
Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 4—Wildlife Code: General Provisions

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-4.110 General Prohibitions; Applications is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1385). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This  pro-
posed amendment  becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 4—Wildlife Code: General Provisions

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-4.113 Ginseng is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1385–1386). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 4—Wildlife Code: General Provisions

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-4.115 is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1386–1393). Those sections with changes are
reprinted here. This  proposed amendment  becomes effective thir-
ty days after publication in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND EXPLANATION OF
CHANGE: No comments were received during the comment peri-
od; however, the rule is reprinted below to correct a typing error
in paragraph (1)(B)7. designating dates of November 1 through
March 31 for prohibition of public use during the hours of 6:00
p.m. to 6:00 a.m. daily.

3 CSR 10-4.115 Special Regulations for Department Areas

(1) The special regulations in this rule apply on all lands and
waters (referred to as areas) owned, leased or managed under for-
mal cooperative agreement by the Department of Conservation.
The director may issue temporary written exceptions to provisions
of this rule for emergency or special events and for other compat-
ible uses.

(B) Closed Hours. All areas are closed to public use from 10:00
p.m. to 4:00 a.m. daily; however, hunting, fishing, trapping, dog
training, camping, launching boats and landing boats are permit-
ted at any time on areas where these activities are authorized,
except as further restricted in this rule. Parking or storage of water-
craft and commercial vehicles is prohibited during the closed
hours.

1. On Blind Pony Lake Conservation Area, Little Dixie Lake
Conservation Area and Riverwoods Conservation Area, all public
use is prohibited from 10:00 p.m. to 4:00 a.m. daily.

2. On August A. Busch Memorial Wildlife Area, all public
use is prohibited from 10:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. daily.

3. On Donaldson Point Conservation Area, all public use is
prohibited, except fishing and waterfowl hunting by boat only,
when the Mississippi River water level is at or above thirty-four
feet (34') on the New Madrid gauge.

4. On Seven Island Conservation Area, all public use is pro-
hibited, except fishing and waterfowl hunting by boat only, when
the Mississippi River water level is at or above forty-three feet
(43') on the Cairo gauge.

5. On Hornersville Swamp Conservation Area, all public use
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is prohibited, except fishing and waterfowl hunting by boat only,
when the water level is at or above two hundred thirty-nine feet
(239') on the Hornersville gauge.

6. On Columbia Bottom Conservation Area, Ronald and
Maude Hartell Conservation Area and James A. Reed Memorial
Wildlife Area, all public use is prohibited from 10:00 p.m. to 6:00
a.m. daily from April 1 to September 30, and from 7:00 p.m. to
6:00 a.m. daily from October 1 to March 31, except for authorized
hunting and fishing activities or as otherwise provided.

7. On Bellefontaine Conservation Area, Conservation
Commission Headquarters, Powder Valley Conservation Nature
Center and Runge Conservation Nature Center, all public use is
prohibited from 8:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. daily from April 1 through
October 31, and from 6:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. daily from
November 1 through March 31, except as otherwise provided.

8. On Springfield Conservation Nature Center, all public use
is prohibited from 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. daily from March 1
through October 31, and from 6:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. daily from
November 1 through February 28, except that specifically autho-
rized meetings, programs and special events are permitted at any
time on the area.

9. On Rockwoods Range and Rockwoods Reservation, all
public use is prohibited from one-half (1/2) hour after sunset to
sunrise daily.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 4—Wildlife Code: General Provisions

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-4.116 Special Regulations for Areas Owned by Other
Entities is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1393–1396). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This  proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 5—Wildlife Code: Permits for Hunting,
Fishing, Trapping

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-5.205 Permits Required; Exceptions is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1396). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This  pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 5—Wildlife Code: Permits for Hunting,
Fishing, Trapping

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-5.215 Permits and Privileges: How Obtained; Not
Transferable is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1396). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 5—Wildlife Code: Permits for Hunting,
Fishing, Trapping

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission adopts
a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-5.535 White River Border Lakes Permit is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on June 1, 2000
(25 MoReg 1397–1398). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed
rule becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing:  Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.405 General Provisions is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1399). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This  pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.
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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing: Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.410 Fishing Methods is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1399–1400). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This  proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing: Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.415 Restricted Zones is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1400–1401). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This  proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing: Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.505 Black Bass is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1401–1402). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing: Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.510 Channel Catfish, Blue Catfish, Flathead Catfish
is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1402). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing: Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.525 Paddlefish is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1402). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing: Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.530 Rock Bass (goggle-eye) and Warmouth is
amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1402). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.
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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing: Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.535 Trout is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1402–1403). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing:  Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.545 White Bass, Yellow Bass, Striped Bass is
amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1403). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing:  Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.550 Other Fish is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1403–1404). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 6—Wildlife Code: Sport Fishing: Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-6.615 Bullfrogs and Green Frogs is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1404). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting:  Seasons,
Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.410 Hunting Methods is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1404). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.415 Quail: Seasons, Limits is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1404–1405). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.
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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.417 Ruffed Grouse: Seasons, Limits is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1405). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.420 Rabbits: Seasons, Limits is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1405). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.425 Squirrels: Seasons, Limits is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1405). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.430 Pheasants: Seasons, Limits is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1405–1406). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.440 is amended.

This amendment relates to hunting seasons and limits and is
excepted by section 536.021, RSMo from the requirement for fil-
ing as a proposed amendment.

The Department of Conservation amended 3 CSR 10-7.440  by
establishing seasons and limits for hunting migratory waterfowl
during the 2000 seasons.

3 CSR 10-7.440 Migratory Game Birds and Waterfowl:
Seasons, Limits

PURPOSE: This order changes the season hunting dates for blue-
winged, green-winged and cinnamon teal. The Department of
Conservation is authorized to select waterfowl hunting season
dates and bag limits within frameworks established by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service. The seasons and limits selected are
intended to provide optimum hunting opportunity consistent with
the welfare of the species.

(1) Migratory game birds and waterfowl may be taken, possessed,
transported and stored as provided in federal regulations. The head
or one (1) fully feathered wing must remain attached to all water-
fowl while being transported from the field to one’s home or a
commercial preservation facility. Seasons and limits are as follows:

(E) Blue-winged, green-winged and cinnamon teal may be taken
from sunrise to sunset from September 9 to September 24.
Limits: four (4) teal in the aggregate of species daily; eight (8) in
possession.
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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: Seasons and limits are excepted
from the requirement for filing as a proposed amendment under
section 536.021, RSMo.

This amendment filed July 6, 2000, effective August 1, 2000.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.441 Crows: Seasons, Methods Limits is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1406). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.445 Bullfrogs: Seasons, Methods, Limits
is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1406). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.450 Furbearers: Hunting Seasons, Methods is
amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1406–1407). No changes have been made in

the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 7—Wildlife Code: Hunting: Seasons, Methods,
Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-7.455 Turkeys: Seasons, Methods, Limits is
amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1407). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 9—Wildlife Code: Confined Wildlife:
Privileges, Permits, Standards

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-9.110 General Prohibition; Applications is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1407–1408). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 9—Wildlife Code: Confined Wildlife:
Privileges, Permits, Standards

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-9.230 Class I Wildlife is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1408). No changes have been made in the text
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of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 9—Wildlife Code: Confined Wildlife:
Privileges, Permits, Standards

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-9.420 Wildlife Hobby Permit is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1408–1409). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 9—Wildlife Code: Confined Wildlife:
Privileges, Permits, Standards

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-9.625 Field and Retriever Trial Permit is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1409). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 9—Wildlife Code: Confined Wildlife:
Privileges, Permits, Standards

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-9.627 Dog Training Area Permit is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1409). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 9—Wildlife Code: Confined Wildlife:
Privileges, Permits, Standards

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission adopts
a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-9.640 Licensed Trout Fishing Area Permit
is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on June 1, 2000
(25 MoReg 1410–1411). No changes have been made in the text of
the proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule
becomes effective July 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 9—Wildlife Code: Confined Wildlife:
Privileges, Permits, Standards

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission adopts
a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-9.645 Licensed Trout Fishing Area Permit: Privileges,
Requirements is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule  was published in the Missouri Register on June 1, 2000
(25 MoReg 1412). No changes have been made in the text of the
proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule
becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 10—Wildlife Code: Commercial Permits:
Seasons, Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-10.707 Fur Dealer’s Permit is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1412). No changes have been made in the text
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of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission

Chapter 10—Wildlife Code: Commercial Permits:
Seasons, Methods, Limits

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-10.782 Commercial Musseling: Seasons, Methods is
amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1412–1413). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 3—DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
Division 10—Conservation Commission
Chapter 11—Wildlife Code: Definitions

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Conservation Commission under
sections 40 and 45 of Art. IV, Mo. Const., the commission
amends a rule as follows:

3 CSR 10-11.805 Definitions is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on June
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1413–1414). No changes have been made in
the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective March 1, 2001.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received dur-
ing the comment period.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 1—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245, 324.257 and 324.265, RSMo Supp. 1999, the
board adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-1.010 is adopted.

A notice of the proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 795). The sections with changes are reprinted here.

This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received twenty-four (24) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Linda Mayhugh submitted a comment in support of
the proposed rules and thanked the board for their hard work.
RESPONSE: The board appreciates the comment.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti requested the board exempt by
rule the requirements for Certified Infant Massage Instructors
(CIMIs) and Instructor Trainers (ITs) with the International
Association of Infant Massage (IAIM) and the International
Institute of Infant Massage (IIIM) from the requirements govern-
ing certified mentors and instructors. Ms. Miranti further request-
ed that CIMIs and ITs with those organizations who are not mas-
sage therapists be exempted by rule and that CIMIs who practice
in a neonatal intensive care unit be required to receive additional
training beyond the base certification offered by IAIM and IIIM. 
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The board lacks authority to
address this issue because it is beyond the scope of the statute.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated that it might benefit and
protect the public if the board develops rules governing research
being conducted by massage therapists or by others who employ
massage therapists in their research.
RESPONSE: The board may consider this subject for future rule-
making.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated that it might benefit both
the regulated community and the public if the board would make
a citation/reference to state laws and rules governing medical
records and financial disclosures.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The board has addressed con-
fidentiality of medical and financial records in its rules, however,
other state laws may be applicable to the profession.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested the board require that a
massage therapist disclose which of his/her modalities are gov-
erned under Chapter 334, RSMo and 4 CSR 197, as part of receiv-
ing informed consent. This will be particularly important in man-
aging complaints and in managing insurance and other first and
third party claim filings.
RESPONSE: The board has decided not to mandate such disclo-
sure at this time, however, will leave such disclosure to the discre-
tion of the massage therapist.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested that board have a sec-
tion or a rule outlining massage therapists rights and responsibili-
ties with regard to submitting confidential business information,
which should include how to assert a request for protection from
disclosure, how the information will be handled in closed session,
and how or when it can be transferred to other people or made
open. This is a competitive endeavor, particularly when a therapist
has been able to develop a new market and does not wish to be
undermined by a fast second.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. Individual information about
applicants is subject to the provisions of section 620.010.14(7),
RSMo and is not addressed by these rules.

COMMENT: Dorothy Harper suggested that reflexology be
licensed by itself.



COMMENT: Jan Harcourt submitted comments stating the
Polarity Therapy is a complete system of care with its own stan-
dards for practice and education. The American Polarity Therapy
Association certifies and sets standards of practice for polarity
practitioners. Ms. Harcourt suggested polarity therapy and other
energy bodywork modalities affecting human energy system be
specifically excluded from the regulations of Missouri massage
therapy law. 
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. Certain modalities are exempt-
ed from the massage therapy law in sections 324.265.7(2), (3), and
(4), RSMo Supp. 1999. If these modalities fall within the statuto-
ry exemption, then the rules and regulations do not apply. If, how-
ever, the practice of these modalities fall within the definition of
massage therapy as defined in section 324.240(7), RSMo Supp.
1999, then such practice would be governed by the rules and reg-
ulations.

COMMENT: Kim Coleman submitted comments expressing con-
cern regarding estheticians being able to perform massage therapy
since their training doesn’t adequately address the specific needs
of the massage therapy profession.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. This subject is governed by
section 324.265.7(1), RSMo Supp. 1999 not by rule and is beyond
the scope of authority of the board. Furthermore, the use of the
title “massage therapist” or “licensed massage therapist” is
restricted pursuant to section 324.270, RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: Mark Knapp submitted comments regarding various
points of the law, stating that such phrases as “deemed by the
board” is a potential conflict of interest and suggested that enforce-
ment be the responsibility of the Attorney General’s Office.
COMMENT: Paul Steingruby submitted general comments stating
the proposed rules are excessive, at times punitive to the practic-
ing massage therapist, and written primarily for a clinical/medical
setting. 
RESPONSE: The board disagrees as the comment does not relate
to a proposed rule. The wording is taken from section 324.245,
RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs submitted com-
ments opposing the board’s use of the word “treatment” stating
that it implies that massage therapists are medical professionals
that can diagnosis and treat.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The use of the word treatment
is consistent with section 324.240(7), RSMo Supp. 1999.
Diagnosis is not authorized by section 324.240(7), RSMo Supp.
1999.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested the board include in the original pur-
pose statement the phrase “or body somatic practitioner” after the
words “massage therapy”.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The statutory title of the pro-
fession is massage therapist, however, an individual may use any
appropriate titles for which they are credentialed.

COMMENT: Sid Wasserman, Phyllis Riggs and Paul Steingruby
commented that the term “client” as defined in section (1) should
be defined by the therapist or business.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board determined it appropriate to define the term “client” in
the rules.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green and Cynthia Hughes com-
mented on section (3) of the rule stating that while the intent is

correct, if the law is interpreted literally, schools would have to
assign an instructor any time a student performs any type of mas-
sage. The words “either” and “or” should be inserted so the defi-
nition is defined as either the control, direction, instruction or reg-
ulation of a student at all times.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the rule as written will ensure that an instructor is on site, howev-
er, one on one instruction is not required. See 4 CSR 197-
2.040(8).

COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the American Massage
Therapy Association suggested that direct supervision in section
(3) be defined as the control, direction, instruction and regulation
of a student at all times by an approved instructor. The language as
written could allow for a loophole in which schools could choose
to use unqualified persons such as other students or staff to super-
vise students. This situation may arise particularly in a clinic set-
ting where it might be less expensive to have someone other than
an instructor provide supervision.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The board determined that the
definition of direct supervision as well as board rules, 4 CSR 197-
2.040(5) and 4 CSR 197-2.010(2)(C)4.A., B., C., and D., address
the issue. 

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green and Cynthia Hughes com-
mented on section (4) of the rule stating that universal precautions
as defined by the Center for Disease Control (CDC) are justifiable
to some degree. The CDC has established strict requirements that
are understandable for major healthcare facilities dealing with
many injuries and constant exposure to potential hazard. However,
these types of precautions are not viable for schools or an individ-
ual practitioner. Mr. Green suggested that clarification be added to
this rule specifically defining what the precautions consist of and
precisely how they should be implemented in the field of massage. 
COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments opposing the
inclusion of section (4) stating the CDC guidelines are concerned
with needle sticks and contact with large amounts of body fluids. 
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board determined that the definition of universal precautions is
appropriate to the practice of massage therapy as defined by sec-
tion 324.240(7), RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested clarification and examples of the
phrase “statistically valid examination on therapeutic massage and
bodywork” as required in several sections of 4 CSR 197-2.010. 
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: In response
to the comment to proposed rule 4 CSR 197-2.010 the term “sta-
tistically valid examination” has been added to the definitions in 4
CSR 197-1.010.

4 CSR 197-1.010 Definitions

(4) “Statistically valid examination” is defined as an examination
that has been validated by an unbiased third party such as a nation-
ally recognized testing company or by a professional psychometri-
cian whose credentials are acceptable to the board. The examina-
tion shall be based on a job analysis and expert judgement, which
identifies a minimum level of competency to perform massage
therapy and then tests only subjects judged as most important for
beginning licensees to know. 

(5) “Universal precautions” is an approach to infection control as
defined by the Center for Disease Control (CDC). According to
the concept of universal precautions, all human blood and certain
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body fluids are treated as if known to be infectious for Human
Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV), Hepatitis B Virus (HBV), and
other blood borne pathogens.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 1—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.240, 324.245, and 324.270, RSMo Supp. 1999, the
board adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-1.020 Titling is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 795). No changes have been made to the text of the
proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. No comments were received on this rule.
The Board of Therapeutic Massage received written comments on
the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m. on May 10, 2000. All comments
are summarized herein. The board received two (2) comments on
this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested the board include in section (1) the
phrase “or BSP (Body Somatic Practitioner)” after the term
“LMT.”
COMMENT: Roger Wienerth suggested the board expand the title
of massage therapist to massage/bodywork therapist and license
individuals under the title “Licensed Bodywork Therapist.”
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The board lacks authority to
address this issue because it is governed by the statute. However,
individuals may use additional titles for which they are appropri-
ately credentialed.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 1—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245 and 324.250, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board
adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-1.030 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 795–799). The title with changes is reprinted here.
This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on

May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received one (1) comment on the proposed rule.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti requested clarification of section
(2) questioning whether legal name refers to the registered doing
business as (dba) name, to the individual’s personal name or
names, or to either or both. Ms. Miranti suggested that the board
also require that a copy of all dba’s that are registered with the
Secretary of State to be included with the application packet.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees with the first part of the comment and has changed the title
of the rule to read “Name and Address Changes for Individuals.”

4 CSR 197-1.030 Name and Address Changes for Individuals

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 1—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245, 324.247, 324.250, 324.252, 324.265 and
324.267, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-1.040 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 800). The section with changes is reprinted here. This
proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publication in the
Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on this proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received twenty-one (21) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested the words “business
organization check” be inserted between the words “cashier’s
check and personal check” in section (1). This will allow institu-
tions and entities that are not sole proprietorships to follow stan-
dard accounting recommendations of the Internal Revenue Service
(IRS) and other revenue managers.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and incorporates the words “business check” in section (1)
of the rule.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested the cost of the criminal background
check be included in this rule.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The cost of
the criminal background check is the fingerprinting fee. However,
for clarification, the board amended the rule to replace “finger-
printing fee” with “criminal background check fee.” 

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green and Cynthia Hughes submit-
ted comments regarding subsection (1)(A) questioning whether the
state business license fee overrode local municipality fees or if it



is in addition to; does the state law override local ordinances where
massage or working on the opposite sex is considered illegal; in
areas where prohibited, will out call or home massage business be
allowed; and are local business ordinances superceded or added
to?
RESPONSE: The comment does not address the rule, rather, seeks
clarification of the statute. The board directs Mr. Green and Ms.
Hughes to section 324.272, RSMo Supp. 1999.  

COMMENT: Helen Kersey and Katherine Miranti stated that the
fees established in section (3) are too high.
COMMENT: Kathleen Crawford commented that the fee estab-
lished in subsection (3)(I) is too high and suggested that the fee be
set between $50–$75.
COMMENT: Connie Brown, Jane Case, Kathleen Crawford,
Christopher D. Green, Helen Kersey, Phyllis Riggs, Paul
Steingruby, and Sid Wasserman commented that the fee established
in subsection (3)(J) is high compared to other professions.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The fees were set to accom-
modate the projected costs of administration of the board based on
the estimated number of massage therapists in this state. The fees
are biennial, therefore, the application and renewal fees are $75.00
for individual licenses and $25.00 for business licenses per year.

COMMENT: Kathleen Crawford and Brenda Boyd commented
that the fee established in subsection (3)(O) should not be includ-
ed in the massage therapy profession. Fingerprinting stigmatizes
massage therapists and discriminates against the profession. They
questioned which other healthcare professions are required to be
fingerprinted in order to work in their field.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.267, RSMo Supp. 1999
which requires the criminal background check. In addition, section
43.543 (which passed in 1993) allows any agency listed in section
621.045 to do fingerprinting, if warranted. The following boards
are listed in section 621.045, RSMo: Accountancy; Architects,
Professional Engineers, and Land Surveyors; Barber;
Cosmetology; Chiropractic Examiners; Podiatry; Dental;
Embalmers; Healing Arts; Nursing; Optometry; Pharmacy; Real
Estate; and Veterinary. Currently, the State Board of Chiropractic
Examiners, State Board of Nursing, State Board of Optometry and
the State Board of Pharmacy perform fingerprinting.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented on subsection
(3)(L). Mr. Green suggested since the purpose of this fee is to
allow graduate students to practice until they can take the test or
their license is approved, this fee should be applied to the final
license cost.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The fees were set to accom-
modate the projected cost of administration of issuing the provi-
sional license.

COMMENT: Kathleen Crawford suggested that subsection (3)(Q)
be deleted and suggested that students only be licensed when they
complete their training.
COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented on subsection
(3)(Q). Since students are not allowed to charge for services or can
only represent themselves as student practitioners, Mr. Green
questioned the intent of the fee. Mr. Green further questioned the
processing time frame of the student license stating that most
schools do not assign outside massage until the second semester.
He further stated that unless the turnaround time is less than one
week, the students would not receive their license in time to com-
plete massages.
COMMENT: Barbara Simon of Missouri College and Cynthia
Hughes stated that subsection (3)(Q) is unclear in its intent. Ms.
Simon stated that the procedure for applying for and canceling stu-
dent licenses creates an additional workload on the training insti-

tutions. Clarification was requested regarding the processing and
time frame for the processing, stating that more than a two-week
processing time would make it impossible for students to complete
the schools clinical requirement.
RESPONSE: The Board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.265.5, RSMo Supp. 1999.
The board did, however, note that the administration of this rule
will be in a timely manner.

4 CSR 197-1.040 Fees

(1) All fees shall be paid by cashier’s check, personal check, busi-
ness check, money order, or other method approved by the divi-
sion and must be made payable to the Board of Therapeutic
Massage.

(3) The fees are established as follows:
(O) Criminal Background Check Fee $23.00

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 2—Massage Therapist Licensure Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.240, 324.243, 324.245, 324.265, 324.267 and
324.270, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-2.010 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 800–805). The sections with changes are reprinted
here. This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publi-
cation in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received ninety-two (92) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested clarification and examples of the
phrase “statistically valid examination on therapeutic massage and
bodywork” as required in several sections of this rule. 
COMMENT: Brad Potter submitted comments questioning
whether the National Certification Board of Therapeutic Massage
and Bodywork and the National Certification Commission for
Acupuncture and Oriental Medicine are private or governmental
agencies. Mr. Potter further questioned why the board is relin-
quishing its testing and competency authority to out-of-state orga-
nizations. Mr. Potter stated that if a testing requirement is to be a
part of the bill, the board should be the entity to define the require-
ments and administer the tests. There are no national standards
approved by any federal government agency or rule of law, there-
fore, standards and practice rules and regulations are in their infan-
cy. A certification test should be created that can be used to test
therapists coming from outside Missouri. It could also be given to
graduates of authorized schools and/or mentor programs. The use
of a standardized test could be used in place of most of the grand-
fathering clauses as well.
RESPONSE: The board will consider any statistically valid exam-
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ination presented for approval. In addition, the term “statistically
valid examination” has been added to the definitions in 4 CSR 197-
1.010.

COMMENT: Teresa Gray, Mark Knapp and Willie Morgan sub-
mitted comments opposing the inclusion of a massage therapist’s
home address on the application stating that this could put thera-
pists in a compromising situation with some clients.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. This is standard procedure for
professions licensed in the State of Missouri.

COMMENT: Teresa Orler requested that the board consider
requiring a TB test since it is a requirement in many licensing
states.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is beyond the scope of the statute.

COMMENT: Jane Case submitted comments opposing the finger-
printing requirement as established in subsections (1)(B) and
(2)(B) and in paragraphs (3)(A)2., (3)(B)2., (3)(C)2., (4)(A)2.,
and (4)(B)2. and suggested that each town or county be responsi-
ble for it.
COMMENT: Connie Brown, Bo Burnett, Dorothy Harper, Helen
Kersey, Louise Fillinger, Phyllis Riggs, Paul Steingruby and Sid
Wasserman, submitted comments opposing the fingerprinting
requirement and questioned if other professions are held to such
requirements.
COMMENT: Janet Johnson submitted comments concerning the
fingerprinting requirements questioning why this requirement is
necessary since massage therapists are governed by the State Board
of Registration for the Healing Arts. Ms. Johnson has worked as a
medical social worker and has never heard of anyone in the heal-
ing profession being obligated in this fashion. Ms. Johnson stated
it appears that the state or the board is questioning the integrity of
massage therapy as a legitimate profession.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.267, RSMo Supp. 1999
which requires the criminal background check. In addition, section
43.543 (which passed in 1993) allows any agency listed in section
621.045, RSMo to do fingerprinting, if warranted. The following
boards are listed in section 621.045, RSMo: Accountancy;
Architects, Professional Engineers, and Land Surveyors; Barber;
Cosmetology; Chiropractic Examiners; Podiatry; Dental;
Embalmers; Healing Arts; Nursing; Optometry; Pharmacy; Real
Estate; and Veterinary. Currently, the State Board of Chiropractic
Examiners, State Board of Nursing, State Board of Optometry and
the State Board of Pharmacy perform fingerprinting.

COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding the
fingerprinting requirements and questioned the number of prints to
be submitted. Mr. Morgan questioned how the board will handle
positive background checks and if the massage therapist will have
the opportunity to respond to the background check.
RESPONSE: This comment does not address a specific issue in
the rule, rather seeks clarification of administrative procedures.
The agencies that perform the criminal background check require
two (2) sets of fingerprints be submitted. If a positive criminal
background check is received, the board will review it at that time.  

COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the Missouri Chapter
American Massage Therapy Association commented that subpara-
graph (1)(C)4.A., as it reads now, individuals who receive a
license by grandfathering may only have one hundred (100) hours
of training or less to teach.  One hundred (100) hours is not a high
enough minimum standard to ensure quality education. It is rea-
sonable to require those who want to teach others to have accu-
mulated at least five hundred (500) hours of training or its equiv-
alent. However, the five hundred (500) hours do not necessarily

have to match the curriculum.
COMMENT: Terrie Yardley-Nohr submitted comments regarding
subparagraph (1)(C)4.A. stating that a small number of schools are
using or hiring instructors that have practiced for two (2) years but
may only have one hundred to two hundred (100–200) hours of
training. Many times this training has not included any anatomy,
physiology, or pathology. As instructor, Ms. Yardley-Nohr feels
that these areas are critical for an instructor of massage therapy to
know before even a beginning level of class. Ms. Yardley-Nohr
suggested that instructors have at least five hundred (500) hours of
education before teaching massage theory and techniques to
include the above subjects, practiced professionally for two (2)
years and be approved by the Coordinating Board of Higher
Education. 
COMMENT: Kim Coleman submitted comments regarding sub-
paragraph (1)(C)4.A. stating that she was concerned about being
limited in her instructor field. She has a Master’s Degree of
Education and ten (10) years of massage therapy practice in addi-
tion to over three (3) years of instruction/training. She is also an
anatomy and physiology instructor and does not want be limited
because her degree does not seem to be related. Ms. Coleman
asked how instructor credentialing issues fit under the board’s reg-
ulation.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The grandfather provisions
were established by section 324.265, RSMo Supp. 1999 and the
rules were designed to establish the guidelines for implementation,
not to discriminate between someone who obtained licensure
through grandfathering provisions and someone who obtained
licensure through regular application.

COMMENT: Laura Elmore submitted comments supporting the
one hundred (100) clock hours as required in subsections (1)(C)
and (2)(C) but opposes the requirement for an instructor to hold a
bachelor’s degree. Ms. Elmore stated that the instructor may hold
a bachelor’s in anatomy but may not have any idea how to apply it
to bodywork. There are many individuals who have not been
taught by someone with this status and will be affected by this
requirement.
COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the Missouri Chapter
American Massage Therapy Association submitted comments
regarding subparagraph (1)(C)4.B. stating that massage therapy is
all about anatomy. While regular textbook anatomy is necessary
and valuable and should be a part of the curriculum, knowledge of
musculoskeletal anatomy and physiology, neuromuscular anatomy
and physiology and kinesiology is most relevant and crucial to a
massage therapist. It is necessary that therapists have a thorough
knowledge of muscle origins and insertions, including skill in pal-
pating those muscles on a real person. It is important that thera-
pists have at least a basic understanding of which muscles are
involved in which movements of the body. Mr. Ruvalcaba stated
that the association would argue that many potential teachers who
may not hold a bachelor’s degree or higher in a field related to
anatomy and physiology may actually be more qualified to teach
the specialized type of anatomy and physiology that massage ther-
apists need than a person who has degree. Mr. Ruvalcaba suggest-
ed that this subparagraph be amended as follows: “One hundred
(100) clock hours dedicated to the study of anatomy and physiolo-
gy provided by an instructor who holds a bachelor’s degree or
higher in a field related to anatomy and physiology or who pos-
sesses comparable education and experience in anatomy and phys-
iology and advanced anatomically oriented soft tissue therapy tech-
niques.”
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested that subparagraph
(1)(C)4.B. be amended to include instructors who are not massage
therapists, even if they hold bachelor’s degrees in both anatomy
and physiology.
COMMENT: Laura Elmore stated that she has a hard time deal-
ing with the idea of an anatomy instructor having a Bachelor’s of

Page 2116 Orders of Rulemaking



Science in Anatomy.  Anatomy in the sense of bodywork and mas-
sage is a little bit different than how you’re going to learn it at any
college in terms of learning it as a doctor. Ms. Elmore questioned
why an instructor is going to need that much time and energy relat-
ed to something that may not be what they’re teaching to their stu-
dents. 
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
subparagraph (1)(C)4.B. requiring a bachelor’s degree in anatomy
and physiology rather than anatomy or physiology would cause
undue hardship on the schools. This requirement is not necessary
and is not consistent with the balance of the curricular needs. Ms.
Miranti suggested that the board allow the Coordinating Board of
Higher Education (CBHE) to make decisions about curricula and
instructors qualifications.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: In the inter-
est of public safety, the board believes it is prudent to require the
instructor of the anatomy and physiology to hold a bachelor’s
degree or higher in a field related to anatomy and physiology and
not require the instructor to be a massage therapist. However, for
clarification the board amended subparagraphs (1)(C)4.B. and
(2)(C)4.B. 

COMMENT: Teresa Orler commented on subparagraphs
(1)(C)4.A. and  (1)(C)4.B. stating that these rules require that a
student receive three hundred (300) clock hours of massage theo-
ry and practice techniques. However, no mention is made as to
where the massage theories and practice techniques originate or
what they are to include or consist of and no test is being made
available that will confirm the qualifications of the instructor of
these theories and techniques. However, the rules require that the
student receive one hundred (100) hours of training in anatomy and
physiology by someone who holds a bachelor’s degree or higher.
Massage therapists are not expected to provide rehabilitation nor
are they expected to provide exercise, prevent disability, restore
function, motion, or strength as this is the privilege and responsi-
bility of a massage therapist. Ms. Orler suggested that more
emphasis be placed on theory and practice and less on anatomy
and physiology. 
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.265.1(2), RSMo Supp.
1999.

COMMENT: Cynthia Hughes submitted a comment regarding
subparagraph (1)(C)4.C. questioning what the state considers doc-
umentable experience in the field of business practices, profes-
sional ethics, hygiene and massage law. Ms. Hughes states the
requirements of this subparagraph are vague, undefined and need
clarification so that students will not be disadvantaged by having
instructors that the state does not consider qualified.
COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that the require-
ments of subparagraph (1)(C)4.C. are vague, undefined and need
clarification so students will not be disadvantaged by having
instructors the state does not consider qualified. Mr. Green also
commented that subsection (3)(C) needs to be specific so that stu-
dents do not waste time and money taking courses from non-
approved schools. Mr. Green also commented that the require-
ments of subsection (4)C. are vague, undefined and needs clarifi-
cation so that students will not be disadvantaged by having instruc-
tors the state does not consider qualified.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. Pursuant to 4 CSR 197-
2.010(1) and (2), a school certified by the Coordinating Board for
Higher Education or a certified mentor program approved by the
board are approved massage therapy programs. The certification or
approval includes review of instructors and curriculum.

COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the Missouri Chapter
American Massage Therapy Association submitted comments
regarding subparagraphs (1)(C)4.C. and (2)(C)4.B., stating that

the instructor qualifications seem vague. Mr. Ruvalcaba stated
education would be as valuable as experience. Mr. Ruvalcaba sug-
gested that the subparagraphs be amended to state: “Fifty (50)
clock hours dedicated to business practice, professional ethics,
hygiene and massage law in the state of Missouri provided by an
instructor who demonstrates documentable education/experience
in a related field.”
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends sections (1) and (2) of the proposed rule.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
subparagraph (1)(C)4.D. stating that it is imperative that all mas-
sage therapists be required to obtain and maintain these credentials
especially if they receive medical referrals and prescriptions
and/or work with certain populations. However, in some areas of
the state training for CPR and first aid are very difficult to receive.
Ms. Miranti further stated that just because some therapists hold
certification in either or both does not mean that he/she is recog-
nized by anyone as being qualified to teach it. The instructor
should be taught how to teach by associations known for and expe-
rienced in teaching these classes.
COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the Missouri Chapter
American Massage Therapy Association submitted comments
regarding subparagraphs (1)(C)4.D., (2)(C)4.C., and (2)(C)4.D.,
stating that the instructor qualifications seem vague and education
would be as valuable as experience. Mr. Ruvalcaba suggested that
the subparagraphs be amended to state: “Fifty (50) clock hours
dedicated to ancillary therapies provided by an instructor who
demonstrates documentable experience in a related field. The fifty
(50) clock hours shall include but not be limited to cardiopul-
monary resuscitation (CPR) and first aid which shall be provided
by an instructor who holds the respective certification.”
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends sections (1) and (2) of the proposed rule.

COMMENT: Terrie Yardely-Nohr submitted comments regarding
subparagraphs (1)(C)4.D., (2)(C)4.C., and (2)(C)4.D., stating
this is an area of concern. Ms. Yardley-Nohr stated the instructor
needs to be approved by the Coordinating Board of Higher
Education (CBHE). She suggested that the rule read “docu-
mentable experience/education in the courses in which they are
instructing.” Students do not know their education is not sufficient
until they have graduated and try to practice. Ms. Yardely-Nohr
also suggested that instructors be required to have background
checks as required of all massage therapists.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees with the first part of this comment and amends sections (1)
and (2) of the rule. Criminal background checks are not authorized
under section 324.267, RSMo Supp. 1999, therefore, this issue is
not addressed by the board.  

COMMENT: Teresa Gray and Linda Mayhugh suggested that indi-
viduals who are nationally certified through the National
Certification Board of Therapeutic Massage and Bodywork
(NCBTMB) be automatically licensed by the board.  Ms. Gray
cited the NCBTMB requirements specify schooling hours and a
breakdown of certain studies, therefore, those requirements should
qualify an individual for state licensure.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is beyond the scope of the statute. Section 324.265,
RSMo Supp. 1999 outlines the qualifications of applicants.

COMMENT: Dorothy Harper suggested that the board pay atten-
tion to the therapist’s different fields of therapy stating that one (1)
test for everyone is not appropriate.
COMMENT: Roger Wienerth suggested the board expand the test-
ing and licensing requirements to include the Heller-
work/Rolfing/Feldenkrais/Alexander Technique.
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COMMENT: Kathleen Crawford submitted comments on sections
(1)(D) and (2)(D) and paragraph (3)(A)3. questioning why indi-
viduals are being required to take the national exam and suggested
that the board accept a school final exam or state of Missouri
develop an exam to keep money in Missouri.
COMMENT: Teresa Orler submitted comments regarding sections
(1)(D) and (2)(D) and paragraph (3)(A)3. stating that taking the
NCBTMB examination without a practical examination does not
provide an adequate measure of competency and suggested that the
board devise its own examination, which includes a written and
practical examination. Devising a written and practical examina-
tion for therapists and instructors is in the best interest of the state
financially and would ensure a standard of excellence not being
met by the NCBTMB. This would also eliminate the necessity of
an instructor who hold a bachelor’s degree or higher.
COMMENT: Laura Elmore requested clarification from the board
regarding whether the state was going to offer an exam that includ-
ed a practical exam.
COMMENT: Kirby Holbrook, SOMA Wellness Center, com-
mented on subsection (1)(D). Mr. Holbrook cited that the statute
states the state examination may consist of school examinations and
stated that individuals completing a five hundred (500) hour course
should not have to pay to take a national exam if they have suc-
cessfully completed the exams in their course of study.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
subsection (1)(D) stating group testing and accreditation standards
involve more than simple statistical validity, at the very least, they
should require statistical reliability. Ms. Miranti suggested the
board amend paragraph (1)(D)3. by deleting the word “appropri-
ate” and inserting “substantially equivalent” since “appropriate” is
an ambiguous term. 
COMMENT: Christopher D. Green, Sid Wasserman and Phyllis
Riggs submitted comments regarding the requirements of para-
graph (1)(D)3. questioning what the board considers an appropri-
ate examination, what the guidelines and test criteria are, and who
may administer the test.
COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested clarification of the phrase “an exami-
nation deemed appropriate by the board” in paragraph (1)(D)3.
Since the coursework of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy differs substantially from that offered by massage
therapy schools in state of Missouri, they asked if an examination
structured by Midwest Institute of Bodywork and Somatic Therapy
and approved by the board could be used to test body somatic prac-
titioners in lieu of the examination proposed by the board?
RESPONSE: The board has recognized two examinations and will
consider any other statistically valid examination presented to the
board for approval.

COMMENT: Margretha Koehn and Rita Paul submitted comments
suggesting that section (3) be rewritten to allow individuals to be
grandfathered with five hundred (500) hours of training and that
four hundred fifty (450) hours need not to be over a three (3) year
time frame.
COMMENT: Brad Potter stated the one hundred fifty (150) hour
requirement of paragraph (3)(A), (3)(B), and (3)(C) is unworkable.
COMMENT: Eydie Sausville suggested the requirements of para-
graph (3)(A)3., (3)(B)3., and (3)(C)3. be reduced to one hundred
(100) hours.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees and has deemed one hundred
fifty (150) hours to be reasonable. The rule defines maintenance
of a practice as at least one hundred fifty (150) hours for three (3)
years out of a five (5)-year period.

COMMENT: Denise Horton submitted comments regarding sec-
tion (3) of the rules. Ms. Horton suggested that individuals with
five hundred (500) hours of formal education be included regard-
less of experience. Ms. Horton stated that these individuals have

more than enough clock hours which include hands-on-experience
through assigned required massages, practicals and supervisories. 
COMMENT: Michael and Lisa Talcott submitted comments
regarding the requirement of section (3) and requested that nurses
prior to 1988 or 1990 with an accredited Swedish course be grand-
fathered in Missouri.
COMMENT: Karen Baudrexl requested that nurses be grandfa-
thered based on their nursing education and experience. 
COMMENT: Chuck Apels stated that individuals who went to
school less than five hundred (500) hours prior to 1999 should be
grandfathered.
COMMENT: Connie Brown, Phyllis Riggs and Sid Wasserman
submitted a comment opposing section (3) stating that the grand-
father process seems to penalize those who have been trained and
working before the law was passed.
COMMENT: Eydie Sausville submitted a comment suggesting
that anyone with one (1) year experience be grandfathered. 
COMMENT: Helen Kersey submitted comments suggesting that
anyone in business prior to 1998 be grandfathered since there were
no laws regulating massage therapy at that time.
COMMENT: Debra J. Pugh submitted a comment requesting
inclusion in the requirement of section (3). Ms. Pugh has been
practicing since November 1996, has five hundred (500) hours of
training, continuing education, and is a licensed practical nurse.
COMMENTS: Brenda Boyd submitted comments stating that sev-
eral therapists in the Joplin area are good therapists and have no
schooling and requested to know how they will fit in the rules. 
COMMENT: Dana Dorsey stated that she graduated from a six
hundred hour (600) state board approved school and has been prac-
ticing for two (2) years and is questioning why she would be
required to take the upcoming Missouri examination.
COMMENT: Angel Stahr submitted comments requesting the
board accommodate therapists on a case by case basis. Ms. Stahr
received one hundred (100) hours of certification in December
1996 and has been in practice as a massage therapist since that
time. Ms. Stahr has completed one hundred twenty (120) hours of
anatomy and physiology in addition to over one hundred twenty
(120) hours of various massage courses. Ms. Stahr stated that com-
pleting another one hundred (100) hours of training, as required by
law, would be redundant, especially the twenty-five (25) hours of
anatomy and physiology. Ms. Stahr stated that she intends to take
the national examination, however, would not benefit under the
proposed rule. 
COMMENT: Janet Johnson submitted comments requesting inclu-
sion in the grandfathering requirements of section (3). Ms.
Johnson began working as a massage therapist in January 1997
which places her short four (4) months in meeting the require-
ments. Ms. Johnson states that she attended school in Missouri and
obtained five hundred (500) hours of credit, but since there were
no guidelines at the time the school held no state certification. Ms.
Johnson stated that it is her understanding that an individual can-
not be punished for a crime committed before the act was passed
into law. There seems to be an analogy saying that a school should
have met specific requirements before they were passed into law in
order for the students to be grandfathered. This seems unfair in
contrast to individuals who made no attempt to obtain formal edu-
cation but who become automatically accepted based upon a few
more months of working in massage therapy as an occupation.
COMMENT: Brad Potter submitted comments requesting inclu-
sion in the grandfathering requirements of section (3). Mr. Potter
states that he does not qualify for a grandfathering waiver and sug-
gests that the ten (10) year requirement be lowered to five (5)
years. 
COMMENT: Mary L. Lawrence requested the board reconsider
the requirements of section (3) to either grandfather in individuals
who hold an existing license and current employment; take into
account the number of hours of massage experience for those who
fall short of the three (3) year requirement; hear cases on individ-
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ual basis if individuals fall short of the requirements; or provide
student status that would allow individuals to continue to work
while obtaining the required education. Ms. Lawrence submitted
the signatures of forty-one (41) individuals supporting the change
of the grandfathering requirements. Camilla Lawrence and Genie
Hecker also submitted letters of support for Mary L. Lawrence.
COMMENT: Paul Steingruby submitted comments regarding sec-
tion (3) questioning why practice time prior to August 28, 1999
counts as experience and not as experience for the time practiced
until August 28, 2000 or until the actual time of license issued.
Mr. Steingruby inquired how the board plans to test for hands-on
competence and how the board will assess the character and basic
morality of the therapist.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.265, RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: Sid Wasserman, Phyllis Riggs and Paul Steingruby
submitted comments regarding section (3) questioning why one
(1) or two (2) forms of documentation is not adequate.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The rule does
not require all documents be submitted but rather allows the appli-
cant a variety of methods of documenting ten (10) years of experi-
ence. For clarification, the board has amended paragraphs
(3)(C)3., (4)(A)3., and (4)(B)3. of the rule.

COMMENT: Laura Elmore submitted comments regarding sub-
section (3)(B) questioning how therapists know what type of mas-
sage and if they will be required to pass an exam.
RESPONSE: Without further clarification the board is unable to
respond to this comment.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
paragraph (3)(B)3. suggesting the deletion of the word “shall” and
the insertion of the word “may.” Ms. Miranti stated that not all
applicants will have all of the documents listed. It is understood
that the board has the authority to substantiate claims made in
applications and determine whether the opposing documents are
adequate for proof. Ms. Miranti suggested the board set forth pro-
cedures for appeals and denials. Ms. Miranti also suggested that
subparagraph (3)(B)3.L. be amended by inserting “or” after the
semicolon to be consistent with the itemizations in other cate-
gories.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has amended section (3) of the rule.

COMMENT: Brad Potter submitted comments regarding client
records as mentioned in subparagraphs (3)(B)3.M., (3)(C)3.M.,
and (4)(A)3.M., and (4)(B)3.M. questioning how individuals who
did not keep records or have lost the records would be able to meet
this requirement. Mr. Potter further questioned whether a therapist
would be penalized for an illness, a child, or taking time off from
massage either by choice or under doctor’s orders.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. Applicants have been given fif-
teen (15) years to demonstrate the ten (10)-year requirement. The
applicant may want to consider other options for licensure.

COMMENT: Jane Case submitted comments regarding subpara-
graphs (3)(B)3.M., (3)(C)3.M., and (4)(A)3.M., and (4)(B)3.M.
opposing the submission of a work log or client records as proof
of massage therapy experience. Ms. Case suggested that referral
letters from clients and other healthcare professionals should pro-
vide the information the board is looking for.
COMMENT: Teresa Gray submitted a comment regarding subsec-
tion (4)(A) stating that if she were a massage therapy client, she
would not feel comfortable knowing that her personal clients
records were being distributed to several strangers for review. Ms.

Gray suggested that client forms be deleted as an option for prov-
ing massage hours.
COMMENT: Mark Knapp submitted comments opposing the sub-
mission of client records as proof of massage therapy. Mr. Knapp
cited the law as written stipulates that the therapist is responsible
for confidentiality and that the board is under no obligation to pro-
tect the confidentiality of those clients. Mr. Knapp suggested that
subparagraphs (3)(B)3.I., (3)(C)3.I., and (4)(A)3.I., and (4)(B)3.I
covers the issue and protect client’s confidentiality.
COMMENT: Brenda Boyd and Willie Morgan submitted com-
ments opposing subparagraph (3)(B)3.M., (3)(C)3.M., and
(4)(A)3.M., and (4)(B)3.M. stating that submission of work logs
is an invasion of client confidentiality and should only be submit-
ted with client consent.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated that subparagraph
(3)(B)3.M., (3)(C)3.M., and (4)(A)3.M., and (4)(B)3.M. con-
flicts with the massage therapist efforts to protect client informa-
tion. Ms. Miranti suggested the board promulgate a rule that states
a massage therapist shall not communicate with any person about
a client’s records without first having obtained a written release for
the records to be sent or for the therapist to discuss treatment or
other records with any person. Ms. Miranti further suggested that
the board promulgate a rule that no therapist should communicate
about a specific client via the Internet, E-mail, cellular phone or
other such communication media that would allow audible or visu-
al interception by another person. 
COMMENT: Brad Potter and Jane Case submitted comments
regarding subparagraphs (3)(B)3.A., (3)(C)3.A., and (4)(A)3.A.,
and (4)(B)3.A. opposing the option to submit income tax records
from the previous ten (10) years as proof of massage therapy expe-
rience.
COMMENT: Louis Fillinger submitted comments opposing sub-
sections (3)(B), (3)(C), (4)(B), and (4)(C) which requires the sub-
mission of income tax forms, evidence of office rent or lease
agreements, verifiable letters of confirmation from clients, and/or
work log or client records. Ms. Fillinger believes her right to pri-
vacy should be respected the same as with a medical doctor.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The rule does
not require all documents be submitted but rather allows the appli-
cant a variety of methods of documenting ten (10) years of experi-
ence. The particular form selected to be submitted will vary by
applicant. However, for clarification, the board has amended sec-
tion (3) of the rule. Furthermore, information submitted by the
applicant is considered confidential pursuant to section
620.010.14(7), RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: Laura Elmore requested clarification regarding the
requirements subsection (3)(C) in particular why only one hundred
(100) clock hours or more when a temporary license requires one
hundred (100) hours prior to December 31, 2000 then requires
individuals to obtain an additional one hundred hours (100). Ms.
Elmore suggested subsection (3)(C) be amended to require addi-
tional hours. Ms. Elmore requested inclusion under the require-
ments of subsection (4)(A). Ms. Elmore stated that she had one
hundred fifty (150) clock hours but started working full-time at the
end of August 1999. Ms. Elmore requested the board consider
waiting until December 21, 2000 to allow her to obtain the hours
needed to meet this requirement.
COMMENT: Connie Brown commented regarding section (4)
opposing the inclusion of individuals with less than three (3) years
and at least one hundred (100) clock hours of training being able
to apply for a temporary two (2) year license and those individu-
als with more training and clock hours that do not fall within a
grandfathering clause.
COMMENT: Laura Elmore requested inclusion under the require-
ments of subsection (4)(A). Ms. Elmore stated that she had one
hundred fifty (150) clock hours but started working full time at the
end of August 1999. Ms. Elmore requested the board consider
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waiting until December 21, 2000 to allow her to obtain the hours
needed to meet this requirement.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.265, RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: Teresa Orler submitted comments on subsection
(4)(B) suggesting that provisions for massage therapy instructors
require anyone seeking licensure as a massage therapy instructor
have a minimum of one thousand (1,000) hours of training and
successfully pass a state instructors examination that includes writ-
ten and practical examinations.
RESPONSE: The board is unable to address this issue because it
is beyond the scope of the statute.

COMMENT: Janet Johnson submitted comments on section (4)(A)
stating that she has a Masters degree and has attended universities
in two (2) states and feels that she is able to judge the teaching
ability of her instructors and to determine if a curriculum appears
to be adequate. 
COMMENT: Connie Brown commented on subsection (4)(B) stat-
ing that she is unaware of a school of massage in the state of
Missouri that requires an instructor to hold a bachelor’s degree or
higher. If required, students could not afford the school.
COMMENT: Christopher D. Green suggested that subparagraphs
(3)(B)3.B., (3)(B)3.G., and (3)(B)3.H., be deleted from the regu-
lations stating these items are easily falsified and do not prove
actual practice.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board determined the rule to be appropriate.

COMMENT: Kirby Holbrook, SOMA Wellness Center, com-
mented on subsections (4)(B) stating that the text used in anatomy
and physiology for body workers differs considerably from those
normally used in college anatomy and physiology. Mr. Holbrook
suggested amending subsection (4)(B) by deleting the wording
“who holds a bachelor’s degree or higher in a field related to
anatomy and physiology” and insert the wording “is approved by
the Coordinating Board of Higher Education (CBHE).” 
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety
the board believes it is prudent for an instructor to have practiced
professionally for at least two (2) years. In addition, pursuant to
the rule massage therapy schools are certified by the Coordinating
Board for Higher Education which includes instructors and cur-
riculum.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested the cost of the criminal background
check be included in this rule.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The cost of
the criminal background check is the fingerprinting fee. However,
for clarification, the board amended the rule to replace “finger-
printing fee” with “criminal background check fee.”

4 CSR 197-2.010 Application for Licensure

(1) A person who has completed massage therapy studies consist-
ing of at least five hundred (500) clock hours of supervised instruc-
tion in a Coordinating Board of Higher Education (CBHE) certi-
fied school or an equivalent approving body for out-state appli-
cants, shall be at least eighteen (18) years of age and shall submit
or cause to be submitted:

(B) Two (2) sets of fingerprints and the criminal background
check fee;

(C) An official final transcript showing successful completion of
the program to be submitted directly to the board office from the
massage therapy program which includes:

1. The applicant’s hame;
2. Date of enrollment;

3. Date of completion; and
4. Documentation that the massage therapy program consist-

ed of at least five hundred (500) clock hours of supervised instruc-
tion which consisted of:

A. Three hundred (300) clock hours dedicated to massage
theory and practice techniques provided by an instructor(s) who
has practiced professionally for at least two (2) years and who is
licensed or meets the qualifications for licensure as a massage
therapist in the state of Missouri;

B. One hundred (100) clock hours dedicated to the study of
anatomy and physiology provided by an instructor(s) who holds a
bachelor’s degree/minor in a healthcare related field including but
not limited to the fields of physical therapy, chiropractic, osteopa-
thy, medical doctor, physician assistant, nursing, etc. or a bache-
lor’s degree/minor in a field related to anatomy and physiology
including but not limited to biology, chemistry, health, microbiol-
ogy, medicine, etc.;

C. Fifty (50) clock hours dedicated to business practice,
professional ethics, hygiene and massage law in the state of
Missouri provided by an instructor who demonstrates docu-
mentable experience/education in a related field; and

D. Fifty (50) clock hours dedicated to ancillary therapies
provided by an instructor(s) who demonstrates documentable expe-
rience/education in a related field. The fifty (50) clock hours shall
include but not be limited to cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR)
and first aid which shall be provided by an instructor who holds
the respective instructor certification.

(2) A person who has completed five hundred (500) clock hours in
an apprenticeship with a certified mentor and has successfully
passed an examination approved by the board shall be at least eigh-
teen (18) years of age and shall submit or cause to be submitted:

(B) Two (2) sets of fingerprints and the criminal background
check fee;

(C) Official evidence of completing five hundred (500) clock
hours of massage therapy training in an apprenticeship with a cer-
tified mentor which includes:

1. The applicant name;
2. Date of enrollment;
3. Date of completion;
4. Documentation that the mentorship program consisted of at

least five hundred (500) clock hours of supervised instruction
which consisted of:

A. Three hundred (300) clock hours dedicated to massage
theory and practice techniques provided directly by the certified
mentor;

B. One hundred (100) clock hours dedicated to the study of
anatomy and physiology provided by an instructor(s) who holds a
bachelor’s degree/minor in a healthcare related field including but
not limited to the fields of physical therapy, chiropractic, osteopa-
thy, medical doctor, physician assistant, nursing, etc. or a bache-
lor’s degree/minor in a field related to anatomy and physiology
including but not limited to biology, chemistry, health, microbiol-
ogy, medicine, etc.;

C. Fifty (50) clock hours dedicated to business practice,
professional ethics, hygiene and massage law in the state of
Missouri provided by an instructor(s) who demonstrates docu-
mentable experience/education in a related field; and

D. Fifty (50) clock hours dedicated to ancillary therapies
provided by an instructor(s) who demonstrates documentable expe-
rience/education in a related field. The fifty (50) clock hours shall
include but not be limited to cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR)
and first aid which shall be provided by an instructor who holds
the respective instructor certification; and   

(3) Grandfathering Provisions.
(A) A person who has passed a statistically valid examination on

therapeutic massage and bodywork prior to August 28, 1999 and
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applies for such license prior to December 31, 2000 shall be at
least eighteen (18) years of age and shall submit—

1. A completed notarized application and the accompanying
application fee;

2. Two (2) sets of fingerprints and the criminal background
check fee; and

3. Evidence of passing a statistically valid examination from
one of the following:

A. NCBTMB; or
B. NCCAOM.

(B) A person who has been in the practice of massage therapy
for at least ten (10) years prior to August 28, 1999 and applies for
such license prior to December 31, 2000 shall submit or cause to
be submitted:

1. A completed notarized application and the accompanying
application fee;

2. Two (2) sets of fingerprints and the criminal background
check fee;

3. Evidence documenting at least ten (10) years of massage
therapy practice (minimum of  one hundred fifty (150) massage
hours per year practiced between August 28, 1984 to August 28,
1999) which  may include but not be limited to a combination of
the following:

A. Income tax forms;
B. Professional massage therapy association member-

ship(s); 
C. Certificates of continuing education in massage therapy;
D. Business license(s);
E. Office rent or lease agreement(s); 
F. Yellow page advertisements with dates;
G. Printed advertisements with dates; 
H. Professional insurance;
I. Cancelled checks related to the massage therapy practice

which shall include but not be limited to payment for rent, services
rendered and/or massage therapy supplies; 

J. Verifiable letter(s) from employer(s);
K. Verifiable letter(s) of referral for massage therapy ser-

vices from a licensed healthcare professional; 
L. Verifiable letters of confirmation from clients of mas-

sage therapy experience; 
M. Work log or client records consisting of client’s name,

address and/or telephone number, appointment date, and time
period worked on client.

(C) A person who has been in the practice of a massage thera-
py for at least three (3) years prior to August 28, 1999, has com-
pleted at least one hundred (100) clock hours of formal training in
massage and applies for such license prior to December 31, 2000
shall be at least eighteen (18) years of age and shall submit or
cause to be submitted:

1. A completed notarized application and the accompanying
application fee;

2. Two (2) sets of fingerprints and the criminal background
check fee; 

3. Evidence documenting at least three (3) years massage
therapy practice (minimum of one hundred fifty (150)-massage
hours per year practiced between August 28, 1994 to August 28,
1999) which  may include but not be limited to a combination of
the following:

A. Income tax forms;
B. Professional massage therapy association member-

ship(s); 
C. Certificates of continuing education in massage therapy;
D. Business license(s);
E. Office rent or lease agreement(s); 
F. Yellow page advertisements with dates;
G. Printed advertisements with dates; 
H. Professional insurance;

I. Cancelled checks related to the massage therapy practice
which shall include but not be limited to payment for rent, services
rendered and/or massage therapy supplies;

J. Verifiable letter(s) from employer(s);
K. Verifiable letter(s) of referral for massage therapy ser-

vices from a licensed healthcare professional; 
L. Verifiable letters of confirmation from clients of mas-

sage therapy experience; or
M. Work log or client records consisting of client’s name,

address and/or telephone number, appointment date, and time
period worked on client; and

4. Evidence of at least one hundred (100) clock hours of for-
mal massage therapy training approved by the board which shall
include any combination of the following:

A. Classroom and directly supervised student clinical mas-
sage therapy practice hours;

B. Continuing education credits in massage therapy; or
C. Massage therapy seminar and/or workshop attendance.

(4) Temporary Two (2)-Year License.
(A) A person who has practiced less than three (3) years prior

to August 28, 1999 and has at least one hundred (100) clock hours
of training prior to December 31, 2000 and applies for a tempo-
rary two (2)-year license prior to December 31, 2000 shall be at
least eighteen (18) years of age and shall submit or cause to be sub-
mitted:

1. A completed notarized application and the accompanying
application fee;

2. Two (2) sets of fingerprints and the criminal background
check fee; 

3. Evidence documenting at least seventy-five (75) massage
hours over a minimum of a six (6)-month period with no less than
eight (8) hours in each single month of massage therapy practice
prior to August 28, 1999 which  may include but not be limited to
a combination of the following:

A. Income tax forms;
B. Professional massage therapy association member-

ship(s); 
C. Certificates of continuing education in massage therapy;
D. Business license(s);
E. Office rent or lease agreement(s); 
F. Yellow page advertisements with dates;
G. Printed advertisements with dates; 
H. Professional insurance;
I. Cancelled checks related to the massage therapy practice

which shall include but not be limited to payment for rent, services
rendered and/or massage therapy supplies;

J. Verifiable letter(s) from employer(s);
K. Verifiable letter(s) of referral for massage therapy ser-

vices from a licensed healthcare professional; 
L. Verifiable letters of confirmation from clients of mas-

sage therapy experience; or
M. Work log or client records consisting of client’s name,

address and/or telephone number, appointment date, and time
period worked on client.

4. Evidence of at least one hundred (100) clock hours of for-
mal massage therapy training approved by the board which shall
include any combination of the following:

A. Classroom and directly supervised student clinical mas-
sage therapy practice hours;

B. Continuing education credits in massage therapy; or
C. Massage therapy seminar and/or workshop attendance.

(B) A person who has practiced at least three (3) years prior to
August 28, 1999 and has less than one hundred (100) clock hours
of training prior to December 31, 2000 and applies for a tempo-
rary two (2)-year license prior to December 31, 2000 shall be at
least eighteen (18) years of age and shall submit or cause to be sub-
mitted:
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1. A completed notarized application and the accompanying
application fee;

2. Two (2) sets of fingerprints and the criminal background
check fee; 

3. Evidence documenting at least three (3) years massage
therapy practice (minimum of one hundred fifty (150)-massage
hours per year practiced between August 28, 1994 to August 28,
1999) which may include but not be limited to a combination of
the following:

A. Income tax forms;
B. Professional massage therapy association member-

ship(s); 
C. Certificates of continuing education in massage therapy;
D. Business license(s);
E. Office rent or lease agreement(s); 
F. Yellow page advertisements with dates;
G. Printed advertisements with dates; 
H. Professional insurance;
I. Cancelled checks related to the massage therapy practice

which shall include but not be limited to payment for rent, services
rendered and/or massage therapy supplies;

J. Verifiable letter(s) from employer(s);
K. Verifiable letter(s) of referral for massage therapy ser-

vices from a licensed healthcare professional; 
L. Verifiable letters of confirmation from clients of mas-

sage therapy experience; or
M. Work log or client records consisting of client’s name,

address and/or telephone number, appointment date, and time
period worked on client; and 

4. Evidence of at least twenty-five (25) clock hours of formal
massage therapy training approved by the board which shall
include any combination of the following:

A. Classroom and directly supervised student clinical mas-
sage therapy practice hours;

B. Continuing education credits in massage therapy; or
C. Massage therapy seminar and/or workshop attendance.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 2—Massage Therapist Licensure Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245 and 324.265, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board
adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-2.020 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 806–809). The section with changes is reprinted here.
This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S. Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received two (2) comments on the proposed rule.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested the cost of the criminal background
check be included in this rule.

RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The cost of
the criminal background check is the fingerprinting fee. However,
for clarification, the board amended the rule to replace “finger-
printing fee” with “criminal background check fee.”

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated that this rule does not
address reciprocity for massage therapist who where trained or
licensed in other countries. Ms. Miranti suggested the board con-
sider that there are a number of practitioners from other countries
who might need more provisions spelled out regarding grandfa-
thering. Ms. Miranti stated that she believes that it is inappropri-
ate to discriminate against these practitioners, especially given that
some of those individuals hold credentials from some of the
world’s best programs and others hold actual degrees in massage
therapy.
RESPONSE: The statutes do not provide for reciprocity with other
countries, however, an applicant may qualify under other provi-
sions in the rules.

4 CSR 197-2.020 Reciprocity

(1) A person applying for licensure by reciprocity whose state, ter-
ritory, or commonwealth of the District of Columbia has require-
ments which substantially conform to those in the state of Missouri
shall submit or cause to be submitted the following:

(B) Two (2) sets of fingerprints and the criminal background
check fee;

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 2—Massage Therapist Licensure Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245 and 324.265, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board
adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-2.030 Provisional License is adopted.

A notice of the proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 810–813). No changes have been made to the text of
the proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received one (1) comment on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested that if a statutory
change is necessary the board request the division or department
to cause a bill to be filed that will allow for the sixty (60)-day time
period to be changed to at least ninety (90) days. Ms. Miranti fur-
ther stated that if an applicant does not pass the first examination,
they will likely need more time to study and/or they will incur
unnecessary expense to be scheduled at another test site.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. Pursuant to the rule, a provi-
sional license may be renewed for an additional sixty (60)-day time
period.



Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 2—Massage Therapist Licensure Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245 and 324.265, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board
adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-2.040 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 814–817). The section with changes is reprinted here.
This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received thirteen (13) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Kathleen Crawford stated that sections (1)–(7) are
too costly and unnecessary.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.265.5, RSMo Supp. 1999.
Furthermore, the fees were set to cover the administrative costs of
administering this provision of the law.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
section (2) stating the requirements are too restrictive. Ms. Miranti
stated that if a student discloses to the client that he/she is a stu-
dent and if the student is covered with liability insurance, and if
the student is being directly supervised by a faculty or staff mem-
ber of the school there is little reason for this requirement. The
only way massage therapists learn is to practice repeatedly outside
the classroom. On the other hand, the board might wish to restrict
or prohibit students from practicing or learning in an endeavor of
research on human subjects.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.265.5, RSMo Supp. 1999.
In addition, in the interest of public safety, the board determined
that the rule is reasonable and necessary.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green and Cynthia Hughes com-
mented on section (5) stating that most accredited schools assign
the students outside massage sessions only after they have com-
pleted appropriate training where students must undergo testing to
prove their abilities and may perform the massage only to the level
of the current education. Students are required to document the
techniques utilized and results achieved and clients are required to
complete a health intake form before the massage and a critique
form afterwards, thus allowing the instructor to chart the individ-
ual student’s progress. As written, the law requires schools or
mentors to have an instructor present at every massage performed
by every student or to cease assigning any outside massage. Mr.
Green stated that this regulation would severely limit the student’s
ability to learn. Proficiency in massage requires constant hands-on
practice with a large variety of people and conditions. Following
appropriate instruction, students need to work on the public as
often as possible, to enhance skills, gain experience and learn to
market themselves. Mr. Green suggested that this regulation be

amended to read: “After appropriate training, a student may prac-
tice massage therapy on members of the public while under the
supervision or direction of a massage therapy instructor, school or
certified mentor.”
COMMENT: Kirby Holbrook, SOMA Wellness Center comment-
ed on section (5) stating that clinical practice for students is a
chance to gain real experience and practice working with the pub-
lic building hours of experience in technique and interaction with
clients not to be directly instructed while performing clinical prac-
tice. It is also an opportunity for students to build contacts that
may convert to professional clients upon graduation. While it is
understood that some form of supervision is necessary, having an
instructor directly involved is not necessary. The rules give those
with a temporary license the privilege of practicing with no super-
vision with only one hundred (100) hours of training and less than
three (3) years of experience. Therefore, it is reasonable to allow
the same privilege to students with limited supervision. This type
of “lab” instruction could be carried out by a licensed therapist or
other professional such as a nurse, chiropractor, occupational ther-
apist or physical therapist. Mr. Holbrook suggested deleting the
word “direct” and adding to the end of the sentence “licensed mas-
sage therapists or other certified healthcare professional.”
COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested clarification of the phrase “direct
supervision” in section (5) of the rule. Students of Midwest
Institute of Bodywork and Somatic Therapy are required by the
Coordinating Board of Higher Education to keep a client history
sheet for each of their student clients. The client history sheets are
reviewed by qualified members of the faculty. The review focuses
on the student’s initial evaluation, appropriate disqualification of
the client for standard contraindications for body somatic therapy,
and appropriate evaluation course of treatment for the client’s pre-
sentations. In addition, clients are afforded the opportunity to
grade the student body somatic practitioner. The students request-
ed the board specify that this method of “direct supervision” is an
“approved method of supervision” under the provisions of this sec-
tion.
COMMENT: Barbara Simon, Director, submitted comments on
behalf of Missouri College and  contends that most accredited
schools assign the students outside massage session only after they
have completed appropriate training. Students are required to doc-
ument techniques utilized and results achieved on each outside
massage. Clients are required to not only complete a health intake
form before the massage, but also a critique form afterwards, thus
allowing instructors to chart the individual student’s progress. This
regulation would severely limit the student’s ability to learn and
enhance their skills. Following appropriate instruction, students
need to work on the public as often as possible to enhance skills
and to gain experience interacting with the public and learn to
market themselves. Other states, such as Washington, have used
the wording “under supervision or direction of” an instructor or
mentor when defining student supervision.
COMMENT: Connie Brown commented that section (5) will make
it more difficult for students to meet their requirement to complete
a required number of massages within specified time limits since
many students are working full-time jobs in addition to attending
school. Therefore, scheduling can be very difficult for completion
of out-of-class requirements. This regulation seems to be estab-
lishing an undue burden not only on the students but also the
schools and instructors.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
section (5) stating the requirements are too restrictive. Ms. Miranti
stated that if a student discloses to the client that he/she is a stu-
dent and if the student is covered with liability insurance, and if
the student is being directly supervised by a faculty or staff mem-
ber of the school there is little reason for this requirement. The
only way massage therapists learn is to practice repeatedly outside
the classroom. On the other hand, the board might wish to restrict
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or prohibit students from practicing or learning in an endeavor of
research on human subjects. Ms. Miranti also submitted comments
regarding section (6) stating there is no reason to restrict student
from receiving compensation. Ms. Miranti stated that this is how
many students have been able to afford to put themselves through
training and school. Ms. Miranti suggested the board distinguish
between experimentation and practice.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.265.5, RSMo Supp. 1999.
In addition, in the interest of public safety, the board determined
that the rule is reasonable and necessary.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated the term “active student” in
section (7) needs to be defined by rule, in addition to clarifying
within thirty (30) days of what shall the license be returned.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends section (7) of the rule to state “enrolled”
instead of “active.”

COMMENT: Kathleen Crawford submitted comments regarding
section (8) suggesting that the section be amended to say twenty
(20) students instead of five (5) students  under direct supervision
at one time. Ms. Crawford stated that she is an instructor for a stu-
dent clinic and would be bankrupt with this unreasonable limit. A
for-profit school should not have their economic growth and prof-
its limited due to unreasonable fees and would have to bear exten-
sive loses to meet the limit of five (5) students.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated the requirements of section
(8) are not realistic as a competent instructor can directly super-
vise more than five (5) students in clinical practice at a time. This
restriction could also cause the costs of operating a clinic associ-
ated with a school to be prohibited, thereby, discouraging or dis-
abling students from obtaining this beneficial component of their
programs. This applies to both Coordinating Board of Higher
Education (CBHE) accredited schools and to clinics operated by
certified mentors.
COMMENT: Michael Smith stated that the requirements of sec-
tion (8) are restrictive and oppressive. Mr. Smith suggested the
board limit the number of students being directly supervised to one
(1) per time but change the number per year to infinite.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board determined that the rule is reasonable and necessary.
Furthermore, the rule only limits the number of students under the
direct supervision of an instructor during the clinical practice.

4 CSR 197-2.040 Students/Student License

(7) When the individual is no longer enrolled or has graduated, the
school shall return the student license within thirty (30) days to the
board office. 

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 2—Massage Therapist Licensure Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245, 324.262 and 324.265, RSMo Supp. 1999, the
board adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-2.050 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 818–821). Section (6) has been deleted. This proposed 

rule becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of
State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S. Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received seven (7) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Maggie Fenimore submitted comments regarding
section (1) suggesting continuing education courses not required
by national certification in order to broaden therapist education.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding sec-
tion (1) questioning if the continuing education requirements,
which include universal precautions/infection control, are for each
license period or an option. Mr. Morgan further questioned from
which teaching facility continuing education would be accepted.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.265.3, RSMo Supp. 1999.
Furthermore, the board does not intend to regulate continuing edu-
cation providers because it is beyond the scope of the statute.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested that section (1) be
amended by inserting “first aid” after infection control since first
aid is probably more needed and used than CPR.
COMMENT: Mark Knapp submitted comments regarding section
(1) stating that this requirement is vague and questioned whether it
is the board’s intention that the therapist hold a valid CPR certifi-
cation and not require training every two (2) years.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board determined that the rule is reasonable and necessary.
Furthermore, the rule allows for continuing education electives of
the licensee’s choice. 

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that section (4)
unfairly penalized practitioners when it may be no fault of their
own that the renewal application is sent late by the state or is mis-
routed by the Post Office. Mr. Green suggested that renewal be
mailed requiring a signature or validation of delivery. Mr. Green
also commented that section (5) does not indicate what penalties
will apply if the renewal application arrives late and suggested the
fine be $20–$50.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated the requirements of section
(5) are not feasible since there will be many factors that will affect
late submittals. Ms. Miranti stated that this requirement should
also not apply to incomplete submittals. If the statutes specify what
the penalties are, the rule should refer to the statute reference.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees in that it is cost prohibitive to
send renewal notices requiring a signature or validation of deliv-
ery. Furthermore, no statutory provision exists for late fees or
penalties.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggests the board include similar
provisions of section (6) in other rules in this chapter.  Ms. Miranti
stated that phrases such as “deemed by the board” and “deemed to
have engaged in” conflict with other rules that are the province of
the judicial branch. Violations that are punishable by fine or
imprisonment are matters of the court. A court of competent juris-
diction will determine by judge or jury whether a person has com-
mitted a crime. The Administrative Hearing Commission’s author-
ity is also superceded by the courts. Rather than wording this sec-
tion in terms of board deeming, Ms. Miranti suggested the board
word it in terms like a particular behavior shall constitute a viola-
tion. Ms. Miranti suggested the board include the business’s right
to appeal in the rule provisions.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has deleted all of section (6) of this rule.

4 CSR 197-2.050 License Renewal
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Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 3—Standards of Practice

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245 and 324.262, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board
adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-3.010 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 822–824). The sections with changes are reprinted
here. This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publi-
cation in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received seventy-six (76) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti requested the board distinguish
between standards of practice that have to do with ethics from stan-
dards of practice that have to do with treatment and operations.
Ms. Miranti stated it is not possible to list everything that is con-
sidered to be an ethic and by listing some, it does not give the
board flexibility it needs to make determinations about ethical vio-
lations since one might argue that listing some but not others
meant the same as “shall include but not be limited to.” Likewise,
ethics are not values. Ms. Miranti further stated that she believes
the rule has substantial problems and may cause many massage
therapists to lose their licenses erroneously or be forced to close
their businesses. One of the main problems is that the standards do
not differentiate between clients who seek therapy for non-clinical
as compared to clinical services. The populations are distinct and
standards applying to each should be regulated as such.
COMMENT: Paul Steingruby submitted a comment regarding sec-
tion (1) stating that only physicians treat people in the state of
Missouri.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The board believes these stan-
dards are appropriate for licensed massage therapists as defined in
section 324.240(6) and (7), RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the American Massage
Therapy Association submitted comments regarding paragraph
(1)(A)1. stating the rule is redundant. Therapists who practice
within their scope of practice will necessarily refer clients to other
professional where appropriate, if they do not they are practicing
outside their scope of practice. Mr. Ruvalcaba suggested the sen-
tence be amended as follows: “Practice within his/her own scope
of education, practice, and competence.”
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board determined that the standards of practice outlined in the
rule are necessary and appropriate.

COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs commented that
section (1)(A)3. uses the word “treatment” and stated that massage
therapists do not treat and that massages are given for relaxation
only.

COMMENT: Brad Potter submitted comments regarding para-
graph (1)(A)3. stating that the board needs to define and keep up
with changes regarding medical knowledge.  If not, Mr. Potter sees
problems in the board determining if an infraction has occurred. 
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.240(6) and (7), RSMo Supp.
1999.  

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
paragraph (1)(A)3. in regard to “encourage unnecessary or unjus-
tified treatment” stating that this provision could be enough to
close a business or restrict a practice and make it unprofitable.
Necessary and justifiable treatment is a phrase that is used by the
insurance industry to determine whether or how much of a claim
will be reimbursed. Even in situations where a physician has writ-
ten a prescription that includes the frequency, longevity and dura-
tion of treatments, the question of what is necessary and justifiable
comes into question on a case-by-case basis and is extremely dif-
ficult to defend given the current state of the literature and partic-
ularly, research. Ms. Miranti stated that she does not believe that
the board wants to be involved in every dispute over third party
reimbursements and the complaints are often associated with pre-
scriptive clinical care. While a therapist can work without the
necessity of a prescription, in many cases the client will be
required by his/her insurer, attorney or the workers compensation
representative to get a written prescription for the manual therapy.
Although the therapist has the right to refuse to accept the pre-
scription, this provision would place a hardship on the therapist to
have to defend. Ms. Miranti suggested the ethical requirements be
listed separately from the treatment and business practice stan-
dards. Ms. Miranti further suggested the board delete the phrase,
“and will not encourage unnecessary or unjustified treatment.”
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees with the first sentence of the comment and amends para-
graph (1)(A)3. of the rule. The board lacks authority to address
insurance or prescriptions because they are beyond the scope of the
statute.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti commented that the word “dele-
gate” in subsection (1)(B) suggests that the therapist is either a
massage business owner with an employee, an instructor in a
Coordinating Board of Higher Education (CBHE) school, or a cer-
tified mentor. It does not affect referrals to other practitioners. Ms.
Miranti questioned the difference between “qualified” and
“licensed” and how massage therapist determine who is qualified. 
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board determined the rule to be appropriate. Furthermore, the
rule does not govern referrals.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested that section (2) be
amended to prohibit massage therapist from imposing his/her reli-
gious or spiritual beliefs, psychic intuitions or para-psychology
practice on a client.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is beyond the scope of the statute.

COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding sec-
tion (2) stating that previous rules have already addressed the issue
of engaging in sexual conduct. Mr. Morgan further stated that if
massage therapists continue to emphasize what they are, that
should be sufficient and set the tone for the therapist and the client.
By continuing to state that massage therapists do not provide sex-
ual services it can lead to setting up an expectation which can lead
to unnecessary and unpleasant situations.
COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the American Massage
Therapy Association stated that the words “honesty and integrity”
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as stated in paragraph (3)(A)1. are potentially unenforceable.  Mr.
Ruvalcaba suggested this paragraph be deleted or rewritten to
delineate what constitutes “honesty and integrity.”
COMMENT: Kathleen Crawford submitted comments regarding
paragraph (3)(A)2. stating that lawsuits against massage therapists
are unheard of and that other professionals such as doctors and
nurses carry a greater risk than a massage therapist. Ms. Crawford
suggested that this paragraph be deleted due to a lack of risk.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board determined that the rule is reasonable and necessary.

COMMENT: Gwenith Jones submitted comments regarding sec-
tion (2) questioning when the relationships ends, one (1) year, one
(1) week or forever?
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has amended section (2) of the rule. 

COMMENT: Faith Rose submitted comments regarding section
(2) stating that massage therapists depend on referrals. Ms. Rose
stated that individuals just starting out or on a part-time basis can-
not afford to lose the opportunity to work on friends and relatives
as a foundation of this business. Other healthcare providers do not
have the same stipulations. Ms. Rose stated that perhaps we just
oppose sexual relations during massage therapy.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board determined that the rule is reasonable and necessary.
Furthermore, the board determined that the definition of “client”
in 4 CSR 197-1.010 addresses this issue.

COMMENT: Paul Steingruby, Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs
commented on paragraph (2)(A)1. and questioned what protec-
tions are in place for the therapist when a client insults, grabs at,
propositions, or attacks the licensee and if Missouri law stipulated
this admonition for other health relation professions.
RESPONSE: The board determined that 4 CSR 197-3.010(3)(A)9.
addresses the issue.

COMMENT: Brad Potter submitted comments regarding para-
graph (2)(A)2 questioning if a teacher married a student.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends paragraph (2)(A)2. of the rule.

COMMENT: Norma Harnack and Students of Midwest Institute of
Bodywork and Somatic Therapy suggested that paragraph (2)(A)2.
read “Engage in sexual conduct with his/her clients/students.”
COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the American Massage
Therapy Association submitted comments regarding paragraph
(2)(A)3. stating that this paragraph seems to imply that a client and
therapist may engage in sexual activity as long as the therapist has
not exercised influence within the therapist-client relationship. Mr.
Ruvalcaba suggested the paragraph be written as follows: “Engage
in sexual activity with a client”.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends paragraph (2)(A)2. of the rule. 

COMMENT: Paul Steingruby submitted comments regarding
paragraph (2)(A)6. questioning what protection will be offered to
the therapist if the client experiences and complains of other than
a “medical” sensation during the massage.
RESPONSE:  Without further explanation the board cannot
address this comment.

COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs commented on
paragraph (2)(A)6. stating that in most instances the breast is not
massaged.
COMMENT: Brad Potter submitted comments regarding para-
graph (2)(A)6. stating that the area between the breast is an area
loaded with lymph glands.

RESPONSE: The board’s intention is that breast massage is relat-
ed to mammary tissue.  

COMMENT: Mark Knapp submitted comments seeking clarifica-
tion of section (3) and suggested that section (2) be mirrored if the
intention of the board is to prevent prostitution.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has amended section (3) of the rule.

COMMENT: Michael Smith submitted comments regarding sec-
tion (3) stating the regulation is excessive. While Mr. Smith agreed
that all clients should be given an informed consent and stated on-
site chair massage is generally a very superficial massage of the
back, neck or shoulders and last from five to ten (5–10) minutes.
Mr. Smith suggested the proposed rule be amended to include a
provision for on-site chair massage that would allow those clients
to sign an informed consent form and not a full client intake form.
This amendment would not put clients at any increased risk and
would keep on-site chair massage a convenient and affordable
alternative for clients to experience massage.
COMMENT: Paul Steingruby commented that paragraph (3)(A)3.
is unnecessary and excessive particularly for brief chair massages.
Therapists are trained to routinely ask the client for their current
health status and determine whether massage is contraindicated. A
short list of pertinent health questions would be more acceptable
along with the client’s signature accepting personal responsibility
or a note of approval from his/her primary health practitioner.
Massage therapists are not medical practitioners, therefore, Mr.
Steingruby questioned the practical value of taking lengthy medical
histories and storing the information for five (5) years. This
requirement will turn off a large percentage of people wanting
massages because it is time consuming, invasive, and needlessly
stressful.
COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs oppose paragraph
(3)(A)3. stating the amount of information required is excessive,
especially in businesses where ten (10) minute backrubs are per-
formed. Medical histories imply treatment and most massages are
for relaxation not for pain.
COMMENT: Norma Harnack submitted comments regarding the
requirements of paragraph (3)(A)3. stating that the purpose of the
visit is redundant and indicates some other purpose for the visit
other than massage therapy.
COMMENT: Helen Kersey suggested that standard forms be pro-
vided to meet the requirements of paragraph (3)(A)3.
COMMENT: Brenda Boyd submitted comments regarding para-
graph (3)(A)3. stating that she maintains an appointment book not
ongoing records and sees no reason for the ongoing records. Ms.
Boyd stated that some clients do not want to be bothered with fill-
ing out a bunch of medical history papers when the therapist can
just ask a few quick questions.
COMMENT: Mark Knapp questioned the implications of sub-
paragraphs (3)(A)3.C. and (3)(A)3.E. stating that therapists ask-
ing questions regarding allergies and medication could imply
knowledge. Mr. Knapp suggested that if a therapist were asking
about medications it would be advisable to ask about over-the-
counter medications as well as prescriptive medications, herbs,
tinctures, and teas, since these are all actors on the body and some
can be more powerful than some medications.
COMMENT: Brad Potter submitted comments regarding para-
graph (3)(A)3. stating that taking an intake form on every visit is
ridiculous. Having a client fill it out once is sufficient and updates
can be made from there. Other professions do not require an intake
form at every visit. A client coming to a therapist to request ser-
vices should be consent enough. Computers are now in use.  Mr.
Potter requested clarification for those therapists who have an
intake form on computer and take the information at the time the
appointment is made. Mr. Potter requested further clarification in
regard to a client refusing to disclose medical information or is
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unable to sign because of a condition or injury.  Mr. Potter sug-
gested that items required in subparagraphs (3)(A)3.A. through
(3)(A)3.G. be required for the initial visit only. Thereafter,
acknowledgement of the visit and notes should be required.
Having to keep an individual record on paper for every visit is an
unfair burden on both the business and individual and individual
therapists as a full time therapist will have one thousand to two
thousand (1000–2000) hours of therapy a year. 
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
paragraph (3)(A)3. stating this is not assessment, it is intake. Ms.
Miranti suggested that the rule distinguish between intake, client
education, subjective and objective observations, and assessment
and therapy plans. Ms. Miranti further suggested that the rule
clearly state that no evaluation techniques should be presented as
or used to make diagnoses and that the use of evaluation techniques
that are also used by other healthcare practitioners or profession-
als are used in massage therapy to document the extent, not the
nature, of the problem. Ms. Miranti suggested that the board
incorporate by reference a standard set of reference that can be
used as examples, such as Hands Heal: Documentation for
Massage Therapy (SOAP notes, etc.), Therapy and Practice of
Therapeutic Massage, and/or Pathology for Massage Therapists
and the standards of practice and statements of ethics from the
American Massage Therapy Association (AMTA) and/or the
National Certification Board of Therapeutic Massage and
Bodywork (NCBTMB). Ms. Miranti stated that most importantly
the board should require that the pathologies recognized as
absolute contraindications be listed on every client intake form.
Ms. Miranti suggested that the paragraph be expanded or the divi-
sion issue standard or example screening forms for all therapists.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. It is not the intent of the board
to regulate the form or the format on which this information is
kept, but does regulate the information required to be collected
from the client.

COMMENT: Brad Potter submitted comments regarding para-
graph (3)(A)2. questioning who the massage therapist should
obtain the insurance from. Mr. Potter stated the only massage lia-
bility insurance available is through trade organizations. Mr. Potter
requested the board provide more details as to what constitutes
proper coverage, provide company names, and how much coverage
is needed.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this comment
because it is outside the scope of the board’s authority.

COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the American Massage
Therapy Association stated given the difference between profes-
sional liability insurance and business liability insurance, members
of the public may not be protected if a therapist carries only busi-
ness liability insurance. Mr. Ruvalcaba suggested that paragraph
(3)(A)2. be amended to state: “Maintain professional liability
insurance.”
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested that paragraph (3)(A)2.
specify both general liability and professional liability.
COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that paragraph
(3)(A)2. requires each practitioner to maintain liability insurance
but does not indicate how much or what type is required.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees with this comment and has amended paragraph (3)(A)2. of
the rule.

COMMENT: Kim Coleman submitted a comment opposing para-
graph (3)(A)2. and suggested that this requirement be deleted.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board has determined the rule to be necessary and reasonable.

COMMENT: Kim Coleman suggested that paragraph (3)(A)5. be
amended to state: “Maintain client records for at least one (1)

year.”
COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy request the time period for keeping client records
in paragraph (3)(A)5. be reduced from five (5) to three (3) years,
since record keeping is likely to become unwieldy and burdensome
to a practitioner who sees a client only once or twice.
COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs submitted com-
ments regarding paragraph (3)(A)5. stating that maintaining
records for five (5) years is excessive. This implies that massage
therapists are medical practitioners.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends paragraph (3)(A)5. of the rule.

COMMENT: Brenda Boyd submitted comments regarding para-
graph (3)(A)13. questioning why clean linens have to be kept on
closed shelves. Ms. Boyd stated that clients have told her they are
glad to see them displayed because they had been other places and
were not sure they were changed after each client.  Ms. Boyd stat-
ed that as fast as therapists use linens, there is not enough time to
collect dust.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has amended  paragraph (3)(A)19. to state that clean
linens have to be kept on closed or covered shelves. 

COMMENT: Teresa Orler commented regarding paragraph
(3)(A)7. stating that by manipulating the anterior axillary and pec-
toral area therapists facilitates blood and lymph circulation through
breast tissue. A drape in this area is an impediment to therapeutic
effectiveness. The client should be given the option of a breast
drape as therapists should not assume the modesty of the client or
the lasciviousness of the therapist.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan commented that subparagraph
(3)(A)4. and 9. should be left to the therapist. Mr. Morgan also
submitted comments opposing paragraph (3)(A)19. stating that
open shelving allows for beneficial air circulation. Mr. Morgan
further stated if the space is not one in which wet mopping is per-
formed it seems unnecessary to have a closed storage unit, just as
long as the single-service items are at least six inches (6") off the
floor.
COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs submitted com-
ments regarding paragraph (3)(A)11. questioning who determines
the adequate space between massage tables and chairs. They stat-
ed that massage therapists take more precautions for prevention of
cross contamination than many other groups where clients can be
exposed to infection.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan commented that paragraph (3)(A)21.
seems unnecessary, excessive and hard to enforce stating that not
all individuals have the volume or the need for professional laun-
dry service.  Mr. Morgan stated that detergent and water are very
effective bactericidal agents by themselves and some can actually
interfere with the action of chlorine bleach. Some clients have
environmental allergies to which the therapist must be alert to and
control the detergents and other additives used. Mr. Morgan fur-
ther stated that not every therapist has a hot air dryer, which is not
really necessary to effectively kill bacteria.
RESPONSE: In the interest of public safety, the board has deter-
mined the rule is necessary and reasonable.  Furthermore, the rule
does not require use of a professional laundry service.  

COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the American Massage
Therapy Association stated there are two (2) problems with sub-
paragraph (3)(A)12.C. The first being bactericidal agents destroy
or harm any living tissue they contact including the skin of thera-
pists and their clients.  Mr. Ruvalcaba suggested that “bacterici-
dal” be replaced with “antibacterial.”  The second issue raised was
that some parts of this rule read as if they were drawn from the
cosmetology field, for example, massage therapists do not use
combs in therapy. Mr. Ruvalcaba further suggested that this sub-
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paragraph be rewritten to delete the word “comb.”
COMMENT: Norma Harnack commented on subparagraph
(3)(A)12.C. stating that bactericidal agents do not meet the Center
for Disease Control’s (CDC) universal precaution recommenda-
tions of agents that will kill HIV viruses. 
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
paragraph (3)(A)12. stating that “single service material” does not
necessarily mean disposable. Ms. Miranti suggested the word
“bacterial” be changed to “anti-bacterial”.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees with these comments and has amended paragraph (3)(A)12.
of the rule. 

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti requested that the board explain
how therapists are to clean hydrocolator packs after each use with-
out destroying the heating element in the unit; what agent to use
on gel packs encased in thin plastic that will be refrigerated or
frozen between uses; and what is considered adequate to meet the
sanitize requirements for multiple use containers. Ms. Miranti
questioned if alcohol would suffice and if so, is 40%, 70% or 90%
required; is anti-bacterial soap sufficient; and is a certain temper-
ature of water sufficient. Ms. Miranti also asked why therapist
can’t launder their own sheets if the water is set to the required
temperature and they use the one (1) cup of bleach per load.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this comment
because it is outside the scope of the board’s authority.
Furthermore, equipment used by massage therapists should be
cleaned and stored in accordance with the instructions.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested clarification of the phrase “approved
germicide” as stated in paragraph (3)(A)21. to assist them in pro-
tecting from contamination those clients who might have allergies,
skin sensitivities, or other adverse reactions to bleach, Lysol, or
other tradition germicides.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has amended paragraph (3)(A)21. of the rule.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green and Cynthia Hughes com-
mented on paragraph 3(A)10. of the rule stating that universal pre-
cautions as defined by the Center for Disease Control (CDC) are
justifiable to some degree. The CDC has established strict require-
ments that are understandable for major healthcare facilities deal-
ing with many injuries and constant exposure to potential hazard.
However, these types of precautions are not viable for schools or
an individual practitioner. Mr. Green suggested that clarification
be added to this rule specifically defining what the precautions
consist of and precisely how they should be implemented in the
field of massage. 
COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments opposing the
inclusion of paragraph 3(A)10. stating the CDC guidelines are
concerned with needle sticks and contact with large amounts of
body fluids. 
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
disagrees. In the interest of public safety, the board determined that
the definition of universal precautions is appropriate to the prac-
tice of massage therapy as defined by section 324.240(7), RSMo
Supp. 1999. However the board has amended paragraph 3(A)10.
of the rule to reference the term universal precautions as defined
in 4 CSR 197-1.010(4).

COMMENT: Mark Knapp submitted a comment in support of
paragraph (3)(A)12.
RESPONSE: The board appreciates the comment.

COMMENT: Maggie Fenimore stated the requirements of para-
graph (3)(A)14. should be deleted as long as the lubricant is being
removed in a sanitary manner.

RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has amended paragraph (3)(A)14. of the rule.

COMMENT: Kirby Holbrook, SOMA Wellness Center, com-
mented on subsections (3)(D) and (3)(E). Mr. Holbrook raised
opposition to this rule stating that the board did not have the
authority to set such detailed standards of practice. When asked for
confidential medical information not directly related to massage or
when asked for specific drugs, the contraindications and side
effects that are well beyond the scope of practice of massage ther-
apists may open therapists to tremendous liability and may be con-
strued as practicing medicine without a license. All information on
the client intake form should be strictly voluntary if the client is
willing to sign a waiver of liability for the therapist. Mr. Holbrook
suggested that subsection (3)(D) be deleted and subsection (3)(E)
be rewritten to include only general classifications of drugs such
as “blood thinners, anti-inflamatories, etc.”
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The rules were written to com-
ply with the definition of massage therapy and massage therapists
as defined in section 324.240(6) and (7), RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: Sid Wasserman, Phyllis Riggs and Paul Steingruby
submitted a comment regarding section (4) questioning what is
considered confidential and what assures confidentiality, particu-
larly in an open-business setting that has a high turnover of
employees and clients.
RESPONSE: This comment does not address a specific rule,
rather, seeks an opinion on business practices. It is beyond the
board’s authority to address this issue.

COMMENT: Paul Steingruby submitted a comment regarding sec-
tion (5) who and by what criteria determines what is false, fraud-
ulent, misleading, deceptive, and sexually suggestive/explicit
advertisement for massage therapy.
COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs submitted a com-
ment regarding section (5) questioning what group determines
what is misleading or deceptive advertising.
RESPONSE:  These comments do not address a specific issue in
the rule, rather seek clarification of board policy.  If a complaint
is filed with the board and the board decides to take action, the
licensee would be entitled to a hearing in accordance with the
statutes.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti requested clarification of para-
graph (5)(A)2. questioning whether legal name refers to the regis-
tered doing business as (dba) name, to the individual’s personal
name or names, or to either or both. Ms. Miranti suggested that
the board also require that a copy of all dba’s that are registered
with the Secretary of State be included in the application packet.
Ms. Miranti also submitted comments questioning whether the
registered doing-business-as (dba) is sufficient.
RESPONSE: This rule relates to the representation of service by a
massage therapist and does not address the use of d/b/a’s.

COMMENT: Jane Case, Helen Kersey and Willie Morgan sub-
mitted comments opposing the requirements of subparagraph
(5)(A)2.A. requiring the inclusion of the license number in any
advertisement.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding para-
graph (5)(B)3. stating it is only necessary to state, “Advertise mas-
sage therapy services or instruction which contain a false, fraudu-
lent, misleading or deceptive statement.”
COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy commented that paragraph (5)(B)4. is too broad,
vague and ambiguous and is unenforceable as written. This regu-
lation may pose serious constitutional issues such as freedom of
expression and speech. The students requested that this regulation
be deleted and replaced as follows: “Engage in misconduct, fraud,
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misrepresentation, dishonesty, unethical conduct or professional
conduct in the performance of the functions or duties as regulated
by this chapter.”
COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding para-
graph (5)(B)4. stating that this regulation is too vague and ques-
tioned who would determine what was a provocative manner or
dress. Mr. Morgan further stated that the issue of sexual conduct
has been addressed in section (4) of this rule.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested that paragraph (5)(B)4.
be deleted stating that it denigrates the profession. Ms. Miranti
further suggested a new section be added to this rule that specifi-
cally addresses standards of practice for prescriptive work. Ms.
Miranti stated that this issue is of critical importance. Ms. Miranti
suggested that the new section include the use of liability waivers,
the use of liens and contractual financial agreements, the use of
releases of records and releases of consultation, the referral to
other providers, the use of information in making professional pre-
sentations, and the association of therapists with other organiza-
tions.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees.  In the interest of public safe-
ty, the board has determined the rule is necessary and reasonable.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested the insertion of the word “reasonable”
before the phrase “information and belief” in paragraph (6)(A)1.
They further requested that there should be addressed in this sec-
tion provisions for not complying with this section, such as sanc-
tioning, suspension or reprimand and by whom such sanctioning,
suspension or reprimand shall be administered.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees.  In the interest of public safe-
ty, the board has determined the rule is necessary and reasonable.
Furthermore, the causes for discipline are governed by section
324.262, RSMo Supp. 1999.

4 CSR 197-3.010 Standards of Practice

(1) Competence.
(A) Each massage therapist shall:

1. Practice within his/her own scope of education, practice,
and competence and refer clients to other health professionals
when appropriate;

2. Maintain in the records a copy of the current massage ther-
apy license and any advance training by documentation; and 

3. Acknowledge the limitations of and contraindications to
massage therapy and will not encourage unjustified treatment.

(2) Dual Relationships.
(A) No massage therapist shall:

1. Engage in any verbally or physically abusive behavior with
a client;

2. Engage in sexual conduct with his/her client(s) during a
massage session; 

3. Exercise influence within a massage therapist-client rela-
tionship for purposes of engaging a client in sexual activity during
a massage session;

4. Take unfair advantage of the client for financial gain;
5. Massage the genitals; or
6. Massage the breast unless done by physician prescription

or by documented clinical indication by a therapist who holds cer-
tification or advanced training techniques related to therapeutic
treatment of mammary tissue.

(3) Client Welfare.
(A) Each massage therapist shall:

1. Conduct their business and professionals activities with
honesty and integrity;

2. Maintain professional liability insurance coverage;
3. Obtain and document written client assessment informa-

tion, prior to performing initial massage therapy services, which
shall include but not be limited to the following:

A. Purpose for visit;
B. Presence of pain and the location;
C. Allergies;
D. Currently under the care of any health or mental health-

care professional;
E. Current medication use the purpose;
F. Recent surgeries;
G. Preexisting condition;
H. Written consent for treatment and date signed; and
I. The massage therapist’s signature and date of service.

4. Update, at each session, the client record which shall
include:

A. Client assessment information updated, if any changes
or additions;

B. The date massage therapy services were performed;
C. Type of services performed;
D. Length of treatment;
E. Outcome assessment (may  not apply to on-site/chair

massage); and 
F. The massage therapist’s signature or initials;

5. Maintain client records for at least three (3) years;
6. Provide privacy for the client while the client is dressing

and undressing;
7. Provide appropriate draping during treatment which

includes draping at the gluteal cleft and genitals on males and
females and the breasts on females;

8. Modify or terminate treatment at the client’s request
regardless of prior consent;

9. Exercise the right to refuse to treat any person or part of
the body for just and reasonable cause; 

10. Utilize universal precautions at all times as defined in 4
CSR 197-1.010(4). This includes handwashing before and after
each client and not knowingly exposing clients to contagious dis-
eases;

11. Provide adequate space around massage chair/table to
allow for proper body mechanics and to minimize the spread of
infection between tables/chairs;

12. Maintain all equipment used to perform massage therapy
services in a safe and sanitary condition, which shall include but
not be limited to:

A. Covering any massage or steam equipment that does not
have an impervious barrier with a single service material;

B. Repairing all cuts and nicks in upholstery;
C. Cleansing all equipment coming in contact with a client,

including hydrotherapy equipment, combs, brushes, showercaps,
showers, tubs, and basins with an antibacterial agent between each
client usage;

D. Performing a visual check of all equipment for the pres-
ence of any liquid, oil and/or body fluid and if present, all equip-
ment shall be cleansed by the application of an antibacterial agent
prior to and between clients;

E. Face cradles and arm rests on all massage chairs and
tables must be cleaned with an antibacterial agent between each
client regardless of whether or not a single service material was
used;

F. Using all ice cubes only once and then disposing of
properly; and

G. Cleansing after each use and keeping well maintained
all ice and heat pack equipment.

13. Store and dispense from suitable containers all massage
lubricants, which shall include but not be limited to oils, soaps,
alcohol, powders, lotions, shampoos and salts in order to prevent
contamination;

14. Remove lubricants from containers in a sanitary manner;
15. Keep multiple use containers, such as pump bottles and

tubes, free of debris and sanitize between each client use and
before refilling;
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16. Store massage lubricants separately from cleaning sup-
plies;

17. Store massage lubricants in a fashion to preserve their
integrity;

18. Use only clean linens and drapes;
19. Store all single service materials and linens off the floor

in closed or covered shelves, containers, cabinets or closets;
20. Furnish clean and fresh all single-service materials and

linens such as sheets, towels, gowns, and pillowcases used in the
practice of massage for each individual client;

21. All soiled linens and drapes shall be professionally laun-
dered or washed on a hot water setting with detergent and at least
one (1) cup of bleach or an antibacterial agent used in accordance
with product label instructions in a clothes washing machine and
dried on a high heat setting in a dryer;

22. No massage therapist shall store dirty linens, trash cans,
or refuse in the closed shelves, containers, cabinets or closets con-
taining clean linens and single-service materials.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 4—Apprenticeship

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.240 and 324.245, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board
adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-4.010 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 825–828). The sections with changes are reprinted
here. This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publi-
cation in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S. Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received seven (7) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Paul Steingruby submitted a comment stating the
requirements of subsection (1)(C) seem like an excessive amount
of documentation, which itself is no assurance that the person
would make a good mentor. Mr. Steingruby suggested the board
allow a mentor to stand on his/her own business and community
success and reputation.
COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs submitted a com-
ment regarding subsection (1)(C) questioning how much of this
documentation is needed and if the documentation makes a good
mentor.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested that paragraph (1)(C)8.
specify general liability as well as professional liability insurance.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted a comment opposing para-
graph (1)(C)14. stating that submission of work logs or client
records is an invasion of client confidentiality. Client identifica-
tion, if required, should be done only with client consent.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated that paragraph (1)(C)14.
might violate client confidentiality laws and rules having to do with
privacy and medical records. Ms. Miranti stated that either the
therapist needs to be assured that the information will be protect-

ed from disclosure or the therapist needs to be required to disclose
to the clients upon intake that their medical records might become
open records of the board. Ms. Miranti suggested that this require-
ment be deleted and the board consider requiring a random iden-
tification number be assigned rather than using each client’s name,
and only the appointment date, time, and length of session be
required. Under no circumstances should a client’s personal infor-
mation or treatment records be required to be disclosed to the
board for this purpose.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The rule does
not require all documents be submitted but rather allows the appli-
cant a variety of methods of documenting five (5) years of experi-
ence. The particular form selected to be submitted will vary by
applicant. For clarification, the board has amended subsection
(1)(C) of the rule. Furthermore, information submitted by the
applicant is considered confidential pursuant to section
620.010.14(7), RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: The board noted that subsection (1)(D)2. required
changes based on the board’s review and changes of 4 CSR 197-
2.010.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: For clarifica-
tion, the board amended subsection (1)(D)2.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that subsection
(1)(F) requires the mentor give one hundred twenty (120) days
notice prior to implementing a change. Mr. Green stated that the
mentor must remain competitive with other mentors and schools.
Mentors could be at a disadvantage if new teaching techniques,
styles of massage or improved curriculums become available. He
suggested that this subsection be amended to read “no less than
sixty (60) but no more than ninety (90) days notice.”
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends subsection (1)(F) of the rule.

4 CSR 197-4.010 Certified Mentor

(1) A certified mentor shall:
(C) Submit evidence documenting at least five (5) years massage

therapy professional practice with an average of four hundred fifty
(450) hours per year of massage teaching and/or massage practice
hours.  Documentation may include but is not limited to a combi-
nation of the following:

1. Income tax forms;
2. Professional massage therapy association membership(s); 
3. Certificates of continuing education in massage therapy;
4. Business license(s);
5. Office rent or lease agreement(s); 
6. Yellow page advertisements with dates;
7. Printed advertisements with dates; 
8. Professional insurance;
9. Cancelled checks related to the massage therapy practice

which shall include but not be limited to payment for rent, services
rendered and/or massage therapy supplies;

10. Verifiable letter(s) from employer(s);
11. Verifiable letter(s) from a school owner, program director

and/or former students;
12. Verifiable letter(s) of referral for massage therapy ser-

vices from a licensed healthcare professional; 
13. Verifiable letters of confirmation from clients of massage

therapy experience; 
14. Work log or client records consisting of client’s name,

address and/or telephone number, appointment date, and time
period worked on client; or

15. Student roster consisting of student’s name, address
and/or telephone number, date of attendance and time period of
attendance;
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(D) Submit documentation that the mentorship program consists
of at least five hundred (500) clock hours of supervised instruction
as follows:  

1. Three hundred (300) clock hours dedicated to massage the-
ory and practice techniques provided directly by the certified men-
tor;

2. One hundred (100) clock hours dedicated to the study of
anatomy and physiology provided by an instructor(s) who holds a
bachelor’s degree/minor in a healthcare related field including but
not limited to the fields of physical therapy, chiropractic, osteopa-
thy, medical doctor, physician assistant, nursing, etc. or a bache-
lor’s degree/minor in a field related to anatomy and physiology
including but not limited to biology, chemistry, health, microbiol-
ogy, medicine, etc.;

3. Fifty (50) clock hours dedicated to business practice, pro-
fessional ethics, hygiene and massage law in the state of Missouri
provided by an instructor who demonstrates documentable experi-
ence in a related field; and

4. Fifty (50) clock hours dedicated to ancillary therapies pro-
vided by an instructor who demonstrates documentable experience
in a related field. The fifty (50) clock hours shall include but not
be limited to cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR) and first aid
which shall be provided by an instructor who holds the respective
certification;

(F) The certified mentor must provide the board with any
change(s) in the course of study, instructor(s), or time line at least
sixty (60) days prior to implementing the change, for board
approval. If the board determines that the change(s) is substantive
in nature, the board may require the certified mentor to reapply for
approval as a certified mentor in accordance with this rule and pay
the appropriate fee.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 4—Apprenticeship

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.240, 324.245, 324.247, 324.250 and 324.265,
RSMo Supp. 1999, the board adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-4.020 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 829–831). The section with changes is reprinted here.
This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received five (5) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Kirby Holbrook, SOMA Wellness Center, com-
mented that the rule is an attempt to allow for the operating of a
school without the accountability of the Coordinating Board of
Higher Education (CBHE) and suggested that this rule be elimi-
nated. Mr. Holbrook stated that all professional training facilities
should adhere to current statutes regarding proprietary schools and
that this program will reduce the accountability of professionalism.

RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.265.1(3), RSMo Supp.
1999.  

COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs submitted com-
ments regarding section (1) stating that the time constraints seem
unreasonable. One of the benefits of a mentoring/apprenticeship
program is that a student can learn at his/her own pace and with-
in a time frame that works for both the student and mentor.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
section (3) stating the requirement to complete a five hundred
(500) hour program with eighteen (18) months is not feasible.
Most people who are interested in apprenticing into this field are
doing so as a career change or as a supplemental career. Since it
is imperative that students practice as they learn and since most
students enrolled in Coordinating Board of Higher Education
(CBHE) programs don’t even complete the programs in this short
time frame, additional time should be given to mentoring students.
Ms. Miranti suggested the board consider using more general lan-
guage since the certified mentors are required to submit a sched-
ule for each student. This rule basically discourages the potential
practitioners from pursuing what might be a much more valuable
way of learning than attending a secondary school.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has amended section (3) of the rule.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments regarding
section (1) stating that is easier to train therapists in even numbers
allowing an equal number of students on the table and student
practicing massage. Ms. Miranti stated that the limit of six (6) stu-
dents per calendar year is very low.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board has determined the rule is necessary and reasonable.

4 CSR 197-4.020 Certified Mentor—Apprenticeship Program

(3) The mentorship shall be at least five (5) months in duration and
shall be completed within twenty-four (24) months of commence-
ment.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 5—Massage Therapy Business Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.240, 324.245, 324.247, 324.250, 324.252, 324.255,
324.257 and 324.260, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board adopts a rule
as follows:

4 CSR 197-5.010 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 832). The sections with changes are reprinted here.
This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
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on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received twenty (20) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Paul Steingruby submitted comments stating this
rule is excessive for the massage therapy businesses. Most prac-
tices in the home are on a limited basis and therapists would find
this regulation cost-prohibitive. Mr. Steingruby suggested that
some allowance(s) be made for home facilities, in which a limited
number of massages are performed for traveling clients or clients
whose home facilities do not have adequate space.
COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented on subsection
(1)(C). Mr. Green stated that since everyone’s standards are dif-
ferent, there should be a general definition of appropriate clothing
and personal hygiene.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding sub-
section (1)(D) stating licensed massage therapists have already
agreed to practice good hygiene and not solicit sexual conduct. Mr.
Morgan stated that when a clerk, cashier, or secretary is discov-
ered doing an illegal or immoral act the chief executive officer is
not arrested or fined and questioned why the owner of a massage
business who employees licensed therapists, is responsible for the
ethical behavior of the employees. Accepting the license means
accepting the requirement of ethical conduct and business practice,
which is part of the individual and personal responsibility as pro-
fessionals.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested that the provisions of
subsection (1)(I) include documentation of compliance with the
local health department, which will likely become more important
than fire codes.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding sub-
sections (1)(I), (1)(K), and (1)(L) stating that when a business is
located within a public building it is the responsibility of the build-
ing management to maintain this documentation and information.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board has determined the rule is necessary and reasonable.

COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs submitted com-
ments stating subsection (1)(A) does not clarify the definition of
massage therapy service.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has amended subsection (1)(A) of the rule.
Furthermore, section 324.240(7) defines the term massage thera-
py.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated that the provisions of sec-
tion (1) are imperative. However, Ms. Miranti suggests the board
include a provision that prohibits an employer from firing an
employee for refusing to work on a person who has a known or
suspected contraindication. Ms. Miranti believes that anyone who
fires a person for refusing to work on a client with a contraindica-
tion should have their license suspended or revoked. Additionally,
they should not be granted a massage therapy license if such a
complaint is filed against them.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. The comment is beyond the
scope of the board’s authority.  

COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs submitted com-
ments regarding subsection (1)(C) questioning where the records
are to be maintained if therapists are at more than one location.
RESPONSE: This comment does not address a specific issue in
the rule, rather seeks clarification. The business licenses and
records are kept at each business location as stated in the rule.

COMMENT: Brad Potter requested clarification of the require-
ments of subsection (1)(E) for therapists who go to client’s homes
to perform services, where would they be required to display their
license. Mr. Potter suggested that an identification with a photo-

graph would be an option for therapist that do work at a client’s
location or are involved in providing services at events or could
provide the license upon request or display them in a public area.
Mr. Potter also requested clarification of how therapists should
provide visual proof of liability insurance on-site at a client’s
home.

RESPONSE: 4 CSR 197-5.010 relates to massage therapy busi-
ness requirements and does not apply to out call services.

COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested the time period for keeping client
records as established in section (1)(G) be reduced from five (5) to
three (3) years, since record keeping is likely to become unwieldy
and burdensome to a practitioner who sees a client only once or
twice.

RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and has amended subsection (1)(G) of the rule.

COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the American Massage
Therapy Association suggested the word “bactericidal” be
replaced “antibacterial” in section (6) as a bactericidal agent would
harm the skin of anyone coming in contact with it as such an agent
destroys all living tissues it touches.

COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding sec-
tion (6) stating that the location of the lavatory for hand washing
seems more appropriate for food preparation than massage thera-
py. Mr. Morgan pointed out that this regulation might be more dif-
ficult to comply with especially in a public building where one
may have to use a centralized facility.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated the requirements of section
(5) go beyond the requirements imposed on physicians and other
health professionals.  Ms. Miranti suggested the board increase the
footage requirements for twenty (20) to at least one hundred (100)
feet. If the board has the option of adopting a rule that has more
general language and addresses this on a case-by-case basis, it
might serve us all best.

RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends section (6) of the rule.

COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the American Massage
Therapy Association suggested that section (8) be deleted since a
variety of animals, such as tropical fish, have historically been
used for therapeutic/relaxation purposes. More recently research is
being pursued to study the use of animals such as dogs and cats to
aid patients to improve their health by doing such things as boost-
ing the immune system. Such pet therapy may well prove to be
beneficial adjunct to massage but this section would negate this
potential valuable therapeutic approach. This section would also
require some massage therapy home based business owners to give
up his/her pet in order to continue business. This section would be
a grave hardship for many therapists. 

COMMENT: Mark Knapp submitted a comment seeking clarifi-
cation of section (8) and if fish are included in the phrase “no ani-
mals.”

COMMENT: Willie Morgan and Helen Kersey submitted a com-
ment regarding section (8) questioning what if the therapist also
provides pet massage. Ms. Kersey also asked  with recent studies
as to the therapeutic benefits of animals, if the board is going to
disallow the therapist’s, goals of helping their clients.
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RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends section (8) of  the rule as outlined below.

COMMENT: Brad Potter submitted a comment stating that
according to the provisions of this rule, outside massages would be
illegal.  Mr. Potter stated if precautions are taken to maintain rea-
sonable cleanliness and if reasonable steps are taken to ensure the
safety and health of client, outdoor massages should not be exclud-
ed. Mr. Potter stated that local ordinances cover business location,
sanitary concerns and zoning restrictions, therefore, these regula-
tions are duplicative and should be left to community standards.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti submitted comments urging the
board to delete the  provisions of section (3) stating this provision
is far to prohibitive and would not even allow a therapist to set up
a chair at special events or locations such as country clubs, parks,
or businesses along trails. On-site promotion is essential to main-
taining a strong client base, particularly in a rural area. It is not
clear what the board intends to try to prohibit and why. This pro-
vision is not necessary or reasonable.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends sections (3) and (4) of the rule.

4 CSR 197-5.010 Massage Therapy Business—Survey
Inspections

(1) Each massage therapy business owner or manager shall:
(A) Employ or permit to practice on the premises only licensed

or provisionally licensed massage therapists to perform massage
therapy;

(G) Be responsible for maintaining client records for at least
three (3) years.  This includes safeguarding verbal and written con-
fidential information of the client, unless disclosure is required by
law, court order, or authorized by the client.

(3) Massage therapy shall be conducted in areas that are adequate-
ly lighted and ventilated and constructed so that they can be kept
clean. Floors, walls, ceilings and windows must remain free of
dust and other unclean substances and be in good repair at all
times.

(4) The area(s) used for massage shall be used exclusively for mas-
sage and other clinical or healthcare related purposes.

(6) Businesses shall be equipped with and maintain a sink for hand
cleansing within a reasonable distance of the treatment room. Such
sink  must be kept clean and in good working condition. Massage
therapists must utilize universal precautions at all times, however,
a massage therapist may utilize a antibacterial waterless hand
cleanser while in the confines of the massage therapy area and if
leaving the area must use universal precautions before performing
massage therapy on the next client.

(8) No animals shall be permitted in a massage therapy treatment
area at any time except service animals whose whole purpose is to
provide assistance to a customer.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 5—Massage Therapy Business Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.240, 324.245, 324.247, 324.250, 324.252, 324.255,

324.257 and 324.260, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board adopts a rule
as follows:

4 CSR 197-5.020 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 832–836). The sections with changes are reprinted
here. This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publi-
cation in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received twenty-one (21) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Jane Case is opposing the requirement of a business
license.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.250, RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: The Jewish Community Center submitted a com-
ment requesting clarification of who should be fingerprinted in a
business and why this is a requirement since many corporate busi-
nesses have a board of directors.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends the rule by deleting section (6)(B).

COMMENT: Margretha Koehn submitted a comment opposing
section (4) stating that someone only doing one hundred fifty (150)
hours of massage or practicing part time would not be able to
afford room(s) used only for massages.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti requested clarification of section
(16) questioning whether legal name refers to the registered doing
business as (dba) name, to the individual’s personal name or
names, or to either or both. Ms. Miranti stated that therapists
should not have their freedom to use dba restricted any more than
other businesses. It should be sufficient for a therapist to simply
notify the board when he/she has changed or added a dba with the
Secretary of State’s Office. Ms. Miranti suggested that the board
also require that a copy of all dba’s that are registered with the
Secretary of State be included with the application packet. Ms.
Miranti stated that some therapists have registered trademarks that
might differ from our business operation names. Ms. Miranti
requested clarification as to whether therapist will be required to
pay another $150 in order to use another dba name.
COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested the phrase “after reasonable notice has
been given to the proprietor of the massage therapy business, mas-
sage therapist or body somatic practitioner” be inserted after
“business hours” in section (8).
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board has determined the rule is necessary and reasonable.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that section (5)
places an unfair financial burden on the home practitioner as most
homes do not have the space to install a separate facility. The sec-
tion could be amended to read “Massage practiced in the home
shall be in an area used only for massage therapy or for clinical or
other health related purposes. There must be a lavatory on the
premises, kept in a clean and hygienic state, for the sole use of the
client or practitioner while the session is in progress.”
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COMMENT: Esteban A. Ruvalcaba of the American Massage
Therapy Association submitted comments regarding section (5)
stating this regulation could place a significant hardship on thera-
pists already working out of their homes in older homes which
may have only one bathroom. Mr. Ruvalcaba stated that this sec-
tion also discriminates against home based massage therapy rela-
tive to therapists who work in facilities with shared bathrooms.
Such public facilities are likely to be less hygienic than those in a
private home even if the home’s facilities are shared by the thera-
pist’s family and clients. Mr. Ruvalcaba suggested the section be
rewritten to state: “Massage practiced in the home shall be in an
area used only for massage therapy or for clinical or other health
related purposes.”
COMMENT: Bo Burnett and Margretha Koehn submitted com-
ments opposing section (5) stating that someone only doing one
hundred fifty (150) hours of massage or practicing part-time,
would not be able to afford a restroom used only for massages.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan commented that section (5) seems
unnecessary stating that a client receiving a massage in a public
building is not going to be able to use a lavatory that is exclusive
for massage clients. Mr. Morgan stated that the lavatory needs to
be kept clean.
COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated the requirements of section
(5) goes beyond the requirements imposed on physicians and other
health professionals. Ms. Miranti suggested the board increase the
footage requirements from twenty (20) to at least one hundred
(100) feet. If the board has the option of adopting a rule that has
more general language and addresses this on a case-by-case basis,
it might serve us all best.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends section (5) of the rule.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that section (7)
places unfair financial burden on the home practitioner. This rule
requires a survey of each place of business but does not specify
who will conduct the survey and what the requirements will be. 
COMMENT: Sid Wasserman and Phyllis Riggs commented on
section (7) of the rule questioning who will complete the surveys
and whether board members are allowed to just walk into a busi-
ness to perform surveys and suggested that they be accomplished
by independent surveyors.
COMMENT: Students of Midwest Institute of Bodywork and
Somatic Therapy requested clarification concerning who will com-
plete the survey inspection and who will pay for it.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan requested clarification concerning
section (7) questioning whether an inspector would contact the
therapist/owner to set up a time for the survey inspection stating
that an inspection during a session would be a violation of client
confidentiality.
COMMENT: Willie Morgan and Katherine Miranti suggested the
board schedule the survey inspections stating that an inspection
during a session would be a violation of client confidentiality. Ms.
Miranti stated that many therapist work full-time day jobs separate
from their practices and will not be able to schedule an appoint-
ment for a survey inspection during normal business hours.
COMMENT: Helen Kersey questioned if therapists will be
required to relocate if they are unable to comply with the
American with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements of section (7).
Ms. Kersey also questioned who will be performing the surveys
and if they will be trained to survey.
COMMENT: Brenda Boyd submitted comments regarding section
(7) requesting clarification as to why her office has to be wheel-
chair accessible. Ms. Boyd quit working with multiple handi-
capped people not because she didn’t enjoy them but because she
could no longer do the required lifting.  
COMMENT: Willie Morgan commented that refusal of an inspec-
tion, as required by section (9), would be appropriate while a
client is present.

RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.255, RSMo Supp. 1999.  

COMMENT: In reviewing the rule, the board found a typograph-
ical error in section (9).
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
amends section (9) of the rule.

4 CSR 197-5.020 Issuance of an Original Business License

(5) Massage practiced in the home shall be in an area used only
for massage therapy or for clinical or other health related purpos-
es and shall have lavatory facilities.

(6) A person applying for a business license shall be at least eigh-
teen (18) years of age and shall submit:

(A) A completed notarized application and application fee. 

(9) Refusal to permit a survey inspection shall constitute valid
grounds for denial of licensure or renewal of license.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 5—Massage Therapy Business Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.240, 324.245, 324.247, 324.250, 324.252, 324.255,
324.257, 324.260 and 324.262, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board
adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-5.030 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 837–841). The sections with changes are reprinted
here. This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publi-
cation in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S. Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received five (5) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that subsection
(1)(B) requires a duplicate fee, however, does not specify the
amount of the fee and should be no more than $10.00 to simply
change the name or location as all other relevant information is the
same.
RESPONSE: 4 CSR 197-1.040(3)(F) states that the duplicate
license fee is $5.00.

COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding sub-
section (1)(D) stating that the rules have already addressed the
issue of engaging in sexual conduct. Mr. Morgan stated if massage
therapists state that they are massage therapists, they do not need
to state what they are not and if it is continually emphasized who
they are and what they do, that should be sufficient.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends the rule by deleting all of section (1)(D).
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COMMENT: Katherine Miranti requested clarification of section
(16) questioning whether legal name refers to the registered doing
business as (dba) name, to the individual’s personal name or
names, or to either or both. Ms. Miranti stated that therapists
should not have their freedom to use dba restricted any more than
other businesses. It should be sufficient for a therapist to simply
notify the board when he/she has changed or added a dba with the
Secretary of State’s Office. Ms. Miranti suggested that the board
also require that a copy of all dba’s that are registered with the
Secretary of State be included in the application packet. Ms.
Miranti stated that some therapists have registered trademarks that
might differ from our business operation names. Ms. Miranti
requested clarification as to whether therapist will be required to
pay another $150 in order to use another dba name. Ms. Miranti
further stated that the transfer of management was not addressed
in the original licensure provisions. It is not possible in most busi-
nesses to give ninety (90) days notice when a manager quits or is
fired and needs to be replaced as expeditiously as possible so as
not to lose revenue. The business owner should be ultimately liable
under the license since there are no rules addressing that the own-
ers and operators are jointly and severally liable for compliance.
It is also not reasonable to expect a potential buyer or seller to have
ninety (90) days to sit and wait for the state to issue a temporary
operating permit. A sale will likely need to contain so many pro-
visions that it will not be feasible. Personal service businesses nor-
mally cannot be sold for more than one or two percent (1% or 2%)
of average annual gross revenue and makes the sale of a massage
business even more of a risk in a negotiation.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board has determined the rule is necessary and reasonable.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that subsection
(3)(B) requires a ninety (90) day notification prior to the sale of a
business.  Mr. Green questions the board’s authority for promul-
gating this regulation since no other kinds of businesses in the
health field require such notification. This requirement places an
unfair burden on the seller to wait an extra two (2) months and
holds up any plans that they may have to relocate or retire and
cause the buyer to lose two (2) months of possible profit as well as
potential clients. Mr. Green suggested if the board wishes to
implement this requirement, then the notification period should be
changed to thirty (30) days since any profitable business can be
sold in that time or less.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends the rule by deleting all of section (3)(B).

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated the survey inspection
requirements of section (5) need to be scheduled at a time that is
mutually convenient and that does not interfere with the client’s
right to privacy. If this provision is being included in an effort to
close brothels, it won’t give law enforcement any leverage it does
not already have.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board has determined the rule is necessary and reasonable.

4 CSR 197-5.030 Massage Therapy Business—Change of
Name, Ownership or Location

(1) Change of a Massage Therapy Business Name.
(A) The massage therapy business owner shall notify the board

of the proposed name change prior to changing the business name
or before revising any printing materials or advertisements.

(B) A duplicate license fee shall be submitted to the board along
with written notification of the change of name at least thirty (30)
days prior to the proposed change.

(C) The license reflecting the name change shall replace the
original license and be displayed in a conspicuous place on the
premises of the licensed massage therapy business. 

(3) Change of Ownership.
(A) When a massage therapy business is sold or ownership or

management is transferred, or the corporate legal organization sta-
tus is substantially changed, the license of the massage therapy
business shall be void and a new license obtained.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 5—Massage Therapy Business Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245, 324.250, 324.255, 324.257, 324.260 and
324.262, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 197-5.040 is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 842–845). Section (5) was deleted from the proposed
rule. This proposed rule becomes effective thirty days after publi-
cation in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received four (4) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted comments regarding sec-
tion (2) questioning whether an inspector will contact the thera-
pist/owner to set a time for the survey. Mr. Morgan stated that it
would be a violation of client confidentiality to have an inspector
conduct an inspection during a session.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. In the interest of public safety,
the board has determined the rule is necessary and reasonable.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that section (3)
unfairly penalizes practitioners when it may be no fault of their
own that the renewal application is sent late by the state or is mis-
routed by the United States Post Office. Mr. Green suggested that
renewals be mailed requiring a signature or validation of delivery.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees in that it is cost prohibitive to
send renewal notices requiring a signature or validation of deliv-
ery. Furthermore, no statutory provision exists for late fees or
penalties.

COMMENT: Christopher D. Green commented that section (4)
imposes penalties but does not specify the procedures to renew if
the application arrives late.
RESPONSE: The board disagrees. Furthermore, no statutory pro-
vision exists for late fees or penalties.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggests the board include similar
provisions of section (5) in other rules in this chapter. Ms. Miranti
stated that phrases such as “deemed by the board” and “deemed to
have engaged in” conflict with other rules that are the province of
the judicial branch. Violations that are punishable by fine or
imprisonment are matters of the court. A court of competent juris-
diction will determine by judge or jury whether a person has com-
mitted a crime. The Administrative Hearing Commission’s author-
ity is also superceded by the courts. Rather than wording this sec-
tion in terms of board deeming, Ms. Miranti suggested the board
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word it in terms like a particular behavior shall constitute a viola-
tion. Ms. Miranti suggested the board include the business’s right
to appeal in the rule provisions.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The board
agrees and amends the rule by deleting all of section (5) of the rule.

4 CSR 197-5.040 Massage Therapy Business License Renewal

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 6—Complaints and Investigations

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245, 324.257, 324.260, 324.262, 324.275 and
620.010.15(6), RSMo Supp. 1999, the board adopts a rule as fol-
lows:

4 CSR 197-6.010 Public Complaint Handling and Disposition
Procedures is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 846–848). No changes were made to the text of the
proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received four (4) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Teresa Gray submitted a comment regarding section
(1) questioning who is going to review the complaint.  Ms. Gray
stated that she did not feel comfortable with the board reviewing
the complaints should there be a conflict between a board member
and the therapist and suggested a review by the Attorney General’s
Office.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.260, RSMo Supp. 1999.
However, should there be a conflict of interest for one of the board
members, that board member would be required to recuse him-
self/herself from the case.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti stated that the requirements of
section (2) regarding the receipt of complaints from third parties
unnecessarily exposes the board and staff to false reports, slander
and libel suits. Ms. Miranti encouraged the board to accept only
written complaints that are signed by the individual with personal
knowledge of the situation. Ms. Miranti suggested the board also
adopt a rule indicating that it will forward a copy of the complaint
to the licensee within twenty-four (24) hours of receipt and should
outline by rule what will be its hearing procedures for handing
complaints. The board might also point out in rule when a record
of an in-person verbal allegation or telephone record will be
trained by staff as open or closed records. Additionally, Ms.
Miranti believes the person making allegations should provide an
original signature on the written complaint and that the signature
should be notarized as an oath or affirmation of the truth being
made under penalties of perjury. This propensity to allege also
needs to be addressed as a matter of ethics.

COMMENT: Helen Kersey submitted comments regarding section
(2) questioning why therapists are being subjected to third party
complaints and asked if this was due to prostitution.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.260, RSMo Supp. 1999.

COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted a comment in support of
sections (3)–(5).
RESPONSE: The board appreciates the comment.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 197—Board of Therapeutic Massage
Chapter 6—Complaints and Investigations

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Board of Therapeutic Massage under
sections 324.245, 324.257, 324.260, 324.262, 324.275, and
620.010.15(6), RSMo Supp. 1999, the board adopts a rule as fol-
lows:

4 CSR 197-6.020 Investigation is adopted.

A notice of the proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 3, 2000
(25 MoReg 849–851). No changes were made to text of the pro-
posed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The comment period for this pro-
posed rule ended on May 3, 2000. A public hearing was held on
May 10, 2000 from 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in Room 492 of the
Harry S Truman State Office Building, 301 West High Street,
Jefferson City, Missouri. The Board of Therapeutic Massage
received written comments on the proposed rule until 5:00 p.m.
on May 10, 2000. All comments are summarized herein. The
board received two (2) comments on this proposed rule.

COMMENT: Willie Morgan submitted a comment in support of
sections (1) and (2).
RESPONSE: The board appreciates the comment.

COMMENT: Katherine Miranti suggested a new section be added
to this rule describing how the written responses of licensees and
their appearance before the board will be handled as closed records
and meetings and at what point the records will be considered open
records.
RESPONSE: The board lacks authority to address this issue
because it is governed by section 324.260, RSMo Supp. 1999.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 2—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.010, 338.240 and 338.280, RSMo 1994 and 338.140,
RSMo Supp. 1999, the board amends a rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-2.010 Pharmacy Standards of Operation is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April



17, 2000 (25 MoReg 966). No changes have been made to the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 2—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.095, 338.240 and 338.280, RSMo 1994 and 338.100
and 338.140, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board amends a rule as fol-
lows:

4 CSR 220-2.018 Prescription Requirements is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
17, 2000 (25 MoReg 967). No changes have been made to the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 2—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.140 and 338.220, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board amends
a rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-2.020 Pharmacy Permits is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
17, 2000 (25 MoReg 967–968). No changes have been made to the
text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This
proposed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publica-
tion in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 2—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.043 and 338.140, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board amends
a rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-2.036 Temporary License is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April

17, 2000 (25 MoReg 968–969). No changes have been made to the
text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This
proposed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publica-
tion in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 2—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.100 and 338.140, RSMo Supp. 1999 and 338.280,
RSMo 1994, the board amends a rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-2.080 Electronic Data Processing is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
17, 2000 (25 MoReg 970–971). No changes have been made to the
text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This
proposed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publica-
tion in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The board received one (1) com-
ment.

COMMENT: One comment was received. The comment com-
mended the Board on its efforts to update board regulations
regarding electronic record keeping. However, it was felt there
could be a conflict between the requirements of this rule and the
requirements of 4 CSR 220-2.010 and 4 CSR 220-2.018 as con-
cerned record keeping and hard copy prescriptions. The question
was posed that if an individual complied with all requirements of
4 CSR 220-2.080 as concerns an electronic record keeping system,
would that individual then also have to comply with the portions
of 2.010 and 2.018 which deal with manual, hard copy records.  
RESPONSE: As a matter of clarification, it is not the Board’s
position to impose additional requirements on those entities who
utilize an electronic record keeping system and who are in com-
pliance with the requirements of this regulation. If an entity is in
full compliance with this rule, it is not necessary that the individ-
ual manually record the information required by 2.018 (1) and (2)
on the hard copy prescription. The Board also noted that many of
the rules will be further amended in order to provide more changes
to record keeping requirements, based on the recommendations of
the Board’s Advisory Committee on Records.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 2—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.043, 338.060 and 338.140, RSMo Supp. 1999, the
board amends a rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-2.100 Continuing Pharmacy Education is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
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17, 2000 (25 MoReg 971–972). No changes have been made to the
text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This
proposed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publica-
tion in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 2—General Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.010, RSMo 1994 and 338.059, RSMo Supp. 1999, the
board adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-2.145 Minimum Standards for Multi-Med Dispensing
is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 17,
2000 (25 MoReg 972). No changes have been made to the text of
the proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 4—Fees Charged by the Board of Pharmacy

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.013, 338.035, 338.060, 338.070, 338.140, 338.220 and
338.350, RSMo Supp. 1999 and 338.020, 338.040, 338.185 and
338.280, RSMo 1994, the board amends a rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-4.010 General Fees is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
17, 2000 (25 MoReg 973). No changes have been made to the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 5—Drug Distributor

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.330, 338.335 and 338.350, RSMo Supp. 1999 and
338.333, 338.337 and 338.340, RSMo 1994, the board amends a
rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-5.020 Drug Distributor Licensing Requirements is
amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
17, 2000 (25 MoReg 973). No changes have been made to the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received,
however, the board again reported that the Drug Distributor
Advisory Committee previously reviewed and approved the pro-
posed amendment.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 5—Drug Distributor

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.343, RSMo 1994 and 338.350, RSMo Supp. 1999, the
board amends a rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-5.030 Definitions and Standards for Drug Wholesale
and Pharmacy Distributors is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
17, 2000 (25 MoReg 973–974). No changes have been made to the
text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This
proposed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publica-
tion in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received,
however, the board again reported that the Drug Distributor
Advisory Committee previously reviewed and approved the pro-
posed amendment.

Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 5—Drug Distributor

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.330, 338.335 and 338.350, RSMo Supp. 1999 and
338.333 and 338.337, RSMo 1994, the board amends a rule as fol-
lows:

4 CSR 220-5.050 Out-of-State Distributor License Registration
Requirements is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
17, 2000 (25 MoReg 974–976). No changes have been made to the
text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This
proposed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publica-
tion in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received,
however, the board again reported that the Drug Distributor
Advisory Committee previously reviewed and approved the pro-
posed amendment.
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Title 4—DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

Division 220—State Board of Pharmacy
Chapter 5—Drug Distributor

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the State Board of Pharmacy under sec-
tions 338.050, 338.333, 338.337 and 338.340, RSMo 1994 and
338.335, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board adopts a rule as follows:

4 CSR 220-5.070 Standards of Operation for Medical Gas
Distributors is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on April 17,
2000 (25 MoReg 977). No changes have been made to the text of
the proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received,
however, the board again reported that the Drug Distributor
Advisory Committee previously reviewed and approved the pro-
posed rule.

Title 10—DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Division 60—Public Drinking Water Program

Chapter 5—Laboratory and Analytical Requirements

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri Safe Drinking Water
Commission under section 640.100, RSMo Supp. 1999, the com-
mission amends a rule as follows:

10 CSR 60-5.010 Accepted and Alternate Procedures for
Analyses is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on
March 1, 2000 (25 MoReg 539–553). No changes have been made
in the text of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here.
This proposed amendment becomes effective thirty days after pub-
lication in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: At the public hearing on April 6,
2000 the department testified that the amendment updates the
accepted methods for analysis of disinfectants and disinfection by-
products (DBP). The methods being adopted are part of the EPA
Disinfection By-Products Rule. The amendment also ensures that
it is clear that the methods listed in this rule are incorporated by
reference by adding that phrase in section (2). No comments were
received and the rule is amended as proposed. 

Title 10—DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Division 100—Petroleum Storage Tank Insurance Fund

Board of Trustees
Chapter 2—Definitions

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri Petroleum Storage Tank
Insurance Fund Board of Trustees under section 319.129, RSMo
Supp. 1999, the board amends a rule as follows:

10 CSR 100-2.010 Definitions is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on May
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1108). There were no changes to the text of
the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed
amendment becomes effective thirty days after publication in the
Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No public hearing was held for
this proposed amendment. No written comments were received.

Title 10—DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Division 100—Petroleum Storage Tank Insurance Fund

Board of Trustees
Chapter 5—Claims

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri Petroleum Storage Tank
Insurance Fund Board of Trustees under sections 319.129,
319.131 and 319.132, RSMo Supp. 1999, the board amends a rule
as follows:

10 CSR 100–5.010 Claims for Cleanup Costs is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on May
1, 2000 (25 MoReg 1108–1113). There were no changes to the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No public hearing on the pro-
posed amendment was held. Only one written comment was
received on May 30, 2000, from Robert L. Johnson of Johnson
Consulting. The comment was reviewed and considered by the
Petroleum Storage Tank Insurance Fund Board of Trustees.

COMMENT: Mr. Johnson suggested that the requirement to get
costs approved in advance was too stringent.
RESPONSE: The Board disagrees, noting this amendment simply
clarifies that its long-standing requirement for pre-approval of
costs applies to all sites. The Board further notes that its existing
rules and procedures are flexible enough to allow the Board to
exercise discretion, as needed. Therefore, no change to the pro-
posed amendment was made.

Title 11—DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
Division 45—Missouri Gaming Commission

Chapter 5—Conduct of Gaming

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri Gaming Commission under
sections 313.004, 313.805 and 313.807, RSMo 1994, the com-
mission amends a rule as follows:

11 CSR 45-5.053 Policies is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
3, 2000 (25 MoReg 853). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.
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Title 11—DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
Division 45—Missouri Gaming Commission

Chapter 17—Voluntary Exclusions

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri Gaming Commission under
sections 313.004 and 313.805, RSMo 1994, the commission
amends a rule as follows:

11 CSR 45-17.030 Procedure for Entry of Names onto List of
Disassociated Persons is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
3, 2000 (25 MoReg 854). No changes have been made in the text
of the proposed amendment, so it is not reprinted here. This pro-
posed amendment becomes effective thirty days after publication
in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 12—DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
Division 10—Director of Revenue

Chapter 24—Drivers License Bureau Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the director of revenue under section
302.177, RSMo Supp. 1999, the director adopts a rule as follows:

12 CSR 10-24.450 Staggering Expiration Dates of
Driver/Nondriver Licenses is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on May 1, 2000
(25 MoReg 1114). No changes have been made in the text of the
proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 12—DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
Division 10—Director of Revenue

Chapter 24—Drivers License Bureau Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the director of revenue under section
302.173, RSMo Supp. 1999, the director adopts a rule as follows:

12 CSR 10-24.452 Highway Sign Recognition Test is adopted.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed rule was published in the Missouri Register on May 1, 2000
(25 MoReg 1114–1115). No changes have been made in the text of
the proposed rule, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rule
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 13—DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES
Division 15—Division of Aging

Chapter 15—Residential Care Facilities I and II

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Division of Aging under section
198.076, RSMo 1994, the division amends a rule as follows:

13 CSR 15-15.022 is amended.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the text of the pro-
posed amendment was published in the Missouri Register on April
3, 2000 (25 MoReg 855–866). Those sections with changes are
reprinted here. This proposed amendment becomes effective thir-
ty days after publication in the Code of State Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: The division received four (4)
comments from two (2) organizations during the thirty-day com-
ment period.

COMMENT: In section (5), subsection 2. (C), we feel that this is
an unclear statement.  We recommend that you separate the lock
requirement for exit doors from resident room doors. Remove
“...or resident room doors.” The lock described would be a panic
bar system, which would not be applicable to a resident room door.
You may think about adding a sentence which could read, “If it is
necessary to lock a resident room door, the lock shall be of a type
that can be released from the inside by a simple act that does not
require a key.”
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The Division
of Aging agrees that locking requirements for exit doors should be
separate from locking requirements for resident room doors. The
division is removing the resident room door locking requirements
from subsection (5)(C) and adding it in a new subsection (5)(D),
along with the requirement that any resident room door that is
locked shall be designed so that it can be opened from the outside
during an emergency. Current subsections (5)(D) through (H) will
be changed to subsections (5)(E) through (I).

COMMENT: In section (9), the rule makes reference to new con-
struction after October 2000 in terms of requiring sprinkler sys-
tems. Missouri Health Care Association would recommend that
they also require that after October 2000, secured exit doors be
released with the fire alarm system.
RESPONSE: The division has determined that no changes are
needed to this section since it is not the division’s intention to
impose additional requirements on facilities exceeding those of the
Life Safety Code. In addition, this would require substantial costs
to facilities which the division did not include in the private entity
fiscal note published with this proposed amendment.

COMMENT: Section (9)—In regards to the proposed fire safety
regulations concerning the new water supply requiring 1560 gal-
lons to comply with NFPA 13R. This is not out of reason if you
have a residential care facility on city water, but how about all the
rural care facilities? The Certificate of Need has made it easier for
facilities to expand their existing facilities if they meet the criteria.
When the new regulations go into effect, it would be too costly for
the rural areas to expand their facilities and meet the new regula-
tions. We would like to request that the new regulation have an
exception for facilities not on city water. There is a rule, NFPA
13D, that should allow ample water supply to a facility with a
sprinkler system.
RESPONSE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGE: The division
agrees and has included additional language in subsection (9)(D)
to allow facilities which do not have access to public water supplies
to comply with the provisions of 1994 edition of NFPA 13D
Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems in One- and
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Two-Family Dwellings and Manufactured Homes. It was not the
division’s intention to eliminate this provision since the previous
regulation allowed for compliance with NFPA 13D.

COMMENT: In section (12), subsection (A), we believe that the
second sentence is unclear. Recommendation is that, “Areas where
smoking is permitted shall be designated as such and smoking shall
be supervised.” This now leaves how the supervision will be
accomplished up to the facility and the location of the smoking
areas.
RESPONSE: The division has determined that no changes are
needed to this subsection since the regulation currently allows the
facility to designate the location where smoking will be allowed.
The regulation as proposed allows for either direct supervision by
facility staff or a system which requires that facility staff have an
awareness of the residents who are smoking.

COMMENT AND EXPLANATION OF OTHER CHANGES:
During a technical review, the division noted two technical errors
which occurred during printing. In subsection (8)(J), the numeric
reference of “(11�")” pertaining to solid core doors needs to be
changed to “(1�") solid core wood doors.” In subsection (5)(H),
the reference to section (32) should be deleted. The changes have
been made and subsection (5)(H) has been relettered to (5)(I).

13 CSR 15-15.022 Fire Safety Standards for New and Existing
Residential Care Facilities I and II

(5) Exits, Stairways and Fire Escapes. 
(C) If it is necessary to lock exit doors, the locks shall not

require the use of a key, tool, special knowledge or effort to unlock
the door from inside the building.  Only one (1) lock shall be per-
mitted on each door. I/II

(D) If it is necessary to lock resident room doors, the locks shall
not require the use of a key, tool, special knowledge or effort to
unlock the door from inside the room. Only one (1) lock shall be
permitted on each door. Every resident room door shall be
designed to allow the door to be opened from the outside during
an emergency when locked. The facility shall ensure that facility
staff have the means or mechanisms necessary to open resident
room doors in case of an emergency. I/II

(E) All stairways and corridors shall be easily negotiable and
shall be maintained free of obstructions. II

(F) Outside stairways shall be constructed to support residents
during evacuation and shall be continuous to the ground level.
Outside stairways shall not be equipped with a counter-balanced
device. They shall be protected from or cleared of ice or snow.
II/III

(G) Facilities with three (3) or more floors shall comply with the
provisions of Chapter 320, RSMo which requires outside stairways
to be constructed of iron or steel. II

(H) Fire escapes constructed on or after November 13, 1980,
whether interior or exterior, shall be thirty-six inches (36") wide,
shall have eight-inch (8") maximum risers, nine-inch (9") mini-
mum tread, no winders, maximum height between landings of
twelve feet (12'), minimum dimensions of landings of forty-four
inches (44"), landings at each exit door, handrails on both sides
and be of sturdy construction, using at least two-inch (2") lumber.
Exit doors to these fire escapes shall be at least thirty-six inches
(36") wide and the door shall swing outward. II/III

(I) If a ramp is required to meet residents’ needs under 13 CSR
15-15.042, the ramp shall have a maximum slope of one to twelve
(1:12) leading to grade. II/III

(8) Protection from Hazards.
(J) Facilities whose plans are approved or which are initially

licensed after December 31, 1987, for more than twenty (20) res-
idents and which are unsprinklered shall have one (1)-hour rated
corridor walls with one and three-quarters inch (1 3/4") solid core
wood doors or metal doors with an equivalent fire rating. II

(9) Sprinkler Systems.
(D) All residential care facilities I and II initially licensed or

with plans approved on or after October 1, 2000, shall have com-
plete sprinkler systems installed and maintained in accordance
with the 1996 edition of NFPA 13 or NFPA 13R. In areas where
public water supplies are not available, a private water supply
meeting the requirements of the 1994 edition of NFPA 13D,
Standard for the Installation of Sprinkler Systems in One- and
Two-Family Dwellings and Manufactured Homes, will be accept-
able. I/II

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.030 Prior Service Credit for Military Service is
rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 990). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.031 Military Service, Purchase of is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 990). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:
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16 CSR 30-2.040 Notification of Sick Leave is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 990). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.050 Notification of Termination of Active
Employment is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 990–991). No changes have been made in the proposed
rescission, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.070 Notification by Retired Member of Election or
Appointment to Office is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 991). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.120 Confidentiality of Records is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 991). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.130 Charges for Documents is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 991–992). No changes have been made in the proposed
rescission, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.140 Computation of Credit is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 992). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:
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16 CSR 30-2.150 Verification of Service is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 992). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.160 Use of Sick Leave and Annual Leave Before
Beginning Disability is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 992). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.181 Application for Long-Term Disability Benefits
is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 992–993). No changes have been made in the proposed
rescission, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.190 Medical Review of Disability Applications is
rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 993). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.210 Disparity in Physicians’ Opinions is
rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 993). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.220 Workers’ Compensation Offset/Disability
Benefits is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 993–994). No changes have been made in the proposed
rescission, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:
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16 CSR 30-2.240 Disability Appeal Procedure is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 994). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.241 Denial of Long-Term Disability Benefits is
rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 994). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.242 State Employment Effect of Disability
Benefits/Long-Term Disability Benefits is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 994–995). No changes have been made in the proposed
rescission, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.250 Earning Capacity Rule is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 995). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.260 Cost-of-Living Allowance Based on Consumer
Price Index is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 995). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.270 Break-in-Service is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 995–996). No changes have been made in the proposed
rescission, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500.2, RSMo 1994, the sys-
tem rescinds a rule as follows:
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16 CSR 30-2.280 Employee with More than One State Job is
rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 996). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.285 Options In Lieu of Normal Annuity is
rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 996). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.290 Appeal Procedure for Retirement Plan is
rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 996). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.300 Recognition of Creditable Service for a Person
Restored to Employment when a Dismissal is Disapproved is

rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 996–997). No changes have been made in the proposed
rescission, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.310 Optional Life Insurance Annual Automatic
Update of Premiums is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 997). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.311 Refunds of Premiums for Optional Life
Insurance is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 997). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:
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16 CSR 30-2.320 Former Employees on Layoff Status is
rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 997–998). No changes have been made in the proposed
rescission, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission
becomes effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.

Title 16—RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
Division 30—Missouri State Employees’ Retirement

System
Chapter 2—Administrative Rules

ORDER OF RULEMAKING

By the authority vested in the Missouri State Employees’
Retirement System under section 104.500, RSMo 1994, the system
rescinds a rule as follows:

16 CSR 30-2.330 Creditable Prior Service is rescinded.

A notice of proposed rulemaking containing the proposed rescis-
sion was published in the Missouri Register on April 17, 2000 (25
MoReg 998). No changes have been made in the proposed rescis-
sion, so it is not reprinted here. This proposed rescission becomes
effective thirty days after publication in the Code of State
Regulations.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS: No comments were received.
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OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION
Division of Purchasing

BID OPENINGS

Sealed Bids in one (1) copy will be received by the Division of
Purchasing, Room 580, Truman Building, P.O. Box 809,
Jefferson City, MO 65102, telephone (573) 751-2387 at 2:00 p.m.
on dates specified below for various agencies throughout
Missouri. Bids are available to download via our homepage:
http://www.state.mo.us/oa/purch/purch.htm. Prospective bidders
may receive specifications upon request.

B1E01028 Laboratory Supplies: Antibody Test Kits 8/15/00;
B1Z01016 Laundry Equipment: Flat Ironer 8/15/00;
B1Z01038 Fabric: Duck 8/15/00;
B1Z01039 Fabric, Breadcloth 8/15/00;
B3Z00241 Waste Tire Clean-Up 8/15/00;
B1E01040 Lab Reagents: Neonatal Hypothyroid Tests 8/16/00;
B2Z00099 Software Training: COOL: Gen/I-Case/Biz/Plex

8/16/00;
B3Z00225 Blindness Literacy Study 8/16/00;
B1Z01015 Walk-In Freezer 8/17/00;
B1E01052 Flares, Safety: Fusee Type 8/18/00;
B1Z01048 Portable Breath Testers 8/18/00;
B3Z01006 Medical Consultation Services 8/18/00;
B1Z01029 Vehicles: Patrol Cars Model Year 2001 8/21/00;
B3Z00240 Financial Reimbursement System 8/22/00;
B3Z01007 African American Marketing-Tourism 8/22/00;
B3Z01014 Daily Transportation Services 8/22/00;
B3Z01026 Abandoned Property Identification & Collection

8/23/00;
B1Z01031 Grocery: Fruit Flavored Drink Mix 8/24/00;
B2Z00104 Internet Dial Access 8/25/00;
B3Z00243 Printing: Carbonless Forms 8/29/00;
B3Z01005 Abstinence Only Education 8/30/00.

It is the intent of the State of Missouri, Division of Purchasing to
purchase the following as a single feasible source without compet-
itive bids. If suppliers exist other than the one identified, contact
(573) 751-2387 immediately.

1.) Mid-America Labor Management Conference, supplied by
Mid-America Labor/Management.
2.) Voice Mail Subscription Service, supplied by Sprint Business
Markets.
3.) Local Interagency Coordinating Council Activities (related to
redesign of the First Steps System), supplied by various coordinat-
ing councils. Please contact the Buyer at (573) 751-1695 for a
complete listing.

1.) B.S. Degree in Social Work with an Emphasis on Services for
the Deaf, supplied by William Woods University.
2.) Radio Spots for the Division of Highway Safety, supplied by
Learfield Communications.

Boating Safety Education & Information Dissemination through
Radio Broadcasts and Internet Website, supplied by Learfield
Communications.

Joyce Murphy, CPPO,
Director of Purchasing
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