Chapter 1 and Chapter 9 Task Group Meeting Notes 10/31/2022
Zoom
1 PM Pacific

Members Present:  Scott Doyle, David Choo, Leo Jansen, Christine Do, Laurel Elam, John Hensley
Members Absent:  Sharla Riead, Michael Arblaster, Chris McTaggert
 
Leo proposed changes to Section 105, sent language to Christine to add into draft and will come back to it on a future call
 
Scott discussed conversation he and Leo had on 10/25/2022 and informed committee that we still need to vet this internally with RESNET and wanted to do that before we bogged down entire committee, will revisit when we are ready
 
John will follow up with Rick Dixon on whether or not we can reference chapter or individual line item in a proposed standard change
 
Started again on new work at 102.2.8
 
Discussed proposed change to Standard Disclosure requirements, but needed Sharla’s input on initial comment, will revisit when she is present
 
Discussed legal additions to Suspension process and whether or not we should add things like contractual obligations for non-payment to this section.  After discussion we determined that legal’s interpretation was correct and this language just further outlines duties and responsibilities of a Provider to ensure that the suspended individual has the opportunity to be informed and appeal
 
Identified that we need to revisit section reference in 102.2.9.3.2.2
 
Discussed requirements for Provider to notify client’s customer list of status of suspension, and challenges behind doing so, decided to table finalizing conversation at this time, but was not in favor for not requiring this for immediate notification of a “short” suspension, but more on board with a revocation
 
Leo will take on making a suggested change to Providership requirement to edit promotional website to remove Rater or Rating Company from website when only one Rater from Rating Company is suspended but not entire Rating Company
Laurel / Scott to review statement in Revocation process where there is a requirement for all parties agreeing to terms, as there could be situations where the individual who is being revoked does not agree with the terms
 
Ended new work on 102.2.9.3.8 Revocation - Need to revisit several items from last call with full group present

