committee - 

A. Update on status of the board’s rulemaking

Mr. Hart informed the board that its modification of it proposed rules related to supervision was sent to those individuals who had requested a hearing. The BBHT received five withdrawals, not enough to avoid a hearing. The hearing was scheduled for February 22, 2005.

Mr. Hart informed the board that its three other proposed rules had been approved by the governor and were headed to the Office of Administrative Hearings (OAH). If approved there, they will go back to the governor for his final opportunity to veto. If he does not veto, they should be adopted and published in the state register by April or May.

VII.	Public Comments – There were no public comments today.

VIII.	Other Issues – Dr. Roberts asked if any LADC member on the board wanted to be on the legislative committee, due to Ms. Long’s resignation from that committee so that she could sit on the CRC committee. Ms. Gordon agreed to sit as an LADC member on the legislative committee. Dr. Roberts will serve ex officio. 

IX.	Adjournment

Mr. Reynolds moved that the meeting be adjourned. Ms. Fogal seconded. Motion carried.
The meeting adjourned at 2:00 p.m.
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