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BOARD FOR BARBERS AND COSMETOLOGY

TENTATIVE AGENDA
Monday, March 9, 2020 — 9:00 a.m., Board Room 4, 2™ Floor
Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation, 9960 Mayland Drive

Richmond, Virginia 23233

804-367-8590

I. CALL TO ORDER ‘\OQ
II. APPROVAL OF AGENDA \}6% Q
1. Board for Barbers and Cosmetology Board Meeting Tentative Agenda, March 9 O@
III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES é% és\\'
2. Board for Barbers and Cosmetology Meeting Draft Minutes, January 13 ?@"0 Q
IV. COMMUNICATIONS
3. Email from Leandra Doucet in support of reducing cosmetologl
4. Email from Kelvin L. Rosado regarding safety and samtatlor)@o e
V. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD * @ 0
VI. CASES O@ s‘\\
5. 2016-02955 Anh Phung Duong KOQ KO Consent Order
6. 2016-03046 Bounheuang Fanekham O Consent Order
7. 2016-03053 Chau Kim Ly &@ ,‘\'\OQ Consent Order
8. 2016.03070  Kimnai Suon o O &Q} Consent Order
9. 2016-03151  Lien Nhuan Q) Consent Order
10. 2016-03237 Thuy T hi H Consent Order
11. 2016-02934 Thanﬁb‘hu 'I?&e Prima Facie
12. 2016-02946 \& ié Prima Facie
. 2016~ 0296]<\s\M %thl Tran Prima Facie
%‘l 6- 0%5 Pham Nguyet Quach Prima Facie
§ 977 c)va Ton Prima Facie
16\ 6 0 (@ Thi Mai Nguyen Prima Facie
v 201 3079 ?~Lam Thi Thao Pham Prima Facie
18 ’BQ\6 Phuong Ngoc Huynh Prima Facie
20 21 Thuy-Huyen T. Bach Prima Facie
\Q} & -03241 Thuy Chau Khanh Do Prima Facie
016-03244 Thuy T. Dao Prima Facie
22. 2016-03253 Thy T. Dang Prima Facie
Q‘ 23. 2016-03271 Giang Tran Huong Le Prima Facie
Q 24. 2016-03286 Minh Duy Nguyen Prima Facie
25. 2016-03308 Daniel Nguyen Prima Facie
26. 2016-03327 Toan Thanh Nguyen Prima Facie
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27. 2016-03383 Phuong T. Tran Prima Facie
28. 2016-03415 Sum Thi Tran Prima Facie
29. 2016-03425 Tam Minh Tran Prima Facie
30. 2016-03435 Vivian Phuong Tran Prima Facie . Q
31. 2016-03446 Vy Thuy Hoang Prima Facie %\O
32. 2016-03464  Yen Van Nhuc Prima Facie 0\}0') OQ‘
33. 2017-02273 Tam Thi Nguyen Prima F a01:6\% é\'
34. 2017-02300 Sonita Chea Prima Fagie
35. 2017-02423 Bach Tuyet Thi Tran an 01e Q
36. 2017-02425 Tien Hong Nguyen a Fa
37. 2020-00365  Luis F. Gonzalez Diaz OQLlC@Q
38. 2020-01028  Russell Thomas Lucas 6 nsmg
VII. EXAMINATIONS ss\\\
A. STATISTICS ()Q
B. REPORT ON EXAMINATION VEND(QT RAQSITION
VIII. REGULATORY ACTION AND BOARD A
A. LEGISLATIVE REPORT bfb 0\(0
B. REGULATORY REPORE @Q
C. REGULATORY ACT -T RARY FEE REDUCTION EXTENSION

IX. NEW BUSINESS | © 6’0
X. ADJOURN ‘{\

\<\ xS
* 5-minute p e the ion of any open disciplinary files. Persons desiring to attend the meeting and requiring
special acco tloni&or inte e services should contact the Board Office at (804) 367-8590 at least ten (10) days before the

meetm ultabf geme an be made for an appropriate accommodation. The Department and Board fully comply with the
Ame th Di es Ac

(\
&?“ QO xO Q?“
\ .
<( Q/é NEXT MEETING DATE: May 11,2020

REMAINING 2020 MEETING DATES:

<
A
@rb brb &?“ July 13,2020
N\ Q September 14, 2020
(b QY November 9, 2020
Q



BOARD FOR BARBERS AND COSMETOLOGY

DRAFT MINUTES OF MEETING

The Board for Barbers and Cosmetology met on Monday, January 13, 2020, at the Offices of tl@
Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation, 9960 Mayland Drive, 2™ Floor, B Room
4, Richmond, Virginia. The following board members were present: C) OQ
) QO
Gilda Acosta 6\ \
Oanh Pham Kim Dang O

N
Renee’ H. Gilanshah «O bQ

Margaret B. LaPierre

Alfred O. Mayes \\
. K P

Lonnie Quesenberry
Matthew D. Roberts é\' . (&
The following board members were not present: o 6\\

Darrin L. Hill K
Anne R. McCaffrey Q Q
Josie R. Mace &Q ‘\O

DPOR staff present for all or part of the m%(@g 1nc@g
Mary Broz-Va Q A @ irector
Stephen Kir E}@utlve Director
Tamika ] ensmg Operations Administrator
Cath 1strat1ve Assistant

Representatlvgs)m tg@ﬁce %&e Attorney General was present for all or part of the meeting by
telephone:

Ehzc)@ Peay, Assistant Attorney General

1err air; rmined a quorum was present and called the meeting  Call to Order

a under consideration. Ms. LaPierre asked for any Approval of
chner indicated that three cases were removed from the =~ Agenda
fter it was distributed to the Board. The cases, removed due
to K&f'c(l livery confirmation, were 2016-02961, My Tien Thi Tran;
-0 ,'Kimnai Saon; and 2016-03415, Sum Thi Tran. In addition, Mr.
irs dvised that Case 2016-03144, Le Hang T. Nguyen (Item #18 on the
lﬁwe Agenda) was removed as the respondent has requested an IFF
erence.

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board
voted to adopt the amended Agenda.
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The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously.

The Board took the minutes of the November 18, 2019 Board Meeting, the
November 18, 2019 Standing Committee on Training Meeting, and the
December 2, 2019 Tattoo and Body Piercing Regulations Committee Meeting
under consideration. Ms. LaPierre asked for any amendments. There were

none.
Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the B @S) mlttee on
voted to approve the minutes. Yrammg Meeting

and the December
The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gil ah, 1%3\ 2, 2019 Tattoo and
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. Th@v e&%\ Body Piercing
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. Q Regulations
\O OK Committee

Q Meeting

included in the electronic agenda provided h advance, and five of
which were received at later dates and presded t oard for its review at
the meeting. Mr. Kirschner then afford¢dythe é& an opportunity to review
the communications, which includ é an Email from Chris LeRoy, dated
November 20, 2019 regardir@ e @ (2) a news release dated

a

Mr. Kirschner introduced seven written COHlHlu@Si % o of which were Communications

November 26, 2019 from th rstate Council of State Boards of
Cosmetology [NIC]; (3) a cher da nuary 6, 2020 from Jonathan Melloul
of Sylvain Melloul In eﬁsé}ona ir Academy opposing the proposed
legislation %TJCG oémeto t training hours to 1,000; (4) a letter dated
January 20 Ka@ne Hoover, cosmetology instructor, opposing
the pr dl tlo‘g{) duce cosmetologist training hours to 1,000; (5) a
lett@a ed ry 20 from Morgan R. Thompson of Staunton School

msmﬁ? y,}gm @ roposed legislation to reduce cosmetologist

1S a letter received January 13, 2020 from Beverley

&raml
Q &n 0 @un ool of Cosmetology opposing the proposed
Q?\ l%gl atig

Osmetologist training hours to 1,000; and (7) an email
BQéﬁ y, cosmetology instructor, opposing the proposed

fb egis ry\z uce cosmetologist training hours to 1,000 (See ADDENDUM
@ héall unications).

@rre asked if there was any public comment. Public Comment

Maria Guertler of Staunton School of Cosmetology addressed the Board
regarding her opposition to the proposed legislation to reduce cosmetologist
training hours to 1,000.
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Lisa Hall, a barber from Lorton, addressed the Board regarding unlicensed
barber activity in the state, barbers who are performing services outside their
scope of practice, and the need to raise the standards for barbering in the state.

Douglas Worrall of Rudy & Kelly Academy addressed the Board regarding
his opposition to the proposed legislation to reduce cosmetologist training
hours to 1,000.

N
Elizabeth Meade of Paul Mitchell The School Roanoke addressed the Board s\o

regarding her opposition to the proposed legislation to reduce cosmetologgsb (b‘

training hours to 1,000. Q (@)

Lisa Agnes of Paul Mitchell The School Roanoke addressed the B,
regarding her opposition to the proposed legislation to reduce co@ o],o@@
training hours to 1,000. O $\

Hannah Agnes, a student at Paul Mitchell The School Gan keséddressed the
Board regarding her opposition to the proposed leglsl n to
cosmetologist training hours to 1,000 and inadeq s m @)smetology
vocational programs in Virginia high schools. (b (5\

Andrea Sorrell of Paul Mitchell The Sc QROége addressed the Board
regarding her opposition to the prop &151@( o reduce cosmetologist
training hours to 1,000 and added c@ems@out the impact a reduction in
training hours would have have % %r@ility of a Virginia cosmetology
license to other states.

SR

Bridgette Craighead @1 aul Mitchell The School Roanoke
addressed oard r@rdln opposition to the proposed legislation to
reduce olo ra1 ours to 1,000.

Mo@ gﬁl ent at Paul Mitchell The School Roanoke addressed

er 1t10n to the proposed legislation to reduce
osm ([g 1st al n@s to 1,000.
L S

uate of Paul Mitchell The School Roanoke, addressed

Q}“ z@am fee,
Q @a Bo his opposition to the proposed legislation to reduce
§fb~ cog%lo‘&t aining hours to 1,000.

ikki man of Rudy & Kelly Academy addressed the Board regarding her
oﬁn

ftion to the proposed legislation to reduce cosmetologist training hours to

Laura Todd, Master Esthetics Instructor at LAT Inc. addressed the Board on
the topic of transfer hour requirements, and recommended that the Board
consider allowing schools to accept transfers of up to 50% of the total required

KGQ
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hours for all Board for Barbers and Cosmetology professions.

Kristen Kent of Rudy & Kelly Academy addressed the Board regarding her
opposition to the proposed legislation to reduce cosmetologist training hours to
1,000 and provided the Board members with two graphics of maps supporting
her comments.

Christine Werne of The Chrysm Institute of Esthetics addressed the Board on
the topic of transfer hour requirements and expressed her opposition to

removing restrictions on the number of hours that may be transferred. She at’@
addressed the pending fast-track legislation regarding apprenticeship lic

display. \O

Jonathan Melloul of Sylvain Melloul International Hair Acade §ddr§§e(q
the Board regarding his opposition to the proposed leglslatlon&edwé\
cosmetologist training hours to 1,000. Q @)

O

John Turnage partner of Paul Mitchell The School a@cos t&)gy schools
in several states, including Texas, addressed the g his
opposition to the proposed legislation to reduce @st training hours to
1,000, citing the negative impact resulting 8@ Te duction of
cosmetologist training hours to 1,000.

Caitlin Mack of Paul Mitchell Th noke addressed the Board
regarding her opposition to the se% latlon to reduce cosmetologist
training hours to 1,000.

)
&\\’

Ms. Da d,Q&elf @the meeting
@1 e&l’ 1le§@m er 2016-02985, Ba Thi Nguyen, the Board

rec @W onsisted of the Summary of the Informal Fact-

@p @ 1gative file, Report of Findings, transcript and

did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel, or

u@ representative.

@Count 1, upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr.

oard adopted the Report of Findings which contains the facts

?-L g the regulatory and/or statutory issues in this matter, and the Summary
Informal Fact-Finding Conference, and found substantial evidence that Ba
guyen violated the following section of its Regulations:

Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3

Cases

Ms. Dang Recused

File Number 2016-
02985, Ba Thi

Nguyen
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The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. LaPierre, Mr.
Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no negative votes. The Q
motion passed unanimously. é\o

&
Concerning Count 1, upon a motion by Mr. Roberts and seconded by Mr. Q\}
Mayes, the Board voted to accept the recommended sanctions contained in the ‘\6 ‘5\\'\
Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference and to impose the 6

following sanction(s): &O‘

Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 $ 6,750&\Q)9

(3 violations - $2,250 each) OQ @O
A
TOTAL (MONETARY PENALTIES) $ @ 75 G@'

In addition, the Board imposes revocation of Ba Thi Ngué cosn@shoglst
license number 1201120062 for violations of Count 1 \

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms s. LaPierre, Mr.
Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. The egative votes. The
motion passed unanimously.

As a Board representative in this case as not present, did not
participate in the discussion, and d@ V(}S%n this matter.

In the matter of File Numb@ 0 , Thuy T. Bui, the Board reviewed  File Number 2016-
the record, which consisted oPthe mary of the Informal Fact-Finding 03225, Thuy T.
Conference, 1 rt of Findings, transcript and exhibits. Thuy Bui

T. Bui apg@ @eet@m person and addressed the Board.

Mg @t 1, udn a motlon by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr.
,t ard adeptedithe Report of Findings which contains the facts

re or statutory issues in this matter, and the Summary

Q ft form ct g Conference, and found substantial evidence that
?\ Toh\ﬁb. lat
<

0 following section of its Regulations:

,5\@ g@& K?‘ 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3

]

(ﬁe m%@rs voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. LaPierre, Mr.
r. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no negative votes. The

on passed unanimously.

Concerning Count 1, upon a motion by Mr. Roberts and seconded by Mr.
Quesenberry, the Board voted to accept the recommended sanctions contained
in the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference and to impose the
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following sanction(s):

o)
Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 $ 6,750.00 6\
(3 violations - $2,250 each) \}% o
________________ . %C) . ’\O
TOTAL (MONETARY PENALTIES) $  6,750.00 & %’\\

\
In addition, the Board imposes revocation of Thuy T. Bui’s cosmetologist ‘@ Q
license number 1201118886 for violations of Count 1. ()@

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. LaR x
Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no negatw@

motion passed unanimously. %Q ss\\\C)\

As a Board representative in this case, Ms. Dang was not ent, e@mt
participate in the discussion, and did not vote on this ma(

Ms. Dang returned to the meeting. ,\\9

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and se Roberts the Board Board Considers
voted to consider the seven (7) Consent r c s a block. and Accepts
Consent Order
The members voting ‘yes’ were M 1%(&5 Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. Cases As Block
erry

LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Qu r. Roberts. There were no
negative votes. The motion g\&ed @mously

Upon a mo Qby Mr, §yes \s'econded by Mr. Roberts, the Board voted to
accept t@n (7)&onse ders.

Th be were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
senberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no

O

Q&Eﬁve&btes@g né@?:ssed unanimously.

?\
Q.
Q
Qo

matfe ?‘Y‘&umber 2016-02932, Than Truc Thi Hunh, the Board  File Number 2016-

Vle% which consisted of the Consent Order. Than Truc Thi 02932, Than Truc
d a%a pear at the meeting in person, by counsel, or by any other Thi Hunh
sentative.

&ﬂ ng the Consent Order, Than Truc Thi Hunh acknowledges an
tanding of the charges and admits to the violation of the Count as
outlined in the Report of Findings and consents to the following term(s):

Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 $ 1,500.00
(Four Violations)
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SUB-TOTAL (MONETARY PENALTIES) $ 1,500.00 Q
BOARD COSTS $  150.00 6\0
TOTAL $ 1,650.00 \}@ Qo
oY - O

In addition, for violation of Count 1, Thanh Truc Thi Huynh agrees to 6\6 ‘\}
revocation of her Cosmetologist license, Number 1201118954. <
S
N

Upon a motion by Mr. Mayes and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board Vot d@

accept the Consent Order. Q (b
*Qr Q)

The members voting ‘yes’” were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilan (b'

LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There

negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. gs\\\

In the matter of File Number 2016-02952, Huong T. estoard File Number 2016-
reviewed the record, which consisted of the Consent T.Nguyen 02952, Huong T.

did not appear at the meeting in person, by couns%ﬁ)r b{;@ ther qualified Nguyen
representative.

By signing the Consent Order, Huong T g@yen owledges an
understanding of the charges and ad the ¢§@lation of the Count as
outlined in the Report of Findings r&onseﬁy to the following term(s):

Count 1: 18 VA{& -20-@‘A.3 $ 2,250.00
DD

SUB TOT (Mogé}m NALTIES) $ 2,250.00
STS QS $  150.00

TO @ QO $ 2,400.00

I\?@tlo {Gount 1, Huong T. Nguyen agrees to revocation of
he Cos 10 Q umber 1201 112790.

@ra moﬁl ¢ Mayes and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board voted to
ept rder.

@ Votlng yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.

r. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
1@% votes. The motion passed unanimously.

In the matter of File Number 2016-03008, Thao Phuong Huynh, the Board  File Number 2016-

reviewed the record, which consisted of the Consent Order. Thao Phuong 03008, Thao
Huynh did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel, or by any other Phuong Huynh

qualified representative.
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By signing the Consent Order, Thao Phuong Huynh acknowledges an Q
understanding of the charges and admits to the violation of the Count as '\O
outlined in the Report of Findings and consents to the following term(s):

Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 $ 1,500.00 6\0') . s\\\
__________________ %

SUB-TOTAL (MONETARY PENALTIES) $ 1,500.00 O\ QO

BOARD COSTS $  150.00 é\ 6

TOTAL § 1,650.00 -.C rb\

In addition, for violation of Count 1, Thao Phuong Huynh agrees t 5&:3& @
of her Nail Technician license, Number 1206019151 6
%) .\o

)

Upon a motion by Mr. Mayes and seconded by Mr. Robeﬁ&; Boé‘voted to
accept the Consent Order. KO OK

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. xg ilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mrf ere were no
negative votes. The motion passed unanim

In the matter of File Number 2016-0 , Tu @Anh Thanh Nguyen, the File Number 2016-
Board reviewed the record, which te @the Consent Order. Tuyen Anh- 03264, Tuven
Thanh Nguyen did not appear a@e me& in person, by counsel, orby any =~ Anh-Thanh

other qualified representatlvoo @ Nguyen

By signing th onsent Anh Thanh Nguyen acknowledges an
understan itzﬁrges admits to the violation of the Count as

outhne ngs and consents to the following term(s):

%41 -20-280.A.3 $ 0.00
10lations)

v
Q~ ?{Z\ \B é@ETARY PENALTIES) $  0.00
K @ co

(&s\ addiy for violations of Count 1, Tuyen Anh-Thanh Nguyen agrees to
re on of her Nail Technician hcense Number 1206017345.

Upon a motion by Mr. Mayes and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board voted to
accept the Consent Order.

The members voting ‘yes” were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
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LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no

negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. OQ
In the matter of File Number 2016-03290, Tuyet Ngat Nguyen, the Board File Numb %016-
reviewed the record, which consisted of the Consent Order. Tuyet Ngat Nguyen 03290, ﬁt‘Ngl‘
did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel, or by any other qualified % . \}
representative. %\

S P
By signing the Consent Order, Tuyet Ngat Nguyen acknowledges an 3\ bQ

understanding of the charges and admits to the violation of the Count as X ) (bg
outlined in the Report of Findings and consents to the following term(s)'Q (@)

O
Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 $ @}0 . rg
(Four Violations) 96 (S\C)\
&
SUB-TOTAL (MONETARY PENALTIES) OQb & 200
BOARD COSTS Q\ s Q1'50.00
TOTAL @ 150.00
\\
In addition, for violations of Count 1, Tuy agrees to revocation
of her Cosmetologist license, Number 12@978

Upon a motion by Mr. Mayes and de%@ Mr. Roberts, the Board voted to
accept the Consent Order. . @ 6

The members voting ‘ye \Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Va, gues rry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
negative vafe§ ‘The @ on gﬁ?ed unanimously.

In tt%ter @e Nymber 2016-02266, Thuy-Van Thi Nguyen, the Board ~ File Number 2017-
QscordQ onsisted of the Consent Order. Thuy-Van Thi 02266, Thuy-Van
yen & meeting in person, by counsel, or by any other Thi Nguyen
Q&ua @rep tat

Qy 1gn ? (C?g/ t Order, Thuy-Van Thi Nguyen acknowledges an

Q dmg?t charges and admits to the violation of the Count as
& ou@p dij eport of Findings and consents to the following term(s):

QXH 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 $ 1,500.00
UB-TOTAL (MONETARY PENALTIES) $ 1,500.00
BOARD COSTS $ 150.00

TOTAL $ 1,650.00
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In addition, for violation of Count 1, Thuy-Van Thi Nguyen agrees to
revocation of her Cosmetologist license, Number 1201110934,

Upon a motion by Mr. Mayes and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board voted to &
accept the Consent Order. Q\}

The members voting ‘yes” were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. <

LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no 3\0 Q

negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. S Kb
0

In the matter of File Number 2019-02643, Top Nails I LLC, dba T ?@ %@le Number 2019-
the Board reviewed the record, which consisted of the Consent Or ;E 02643. Top Nails

Nails II LLC did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel y arf II LLC, dba Top
other qualified representative. %) ss\\\ Nails

By signing the Consent Order, Top Nails II LLC ackno es af

understanding of the charges and admits to the violati Fthe Count as

outlined in the Report of Findings and consents to @ HO@ term(s):
Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.14 0y, (b \’0 $ 1,500.00

SUB-TOTAL (MONETARY PENA@QES)KQQ) $ 1,500.00
BOARD COSTS $  150.00

TOTAL @(b G(b $ 1,650.00
In addition, for V101at10n éount op Nails IT LLC agrees to a two (2) year

probation of 1‘?@1 hce 8003183 as of the effective date of this
Order. Dugg ist robatlon Top Nails II LLC agrees to comply
th

with th d for Barbers and Cosmetology.

ngﬁ m y s and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board voted to
Qc ept n’s\e}' Drd &

?‘ emb@vo'
& G
Q neé@e ’(&

es’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
e motion passed unanimously.

on tion by Ms. Gilanshah and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board Board Considers
VO consider the eight (8) remaining Prima Facie cases as a block, accept ~ and Approves
the yiolations, and approve the sanctions. Remaining Prima
Facie Cases As A
Block

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously.
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In the matter of File Number 2016-02933, Thanh-Dung Thi Tran, the Board File Number 2
reviewed the record, which consisted of the Notice of Prima Facie Case, 02933, Thanh\\
Report of Findings, including exhibits, and the Recommendation. Thanh-Dung Duné Thi é
Thi Tran did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any other O OQ
qualified representative. 6\@ \}

KGQ

Concerning Counts 1 and 2, upon a motion by Ms. Gilanshah and seconded by O\
Mr. Roberts, the Board adopted the Report of Findings which contains the 3\

facts regarding the regulatory and/or statutory issues in this matter, and fqu; (b‘
substantial evidence that Thanh-Dung Thi Tran violated the following s LNQ)
of its Regulations and imposes the listed monetary penalties: \O

Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 6& i@oo

Count 2: 18 VAC 41-20-280.6 \OQ Qb 2 ,350.00

TOTAL Q Q $ 4,600.00
2 \\O

The Board also imposes the following san 1 @ on of Thanh-Dung Thi
Tran’s Nail Technician license number 1 (@191 or violation of Counts 1

and 2.

The members voting ‘yes’ were s. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. d Mr. Roberts. There were no
negative votes. The motlo se 1mously

&nber 6 03058, Kim Phuong Thi Tran, the Board File Number 2016-
hic sisted of the Notice of Prima Facie Case, 03058, Kim
1nc h1b1ts and the Recommendation. Kim Phuong Phuong Thi Tran

t the meeting in person, by counsel or by any other
&@Tﬁed&;@resa}{;@we

P&?ﬂa gﬁ}m

&cts d1

2, upon a motion by Ms. Gilanshah and seconded by
d adopted the Report of Findings which contains the
regulatory and/or statutory issues in this matter, and found

5

su V nce that Kim Phuong Thi Tran violated the following sections
1ons and imposes the listed monetary penalties:
& : 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 $ 6,750.00
(Three violations - $2,250 each)
Count 2: 18 VAC 41-20-280.6 $ 2,350.00

TOTAL $ 9,100.00
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The Board also imposes the following sanction: Revocation of Kim Phuong Thi Q
Tran’s Cosmetologist license number 1201122434, for violation of Counts 1 ‘\O
and 2. \}@6 Q’
The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. ‘\60 ‘5\’\'\0
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no 6 (%)
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. &O‘ QO

In the matter of File Number 2016-03274, Tuyen T. Le, the Board review{@ Fg? SNumber 2016-
the record, which consisted of the Notice of Prima Facie Case, Report OfQ? ©3274, Tuyen T.
Findings, including exhibits, and the Recommendation. Tuyen T. Leﬂ@n \%

appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any other qualiﬁ@ \(b.

representative. @ ss\\\

Concerning Counts 1 and 2, upon a motion by Ms. Gila@ and, egnded by
Mr. Roberts, the Board adopted the Report of Finding h c@gms the
facts regarding the regulatory and/or statutory issues;i @tter and found
substantial evidence that Tuyen T. Le violated t&?ﬂo q@ections of'its
Regulations and imposes the listed monetary % tle\(b

Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280, @Q) $ 6,750.00
(Three violation ,25 &ch)
Count 2: 18 VAC 41 %— 6(0 $ 2,350.00

‘(\ %)
TOTAL $ 9,100.00
PN

The Board imp the f&vmg sanction: Revocation of Tuyen T. Le’s
Cosmz/ lic\ te)Q 1201110592, for violation of Counts 1 and 2.

% mb t1n s were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
ic

rre ? senberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
Q«negatg otesﬂl passed unanimously.

umber 2016-03380, Phuong Thi Ngo, the Board File Number 2016-
Vle@‘l td, which consisted of the Notice of Prima Facie Case, 03380, Phuong Thi
&@' R gs including exhibits, and the Recommendation. Phuong Thi  Ngo

t appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any other

@g?epresentatwe

cermng Counts 1 and 2, upon a motion by Ms. Gilanshah and seconded by
Mr. Roberts, the Board adopted the Report of Findings which contains the
facts regarding the regulatory and/or statutory issues in this matter, and found
substantial evidence that Phuong Thi Ngo violated the following sections of its
Regulations and imposes the listed monetary penalties:
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Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 $ 6,750.00
(Three violations - $2,250 each)

Count 2: 18 VAC 41-20-280.6 $ 2,350.00

TOTAL $ 9,100.00

The Board also imposes the following sanction: Revocation of Phuong Thi
Ngo’s Cosmetologist license number 1201118874, for violation of Counts b@

and 2. N\
o

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilan }“Ms(b'

LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There noc)\

negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. O@ gs\\\
O

In the matter of File Number 2016-03436, Voeun Ly g, #hd Board
reviewed the record, which consisted of the Notice onima ﬁicle Case,
Report of Findings, including exhibits, and the R m on. Voeun Ly
Loeung did not appear at the meeting in person /By co %or by any other
qualified representative. 6(0

. Gi @n and seconded by Mr.
f Fn@ngs which contains the facts

Concerning Count 1, upon a motion b
Roberts, the Board adopted the Re
regarding the regulatory and/or gtatirto s in this matter, and found
substantial evidence that Vo \%' ¢ violated the following sections of
its Regulations and impo E\ hs{ onetary penalties:

Count 1: Qv AC -280.A.3 $ 6,750.00
ations - $2,250 each)

$ 6,750.00
he@rd al \m e followmg sanction: Revocation of Voeun Ly
L*o\@g S C@m é 1St license number 1201112749, for violations of Count 1.

1®mb S %\mg ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
ati tes. The motion passed unanimously.

I@e matter of File Number 2017-02272, Tien Thuy Nguyen, the Board
reviewed the record, which consisted of the Notice of Prima Facie Case,
Report of Findings, including exhibits, and the Recommendation. Tien Thuy
Nguyen did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any other
qualified representative.

File Number 2016-
03436, Voeun Ly

Loeung

File Number 2017-
02272, Tien Thuy

Nguyen
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Concerning Counts 1 and 2, upon a motion by Ms. Gilanshah and seconded by Q
Mr. Roberts, the Board adopted the Report of Findings which contains the ‘\O
facts regarding the regulatory and/or statutory issues in this matter, and found %6
substantial evidence that Tien Thuy Nguyen violated the following sections of Q\} Q’
its Regulations and imposes the listed monetary penalties: 6\6 . ,\’\\O
S
Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-280.A.3 § 4,500. OO&OK QO

(Two violations - $2,250 each)
Count 2: 18 VAC 41-20-280.6 § 2 35(\@

TOTAL 8\&50 _@

The Board also imposes the following sanction: Revocatlon 0 %en
Nguyen’s Cosmetologist license number 1201118808, for t10n ounts

1 and 2.

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. g?M lanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr ere were no
negative votes. The motion passed unammg@r 0

Board reviewed the record, which ted Ghthe Notice of Prima Facie Case, 02275, Tam Tran
Report of Findings, including exhib¥s, me Recommendation. Tam Tran Thanh Nguyen
Thanh Nguyen did not appe e r@)&ng in person, by counsel or by any

other qualified representa&\

In the matter of File Number 2017-05&,\ Ta@ran Thanh Nguyen, the File Number 2017-
S

Concermn nts 1 2 Lﬁa motion by Ms. Gilanshah and seconded by
Mr. Ro %@ﬂ ad the Report of Findings which contains the
facts y and/or statutory issues in this matter, and found
sub t 1a1 am Tran Thanh Nguyen violated the following

&&mns &)@ R tlc%?d imposes the listed monetary penalties:

Cpg?l Q AC 41-20-280.A.3 $ 4,500.00

wo violations - $2,250 each)

K\ e
%u@ ?~ 18 VAC 41-20-280.6 S 2.350.00

$ 6,850.00

g rd also imposes the following sanction: Revocation of Tam Tran Thanh
Nguyen s Cosmetologist license number 1201118759, for violations of Counts
1 and 2.

The members voting ‘yes” were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
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LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously.

In the matter of File Number 2019-01603, Front Royal Beauty School, the
Board reviewed the record, which consisted of the Notice of Prima Facie Case,
Report of Findings, including exhibits, and the Recommendation. Front Royal
Beauty School did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any
other qualified representative.

Concerning Count 1, upon a motion by Ms. Gilanshah and seconded by Mrc)@ \
Roberts, the Board adopted the Report of Findings which contains the f: O(b'
regarding the regulatory and/or statutory issues in this matter, and foq§f)

substantial evidence that Front Royal Beauty School violated the fglowin

section of its Regulations and imposes the listed monetary penal&

Count 1: 18 VAC 41-20-130.C
o

O O
TOTAL Q 5 0.0

The Board also imposes the following sanctl ev n of Front Royal
Beauty School’s Cosmetology School hce @205001348 for
violation of Count 1.

The members voting ‘yes’ were M@\cost&s. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quegs d Mr. Roberts. There were no
negative votes. The motion sed 16 mously.

xS

In the matt 1le \er{@O-OOOSS Blendz Barber Lounge LLC, the  File Number 2020-

Board re d t @cord ch consisted of the application files, transcript, 00055, Blendz
exhlb mma f the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. John Barber Lounge
eetlng in person on behalf of Blendz Barber Lounge LLC
nd esse@ Bo
Qﬂipm\%otl esenberry and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board
?‘ to ac t tteg mmendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact-
Q‘ and approve Blendz Barber Lounge LLC’s Barber Shop

din @nf
& ic @apg{aﬁo
@'em rs voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
a

, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
tive votes. The motion passed unanimously.

In the matter of File Number 2020-00433, Shaqela Shyda Whitehurst, the File Number 2020-
Board reviewed the record, which consisted of the application files, transcript, 00433, Shaqela
exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Shagela Shyda Whitehurst
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Shyda Whitehurst appeared at the meeting in person and addressed the Board.

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr. Mayes, the Board

voted to accept the recommendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact- (%)

Finding Conference and approve Shagela Shyda Whitehurst’s Cosmetologist 0\} Q’

license application. X% .K}O
& o

The members voting ‘yes” were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. O\
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no $\ bQ
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. 9 K

In the matter of File Number 2020-00570, Freddie Dominic Cherrxg 9]e Number 2020-
Board reviewed the record, which consisted of the application ﬁelgra scr. 00570, Freddie

exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Confer - Fr Dominic Cherry
Dominic Cherry did not appear at the meeting in person, by c@sel d& any

other qualified representative. OQ

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Qah the Board
voted to accept the recommendation in the Sum ormal Fact-
Finding Conference and approve Freddie Dom1 Barber license

application.

LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenb, and@r Roberts. There were no

The members voting ‘yes’” were Ms. 1? Q %ang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
negative votes. The motion pass% ng@‘sly

In the matter of File Num &902 &'7 1, Kadian Rashad Andrews, the File Number 2020-
Board reviewed the recorg\vhl nsisted of the application files, transcript, 00571, Kadian
exhibits, a um@ry of. nformal Fact-Finding Conference. Kadian Rashad Andrews
Rashad w$ aﬁ@r at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any
othe@ sel%t e
U?n @ bge‘ and seconded by Mr. Quesenberry, the Board

&zo ed olaécep t

endatlon in the Summary of the Informal Fact-
% ap

&@: Q prove Kadian Rashad Andrews’ Barber license
ati . O
\T;E &nb( ting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
g

Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no

%g[tes. The motion passed unanimously.
1@6 matter of File Number 2020-00572, Rodney Damon Grayson, the File Number 2020-
Board reviewed the record, which consisted of the application files, transcript, 00572, Rodney
exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Rodney Damon Grayson
Damon Grayson did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any
other qualified representative.
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Upon a motion by Mr. Roberts and seconded by Mr. Mayes, the Board voted Q
to accept the recommendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding ‘\O
Conference and approve Rodney Damon Grayson’s Barber license application. \}66

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. . 60 .K}O
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no 6\ A\

negative votes. The motion passed unanimously.

In the matter of File Number 2020-00573, Jamaal Ashlen Gibbs, the Bo
reviewed the record, which consisted of the application files, transcrrpt
exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference.
Ashlen Gibbs did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel %’
other qualified representative. 5\0

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr. @ﬂs thd Board
voted to accept the recommendation in the Summary ofs fIThf 1 Fact-
Finding Conference and approve Jamaal Ashlen G1bb‘éarb{ghcense

application. <

pp \ \\O
The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acost s Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, &%rts There were no
negative votes. The motion passed un ous

In the matter of File Number 2 0% 4%e0rge Robert Foster, Jr., the File Number 2020-

Board reviewed the record d of the application files, transcript, 00574, George
exhibits, and the Surnma al Fact-Finding Conference. George Robert Foster, Jr.
Robert Foster I. d1d e meeting in person, by counsel or by any

other qual epr tlve

Upon s@& rts and seconded by Ms. Gilanshah, the Board

Vot mendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact-
&e@and ve George Robert Foster, Jr.’s Barber license

Q’(@pphc

nét/[ es were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
@aPre s, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no

§fb~ ne &s ‘The motlon passed unanimously.

viewed the record, which consisted of the application files, transcript, 00590, Kelsey
its, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Kelsey O’Bryan Henley
O’Bryan Henley did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any
other qualified representative.

er of File Number 2020-00590, Kelsey O’Bryan Henley, the File Number 2020-
B
1

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board



Board for Barbers and Cosmetology
Minutes of Meeting

January 13, 2020

Page 18 of 25

voted to accept the recommendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact-

Finding Conference and approve Kelsey O’Bryan Henley’s Barber license Q

application. é\o
&

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. 0\} Q’

LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no & . ;\30

negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. 6\ @\

In the matter of File Number 2020-00592, Christopher Montel Holman, the Qlle %uﬁber 2020-
Board reviewed the record, which consisted of the application files, transcr

exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. #lstopher
Christopher Montel Holman did not appear at the meeting in person, K@Q @ ontel Holman
counsel or by any other qualified representative. \(b'

Upon a motion by Ms. Gilanshah and seconded by Mr. Robe&he
voted to accept the recommendation in the Summary of th a(Pact-
Finding Conference and approve Christopher Montel HK@a érber license
application.

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, M{é Gllanshah Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, an l@s Ro - There were no
negative votes. The motion passed unam ly.

@

In the matter of File Number 2020@35 lﬁ.gn Leigh Nichols, the Board File Number 2020-
reviewed the record, which consisted ofith&@pplication files, transcript, 00635, Erin Leigh
exhibits, and the Summary s‘%nfo Fact-Finding Conference. Erin Nichols

Leigh Nichols appeared att g Tn person and addressed the Board.

Christine We also ed meeting in person and addressed the

Board on of M 1chq@

)
Upon@on Sés and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board voted

tlon in the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding

th
e Welgh Nichols’ Master Esthetician Instructor
Q&lcen 11
Qy nét/[ es were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
@aPle

s, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no

§fb~ ne &s ‘The motlon passed unanimously.

left the meeting for personal business. Mr. Mayes left the
Q meeting

In the matter of File Number 2020-00790, Kenneth Edward Jackson, the File Number 2020-
Board reviewed the record, which consisted of the application files, transcript, 00790, Kenneth
exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Kenneth ~ Edward Jackson
Edward Jackson did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any
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other qualified representative.

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board
voted to accept the recommendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact- (%)
Finding Conference and approve Kenneth Edward Jackson’s Barber license \} Q’
application. O O

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms. O\
LaPierre, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no negative votes. $\
The motion passed unanimously. 9 (b‘

Mr. Mayes was not present, did not participate in the discussion, and,@g%t @
vote on this matter. é

In the matter of File Number 2020-00792, Clayton Mack H& th d File Number 2020-
reviewed the record, which consisted of the application fil sciy, 00792, Clayton
exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Findin Ednfer .Clayton =~ Mack Holly

Mack Holly did not appear at the meeting in person, béou T by any other

ualified representative. .
q p & \\O
Upon a motion by Mr. Roberts and second Mr (Qsenberry, the Board
voted to accept the recommendation in t of the Informal Fact-
Finding Conference and approve Cla @ ac ITy’s Barber license
application.
The members voting ‘yes’ @ a, Ms Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.

erts. There were no negative votes.

LaPierre, Mr. Quesenber
The motion passed ung&u

sl%&

Mr. Ma S n%@bser&)@ not participate in the discussion, and did not
vote

Cﬁ
&Boardma?e Ehe@r?
S 10

\@ er %ﬁ‘f

%n by Mr. Roberts and seconded by Ms. Dang, the Board voted to
ceét ecommendatlon in the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding
C

%2020 -00834, Rydell Louis Robertson, the File Number 2020-
which consisted of the application files, transcript, 00834, Rydell

of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Rydell Louis Robertson
ot appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any

nce and approve Rydell Louis Robertson’s Barber license application.

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no negative votes.
The motion passed unanimously.
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Mr. Mayes was not present, did not participate in the discussion, and did not
vote on this matter.

Mr. Mayes returned to the meeting.

In the matter of File Number 2020-00835, Eric Lee Talley, the Board
reviewed the record, which consisted of the application files, transcript,
exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Eric Lee
Talley did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any other

qualified representative. . 0@ (bg

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Ms. Dang, the %@9 @O
voted to accept the recommendation in the Summary of the Info ct-
Finding Conference and approve Eric Lee Talley’s Barber 11cens pl1c (Q

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, @amsl&Ms
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Robertﬂ € no
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously.

In the matter of File Number 2020-00836, Der@ hlte, the Board File Number 2020-
reviewed the record, which consisted of th: z@hcaté{?es transcript, 00836, Deryll
exhibits, and the Summary of the Info ct-Fi g Conference. Deryll Allen White

Allen White did not appear at the megt{@g*in peﬁzl y counsel or by any

other qualified representative. Q

Upon a motion by Mr. Robe@ ed by Mr. Mayes, the Board voted

Conference a approve n White’s Barber license application.

Votg&res @e Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
; senberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no

n passed unanimously.

to accept the recommendationin tg mary of the Informal Fact-Finding
\&Tyll

er 2020-00837, Christopher Luis Willars, the File Number 2020-
d, which consisted of the application files, transcript, 00837,
ary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Christopher Luis

I‘lSt g illars did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or Willars
y t qualified representative.

accept the recommendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact-
Conference and approve Christopher Luis Willars’ Barber license
application.

fﬁ tion by Ms. Gilanshah and seconded by Mr. Quesenberry, the Board
v

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
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negative votes. The motion passed unanimously.

reviewed the record, which consisted of the application files, transcript,
exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Donald J.
Montgomery did not appear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any
other qualified representative.

2
N o

o
Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr. Mayes, the Board $\ bQ
voted to accept the recommendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact- \
Finding Conference and approve Donald J. Montgomery’s Barber hcensQ\ (b'

application. \O

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gil 1%3(0.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. Th@v e&%\

negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. Q O

In the matter of File Number 2020-00849, Sonny L \R %e Board File Number 2020-
reviewed the record, which consisted of the ap n f anscrlpt 00849, Sonny
exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact ference. Sonny Lynn Reese

Lynn Reese did not appear at the meetlng i son ounsel or by any other

qualified representative.

Upon a motion by Mr. Roberts andﬁ@nde(@\l\/lr Quesenberry, the Board
voted to accept the recommend %mmary of the Informal Fact-
Finding Conference and ap on&)’nn Reese’s Body Piercer
Apprentice license apphcat

The memb, 1n s Acosta Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierr senberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
negat mo@ assed unanimously.

mﬁh @ %2020 -00852, Shanita Renee Lacy, the Board File Number 2020-
€ 18CO i

eV1e% consisted of the application files, transcript, 00852, Shanita
Q ex and (Be”S of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Shanita Renee Lacy
Qy eL id pear at the meeting in person, by counsel or by any other

\@mhﬁ&é v@[ive.
@ t1 n by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Ms. Dang, the Board

cept the recommendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact-
F;@‘ Conference and approve Shanita Renee Lacy’s Cosmetologist license
application

The members voting ‘yes” were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously.
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In the matter of File Number 2020-00854, Malik Nathaniel Byrd, the Board
reviewed the record, which consisted of the application files, transcript,
exhibits, and the Summary of the Informal Fact-Finding Conference. Malik
Nathaniel Byrd appeared at the meeting in person and addressed the Board.

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Mr. Mayes, the Board
voted to accept the recommendation in the Summary of the Informal Fact-
Finding Conference and approve Malik Nathaniel Byrd’s Barber license
application.

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilansha,@g
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There w 0
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously.

s;\\\o

OQ
Ms. Rodriguez reported to the Board on current pass s fo ers and
cosmetology related examinations, excluding da QJ pu hools which
will be reported at a meeting following testmg ools in spring

2020.

30
Mr. Kirschner reported to the Boar}ig trang@bn to the new examination
vendor, PSI. He indicated that PSI een @gponsive in addressing issues as
they have arisen. Shannon Webster,"DP Kdirector of Examinations, advised
the Board that there are five cal @&'Aination sites and eight theory
examination sites operateg SIKO
6

Board on the progress of regulatory actions that are
ast-track update to disinfectant language and the fast-

(s

Q~ act] &g the display of apprenticeship licenses. Both actions are
ent phase through February 6, 2020 and will take effect on
\F E &2 20, if substantial public comments opposing the changes are

chner reported to the Board on the Tattoo and Body Piercing Sub
mittee meeting that took place on December 2, 2019.

Mr. Kirschner reviewed with the Board responses to public comments
regarding the proposed revisions to the Tattoo and Body Piercing Regulations.
Copies of the responses and the proposed revised regulations were distributed

9

9
O X
Q

File Number 20

M‘M%
Nathaniel ;g Q
S

O
GQ
>

EXAMINATIONS

Exam Statistics

Report On
Examination

Vendor Transition

REGULATORY
ACTION AND
BOARD
GUIDANCE

Regulatory Report

Tattooing Sub-
Committee Report
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to the Board members for review.

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Ms. Acosta, the Board
voted to approve the public comment responses as written.

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously.

Upon a motion by Ms. Acosta and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board vot
to approve the revised proposed Tattoo and Body Piercing Regulations. Q\

O
The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilan ’h\'Ms(g
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There@ n,oc)\
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. $\

Mr. Kirschner reported to the Board on the regulatory @8 @osed by the
019, and

Standing Committee on Training at its meeting on N
, 2019 outlining

directed the Board members to his memos dated QéGem
each of three proposed actions. Mr. Kirschner r n@ questions from the

Board. 6@

Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry a @%oncﬁg{)y Mr. Roberts, the Board
voted to begin the standard rulema roc@ to revise the Barbers and
Cosmetology Regulations and E, 1CS lations to create a single
instructor program curriculu all ertified instructors to teach in any
profession in which they ho

The memb %m @s

LaPierr

s Acosta Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
senberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no
negat mo ssed unanimously.

berry and seconded by Mr. Roberts, the Board
rulemaking process to revise the Barber and

&/o§ed 0 glaneSast
s and Esthetics Regulations to create a single transfer
po& or S.

Xﬁng ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Ms.
Mayes Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were no

é ai?v tes. The motion passed unanimously.

irschner addressed the Board regarding allowing experience to substitute
for substantially equivalent training. He advised the Board that the new
language recommended by the Standing Committee on Training in the
endorsement regulation should be clarified to require “licensed” experience,
rather than the vague term “legal” experience. After discussion, the Board

TOQIRN,

Qd Proposed
se for
@ attooing and

&

Body Piercing
Regulatory Action

STANDING
COMMITTEE
REPORT

Regulatory Action
— Single Instructor

Program
Curriculum

Regulatory Action
— Transfer Hours

Requirement

Regulatory Action
— Experience in
Lieu of Training
Option for Out-of-
State Applicants
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agreed with that amendment and also agreed to allow licensed experience to

substitute for out-of-country training that is not substantially equivalent. OQ
S\
Upon a motion by Mr. Quesenberry and seconded by Ms. Dang, the Board 66
voted to begin the fast-track rulemaking process, revising the Barbers and 0\} Q’
Cosmetology Regulations to allow applicants who completed an out-of-state or %) .K}O
out-of-country program that is not substantially equivalent to Virginia’s to 6\ %\

substitute five years of licensed work experience for training. Q O
O (R

The members voting ‘yes’ were Ms. Acosta, Ms. Dang, Ms. Gilanshah, Msog \
LaPierre, Mr. Mayes, Mr. Quesenberry, and Mr. Roberts. There were noQ\ O(b'
negative votes. The motion passed unanimously. \O

N\
9@6 . 0\(0' NEW BUSINESS
Mr. Kirschner discussed with the Board pending legislatioﬁt profdses Discussion — 1,000
reducing the cosmetologist training hours from 1,500 t provided Hour Cosmetology

the Board members with information regarding Hous ﬁg bills (HB Curriculum
514 and SB 915) and indicated that the Govemor{%not‘@ official

position on the proposed change. (b \(b'

The Board discussed the pending leg1sla@nd @} d questions from the
gallery. @ Q

@ ; o
Mr. Kirschner advised the Boar% n @y bill (HB 994) before the Discussion — Hair

legislature regarding the cre tylist license, explaining that if the ~ Stylist License
legislation is approved ssembly, the Board will be required to
!ré}mg %ﬁ&

create a halrs ist onl iculum.
Ms. Brogs &@b ditional explanation of the proposed legislation
and t encyfb aso submitting the bill.

of the Complaint Analysis and Resolution In-Service

ichael Leedom, CAR Intake Supervisor, and Training —

ad Legal Analyst, conducted in-service training for Complaint

vide an overview of CAR’s role working with the Board Analysis and

int process. Ms. Adams provided a slide presentation Resolution Section

§fb~ ou 1 process from the point of first complaint through the resolution of

Cﬁ
CAR%J}; Cks\w

nt by Informal Fact-Finding Conferences, Final Order, and/or
der
Other Business

There being no further business to be brought before the Board, Mr. Adjourn
Quesenberry adjourned the meeting at 1:48 p.m.
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12/12/2019 Commonwealth of Virginia Mail - Request for consideration of regulatory change - Mlcrﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂwq‘

§ Commonwealth of
P Vlrglnla DPOR Board for Barbers & Cosmetology, rr <barbercosmo@dpor.virginia.gov>

Request for consideration of regulatory change - Microneedling less than .3mm

1 message

Chris LeRoy <chl3272@gmail.com> Wed, Nov 20, 2019 at&PM
To: barbercosmo@dpor.virginia.gov %\

Cc: Sarah Akram <sarah.a.akram@gmail.com> %

My wife is a licensed master esthetician in Virginia (Sarah Akram - license #1264000712.) | am writing,t on
behalf to consider a regulatory change with respect to an Esthetics service she would like to offer (Mi ctuf
which, under current VA licensing regulations; is outside the scope of a Master Esthetics license (a opu ng is
akin to microneedling based on VA Interpretation of what license is required to perform certain g&d

Virginia §54.1-700 et. seq. , re: Eyelash Extensions, Microblading, Microneedling, Chemical Ex IOH.b
Under current FDA regulations issued in 2015 - microneedling devices with needles longe@h@n .?éﬂéhust be classified
mi

than .3mm and only those that do not make medical claims. | am humbly asking th
stance on microneedling to those of the FDA (i.e. either master estheticians or espagtiCians only use microneedling
devices of less than .3mm) as the service is NOT medical in nature, is not mar as nd is purely used for

Esthetics purposes. 6 ’\

| attach an example of such a device and it clearly is not marketed nor@ded QrQedical use. Thank you for your
attention to this matter. Do not hesitate to call or email me with any qQ ionso

as a Class 1 medical device. Under those same FDA guidelines, estheticians can onl i dling devices of less
e@r %ider conforming its

Chris LeRoy 917-327-9320 KQ

f:'j FT Micro-Puncture Lab - EN.pdf

>
4 125K 6(0 Q)&

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/AH1rexTIu298Q47L7GUNIg75sv9qA8Fej8enDVaD4jSjAvZxnraR/u/0?ik=8987dba1a4&view=pt&search=all&permthid=t...
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ADDENDUM 1

Micro-Puncture Lab®

DEVICE

Stage : Treatment
- i
Category | Device
Skin Instants® i Matures

The Micro-Puncture Lab® activates collagen production with intra-epidermal micro-stimulations and help
against the premature signs of skin ageing. This technique is based on the skin's ability to regenq

following external stimulation in order to multiply the desired results.

MODE OF ACTION

= Superficial micro-stimulations, 0.25
mm deep into the skin (strictly intra-
epidermal target zone with no risk of
bleeding).

= Micro-stimulation ~ of  collagen

synthesis through the skin.

= Optimal penetration of Research
Biological serums.

Q}Q

6
DIRECTION@{}:S{Q\ 0
er to t@\mcr %&re Lab®
&
v

K

@
&O@
&
v

<<
T

BENEFns\O% (&
= Fight against KG%S o@naiare

skin agem

. Mozs& @c?mproves skin

Q‘KQorrect@Xﬂ‘ect on fine lines and
wri

@ '@5

5} &noothes and plumps the epidermis
ey g >

s Results visible from the first session

Improves complexion radiance and
skin quality

~ CAUTIONS

s The needles used are sterile and
single-use.

= Always remove the needles when
moving over the face.

= Do not slide the needles along the

skin.

Never use on the cheekbone,

Contraindicated in; pregnant women,

people with eczema, skin infection,

cancer, fever or infection in general.

= Carefully consult the instructions for
use,

BIOLOGIQUE
RECHERCHE

o

itself

=
0"0

\&
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11/27/2019 Commenwealth of Virginia Mail - IMMEDIATE RELEASE - National Interstate Council of State Boarﬁﬁﬁgﬁoﬁﬁm@fmbraws

Commonwealth of
\3‘ Vl rginia DPOR Board for Barbers & Cosmetology, rr <barbercosmo@dpor.virginia.gov>

IMMEDIATE RELEASE - National Interstate Council of State Boards of Cosmetology
(NIC) Embraces Leading Change

1 message
NIC <communicate.nic@gmail.com> Tue, Nov 26, 2019@%9 PM

To: communicate.nic@gmail.com .
cf’ o™
b{o \3
\N O
SIS
& r&
National Interstate Co % I
of State Boards of C logy
e
\OQ o‘
N

>
National Interstate Cou@ﬁq@%tate Boards of

Cosmetology (NIC) Ev@raﬁes Leading Change
\

Q leader in testing administration and provides a national forum for

d partners. NIC recently had a substantial change in the leadership of
rence. The new Executive Board embraces leading change and building an
ng relationships and supporting our partners (members and non-members)
/ The Board is excited to announce the following:

while prowdmg < dei e te
Website: th ess complete website redesign to better serve our customers. The new website is
projected t rele a c?@ 020.

networking and collab ion forgits
the Executive Board,a{ de 201
organization recog ‘% ord

@lated n new written translated exams in the next year for candidates. Five translated
S ar ecte r |n the first six months of 2020 and the remaining languages are projected to be
Q,% ease ths. The approved translations include Chinese, Russian, Arabic, German, Japanese,
Q a |nd| K Cambodian) Persian and Laotian.
rltt§§act xams: NIC is in the process of developing a written practical examination for all license types and is
proje ased June 2020.

National License Database: NIC is pursuing the development of a national licensee database for purposes of verifying
license status that would be available to member states.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/AH1rexSWzvKsmjcEqXoUzF5X38YpCC-ICGyHwwjAXI828FcFqZDo/u/0?ik=8987dbalad&view=pt&search=all&permthi...  1/2



11/27/2019 Commonwealth of Virginia Mail - IMMEDIATE RELEASE - National Interstate Council of State BOarcfA i{ M: imbraces
at wou

&

National Equivalency Exam: NIC is exploring the development of a national equivalency exammahon

available to candidates who are interested in portability of licensure. Candidates will be able to register through NIC to
take the examination to obtain a national endorsement and will have the ability to request their national exam results be
sent to any state or jurisdiction.

Marketing: NIC is focusing future efforts on how the organization can serve and support our partners on a national basis
by establishing a marketing team. The main purpose of this team is to collaborate with our partners using innovative and
progressive ideas to encourage and promote the protection of the health, safety and welfare of the public. Q

*

2

About NIC 0\)?" OQ‘

The National Interstate Council of State Boards of Cosmetology (NIC) mission statement is to promot@é prot n of
the health, safety, and welfare of the public and the professional workforce by actively pursuing exc&ence in metology
and related fields.

The organization accomplishes the mission with the following objectives: 06 (&

R P

% Provide a forum for the exchange of state regulatory ideas to promote @ hlghe®&andards for consumer

safety. . 0
+ Offer a standardized, valid, and legally defensible National Ex tion@ram based on the highest
standards and requirements for entrance into the profession of etolpgy=and related fields.

*+ Promote national endorsement and standardization of r@ﬁatlo cting the practice of cosmetology and
related fields within all jurisdictions. Ib

% Encourage competency in the practice of cosmet@gy @ated fields.
% Cultivate professional relationships with |r@y @to achieve common goals

(bg &

NIC hosts regional and annual national cm@ence encourage networking among states and other jurisdictions. NIC
representatives will attend board meeg@ Ss0 n meetings, and legislative hearings upon request to share national
standards regarding education, con he d safety.

?ﬂmty k wi r padners and listen to concerns on a state by state basis. NIC utilizes the
a ort to share information and encourage uniformity among states and other
~ ve uld like to request additional information, please contact us at
grnau

\e o ?*
& Q&\@eo
\Q}\ @ O
7

NIC welcomes the opp
national forum as @
jurisdictions. If
communicate §

>4\
W o v{\
QQ*

https;h’mail.google.comfmail/b/AH1rexSWszsmchquUzF5X96YpCC-ICGyHwijXI828FchZDqu/O?ik=8987dba1a4&v\‘ew:pt&search=all&permthi =
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ADDENDUM 1

SYLVAIN MELLOUL

INTERNATIONAL HAIR ACADEMY
Q

Board for Barbers and Cosmetology January 6th, 202Q‘c\
Virginia Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation . 0 Q,
9960 Mayland Drive, Suite 400 @) @)
Richmond, VA 23233-1485 6\(9 %\\\

Attn: Board Chair, Board Member’s and Mr. Stephen Kirschner K

Re: Board meeting January 13th, 2020 regarding cosmetology hour reduction & ha'qn ¥ Iit:{®

Dear Board Members for Barbers and Cosmetology; OQ O

First and foremost, thank you for the opportunity for public comment @ese v fbmportant matters
at hand. Please find this letter in support of the public comments | e R&sﬂing to the Board in the
January 13th, 2020 board meeting. QO O

This letter, along with my upcoming public comment, are Q ?ROEGQJPPORT AGAINST:
RS

1. Reducing the Cosmetology program to 1,000&;urs(8\.

2. Adding a “Hair Only” license 6 Q
Q)Q \Q

| ask that the board strongly conside(bezgehf&oints when voting on any decision regarding either of
the above regulatory matters pf ted agdye.

The guiding I$i~c and pﬁ@le ir%\&%ument against is: WHY and what does the DATA support?

rd rga ering these two regulatory changes? [Reducing the cosmetology
ours and creating a hair only license at 1,000 hours].

to 1,00
bw@é’this proposed regulatory change must be factored into the decision making
[ ?ﬂin problem the board is trying to solve in presenting these “solutions”
anges.

&@ 6(0 & the reason why these salons are having trouble retaining their cosmetologist to work for

Q Q them. This is not accurate, however. It is pure speculation that the 1500 hours vs. the
(b' Q ) 1000 hours, in essence the 500 hours, is the barrier to entry for people entering the field

02 of cosmetology. What data is there to support this claim? It is entirely unsubstantiated.
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SYLVAIN MELLOUL

INTERNATIONAL HAIR ACADEMY

b. Several items to strongly consider when looking at this argument: \
What does the data say? In states with 1,000 hours, are these same compame-é%

having the same retention issues? Or all their retention issues solved in sta

that have 1,000 hour cosmetology requirements? | strongly encourage \}

board to request this data from these stakeholders behind this reduw@ﬁ. 6

What does Virginia data say? Keep in mind that this process b&gly

occured when the board reduced the hours for the barber culy
requirements form 1500 hours to 1100 hours. Since th e thl&ccurred
has the state seen a positive correlation in the |ncr |cense
applicants (or licensee’s) from prior years? | str Iy en; e the board to use
this barber program reduction as a case stu osal What does the
data say? | believe the board needs to anﬁs %& of data in order to make
an educated decision on this major c

Creating a BIGGER BARRIER T Y |n|m|2|ng it: Unfortunately,
reducing the hour reqmre%ﬁ Qsmetology program, if mandated to
do so, WILL NOT REDUC &ION The costs to operating a
cosmetology school a@t re with the subsequent hour reduction
unfortunately; th re st uition must remain the same in order to cover
the unchanged s of &ing a school. If schools must keep tuition the same
in order to c@r e duced expenses, this is going to create a MASSIVE
cost baﬁ\ or st@nts to be able to attend cosmetology school, thus creating
LESS¥ ensees er than creating more. The reason the cost barrier increases
r\ ause & nts who receive any Title IV federal student aid funds (about
6 nt bodies utilize) to pay for tuition costs will have their funding
g%;uced in accordance with the US Department of Education
tlons thus creating more costs for the student. In this scenario, students

sQQ'II have the same costs, receive less education, and have a greater

ut%ocket liability for tuition.

hat does the WEST VIRGINIA DATA say about a “hair only” license?

1. When this question was presented at the last meeting, it was stated
that about 1 out of 10 students chooses the “hair only” program
compared to the cosmetologist program in West Virginia. If only 1 out of
10 students is choosing the hair only pathway, 10% or less, is it worth it?
Based on 1 out of 10, in my opinion, it is not worth creating and
regulating this license. What measures will the board put in place to
ensure that ‘hair only’ licensees are performing within their scope of

practice?

o)
OQ
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2. How can the board justify an 1,100 hour barber program and a 1,000 hour cosmetology 5 \

program; whereas the cosmetologist deal with chemical processes and have a larger sco

practice?

a. The board recently reduced the barber curriculum requirements from 1500 S to
1100 hours due to the regulations over-stating the scope of practice as delped in
Virginia Code; the 1500 hour barber program included chemical proce@ &Qhe
code states barbers are not allowed to perform chemical services. boar uced
the hours from 1500 hours to 1100 hours to accurately reflect ope actice with
no chemical processes for barbers. The 1100 hour barber um s not include
any chemical processes, thus the creation of the 1500 h mas} ber program to

include chemical processes. That said; the board hag i ooking at the barber
regulations and requirements compared to the pr ed h& eduction for

cosmetology. Does it make sense to have a bﬁ% progsa 00 hours longer than the
proposed 1000 hour cosmetology progra hec éﬁatobglst are responsible for

chemical processes and barbers are n es 1 hour master barber program
include 500 more hours of content& ur cosmetology program? If the
board votes to reduce the cos m to 1000 hours, will it congruently make
changes to the barber requir@cs? oard cannot reasonably approve the
reduction to the 1000 ho met equirements without subsequently making

changes to the barber atlo%

>
3. Safety and Education: \6 6

a. The Board’s er 0 ednonty in regulating the cosmetology profession is public
safety P safe t most risk when cosmetologists are using chemicals processes
n cll S, Stu Iearn through experience, and it is during the consultation process

§ sme sts can identify potential risks to the client’s safety. During school,
Q/ @ent arekiven the opportunity to service real clients - gaining valuable experience
N&onsultatfons and services. The best way to protect the public is to protect the
nt re ons. With less education and less regulatory oversight, the board should

v OO(\
é xpect an increase in complaints from the public. This is the only
N
0

po Rc8ndary education for a lot of these students and public safety comes from

Qy @Q @ edge and experience.
Q \.
(b ’X | believe the Board needs to strongly consider the data, the use of logic & reasoning, and

I intent behind this hour reduction proposal when making a decision. | fear that this change, if
ed by the board, will have many adverse effects on the future cosmetologists, the public, and
board’s ability to deliver a cohesive & comprehensive regulatory action plan. These proposals will
generate a massive ripple effect, starting with the Board’s need to update/change any ancillary
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regulations that are affected by this proposal, like the barber program requirements for example. There

are additional points against this proposal, like the concerns with reciprocity, that the other %\
stakeholders against this reduction will voice. 0% Q.
CMIRN®)
Thank you for your consideration. 6\% é\\}
OK O
S
Sincerely, .
Q\C’ P
6\0 \Q)
SR &P
N
SRS

Jonathan Melloul KO O&
Chief Operating Officer Q

Sylvain Melloul International Hair Academy @ * Q
8 S

(C): 202-368-
iondtbangEmi 2 0
’bg @9
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January 10, 2020

Mr. Steve Kirschner

o)

Executive Director @\
Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation 0 .
9960 Mayland Drive, Suite 102 oY . OQ
Richmond, VA 23233 6\% X

9
Dear Mr. Kirschner, s\O\ O

Itis my understanding that the Barber and Cosmetology Board is se ts on
proposed changes to the required hours in the Cosmetology cours ecn y, that
the hours would be lowered from 1500 to 1000.

My comments are based on having been a graduate of a Vi &tology school
as well as an educator in the Cosmetology industry. Bas G'gm years of
experience in the industry, | am encouraging the Boar@m 1500 hours
Concerns:

1. At 1000 hours students are not prepared?% F y 4 years teaching
cosmetology, students around 1000 hour, ad enough time to practice, build
up speed and have not yet gained the o0 become great stylists.

2. I've had several conversations @studd& that have 1000 hours and they don't feel
ready or confident enough to baﬁmgb@\ool and don't feel they would be successful

stylists if they graduated n% 6

3. It takes 10,000 hours t@aco n expert at something. 1000 hours is 1/10th of that

time. While | understa&cho\&s not meant to make someone an expert, we want to
give the est at successful in this industry and lowering their practice

hours b isn(BElpi m.
4. 0 , stu@nts will not qualify for as much financial aid as they do at 1500
: Ef r stu?@ﬂs n afford to attend school, you will have fewer students
art:n gument for lowering the hours in order to increase the
Q avi@le g e null and void.
Qy ve w&} 1 ours, there is barely enough time for students to have adequate
Qhan&h!\ nce, learn all of the theory and thoroughly prepare for the state board
3

; Q‘ H -on practice is fundamental in building speed and confidence so that students
dy to leave school with the skills they need to be SUCCESSFUL. Anyone can
p out a ton of stylists who don’t know what they're doing, but as a teacher, | like for

students to know what they're doing.
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7. 1000 hours just isn’t enough. Students at this amount of hours are not ready. A
student told me just today that she just hit 1000 hours and for the first time was able to
perform a 90 degree state board haircut on a guest this week.

8. If salons are having trouble recruiting or retaining stylists, that has nothing to do with - OQ
the students’ right to a full education. We cannot hinder them because quick salons

need more employees. | educate professionals, not just another employee. \§O OQ’

For all of these reasons, it would be irresponsible to allow students to be Iicens&her"\\.\
only 1000 hours. | appreciate your consideration of my comments. Feel free\to ont

me at katie@rkacademy.com if you have any questions. 5\0 Q
N

.9
QoS
xO %)
>
Q" O
S
©" 0
Katherine Hoover OQ K
Cosmetologist and Cosmetology Instructor, Licen@ #12€é 0336
2219 Colonial Ave, Apt.105 ’b\ ;\}O

Norfolk VA 23517 &b Q)\\}

Sincerely,
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Monday, January 13th, 2020

Q
(;G\O
NN
5

Unable to be there today, it is with great dismay that | am even having to write héetter QO
discuss the “New Business” concerning the 1,000 hours change to the Cosmetglosist
curriculum. it is preposterous for any one human to believe someone could ead enter
the workforce after, let alone, 1,500 hours and now the discussion has ¢ to @ 00 hours
away. Anyone who has completed a cosmetology licensure program t @period of
time, knows the fear they felt heading out into the world to experl e th etology world.
There were so many things learned, in whatever time attended w ng all alone to
figure out the answers, your instructors would usually help t we verly fearful. Would
everything that was taught to you be remembered? Mos he answer is yes, at least
the basics, but | also know 95% of any cosmetologist agre&at the mistakes will still
happen and after the “ah-ha” moment would kick |®A it wwe knew why it happened.

Board of Barbers and Cosmetology,

So, with that being said, what does the rer& of@‘hours do? Potentially, that “ah-ha”
moment for that student. Being a Cosr@ ‘ctor is probably one of the most

rewarding experiences anyone cou @ e not only educating someone, but you are
setting that person up to have a %lde for themselves and a lot of the time, provide
for their families. For instru ﬂéakm is time away, is like turning students into an’
assembly line. The feeling us i em in and pushing them out,” is there. As an
mstructor t snot m aI a t for most. Building a repour, making them feel at ease,

while at e ti quup&them with not only the skills to pass State Board and have a
fulf‘ll:n I ca&)@ this industry, that should be the goal.

ngf ?

; I i?‘( know much about the hours. Being a newer Instructor, knowing

& alot E\n ations, isn’t something that tends to get talked about on a daily
Q @ efo ncomfortable, | decided to do some research. What | found shocked me.
ight now, only two states have the 1,000 hours. One of those states
t was known as a “two tiers” program. A person could not even become a

m tologist until completing the first level as an “operator” and then an additional
\& (§§ under the supervision of a licensed Cosmetologist. Seeming unrealistic from a

& standpoint, | was not shocked that in June of 2019, this “tier” system was terminated

Bw anyone can become a cosmetologist after 1,000 hours and passing the required State
rd. Additionally, both states do not require mandatory continued education. There seem to
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three other states that require 1200-1250 hours one, of which, only requiring continued
education.

The more | search for reasons why learning opportunities would be taken from student’s; | (c\o

cannot seem to come up with one that would even make sense. Looking into unemployment: .
rates, employment popularities, population, income, | can ’t find anything that would mak OQ

understand why these two states have the least number of hours. With that, even mcg\ Whé
the Commonwealth would become one of these states as well. <

Let’s talk about what | do know. The trend in the cosmetology |ndustry is y ing
“booth rent.” This is requiring students to graduate, go out on their o ea@owmg

clientele and make a living. Now of course, you have large franchis 5 ould love to
%ed

have new students come work for them. They say they offer traigj

just went to school for. The number one thing | hear from gr ts of why they leave

these franchise salons is the schedule conflicts and favoritigsy™Let’s @ it, students start at
places like this to build a clientele and to have access t ﬁq knowledge, but as soon as
they feel comfortable, they clip their wings and fly 0 at most cosmetologists do.
We were made to be go getters. We're not afraid ork for the things we want. The last
thing we want is for someone over our shouldef@yatch ur every move. On the first day of
school, | ask my new students, where the h@k the, e themselves in 20 years. The majority
of the time, the answer is “salon owner ~N\Miat a ouraging thing to hear on the first day.

whole life? Well, | think we know SW, that. In a sense, a franchise salon is becoming
an assembly line. Gathering n.eya dents, a:nmg them their way, clipping their wings and
then starting all over agam@t& tra

p A8 NS

currj teaching at our establishment is 33 chapters. Equipping

ith ghin ation for those 33 chapters, making sure they follow and know
d 5\@ ion @delmes and making sure they get enough practical experience to feel

rt orklr‘lg a§~man head is a lot to accomplish in 1,500 hours. At times, | doubt if
e wil nb i¥h the required material. Now of course, everyone is different and

Q $EOPI$QE(1 ime than others. However, the vast majority of students would
in Wlth

ional hours designated to state board practice and learning the salon
Board practice be our most sought-after class, having more time to focus

(b' ége e&hrea uninterrupted would, most likely, raise Virginia’s State Board passing
@ cen

t clusion, when making the decision whether or not to change Virginia Cosmetology
Llcen5ure requirements to 1500 hours, | hope that the negatives of doing so will ring louder

The dreams and the passion! Howevg@ hat @'attalnable working at a franchise salon their
t
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than the positives. In the end, | personally believe that the only people benefitting from this
change will not be the student and isn’t that the number one goal? Properly preparing them
ensures better licensure and placement percentages.

Q
"oé\o

Thank you for your time, .

D)

%///Z,ﬁ? 5&/ L @ J// ZK/W/@ZMM ¥ Oé{x\

Morgan R. Thompson

Staunton School of Cosmetology ‘\C)6 (&
128 East Beverley St. Staunton, VA 24401 OQ O
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1/13/2020 Commonwealth of Virginia Mail - Fwd: Please keep 1500 HourADDENDUM 1

Commonwealth of
‘5 Vll’glnla Clark, Cathy <cathy.clark@dpor.virginia.gov>

Fwd Please keep 1500 Hours

1 message
Kirschner, Stephen <steve. klrschner@dpor virginia.gov> Mon, Jan 13, 2020 at@AM
To: Cathy Clark <cathy.clark@dpor.virginia.gov> %\

---------- Forwarded message =-------- b\
From: Bryant Murphy <dezignedbyb@icloud.com>
Date: Sun, Jan 12, 2020 at 8:50 PM OK

Subject: Please keep 1500 Hours 5\ Q
To: <Steve.Kirschner@dpor.virginia.gov>

To whom it may concern

It is with such regret that this issue is even a needed conversation, however | @ust share my thoughts on why
Virginia needs to continue to stay at 1500 hours as a requirement for hcensu@

As an instructor for 7 years and a licensed stylist for 18 it is apparent tr@ has been because of experience.
Experience from school and experience in the salon. When | think of alo orked or Shadowed in as a new stylist

| was not nourished, poured in to, and in most cases had to f|gure | n thmk of myself as a instructor, |
personally help students daily achieve greatness until the requ s are met. The difference is students at
1500 hours are more equipped then someone who has not e t| practice their talent and skill and are going to
vai

be placed in salons where management and or owners I\ 0 give them one on one that they would be
receiving in a school setting. &8

The problem to me is that the salons who are enf u%?ﬁ%tlon are the salons that need to do better at their own
training and salon retention. Students these da owledgeable about wanting to be their own boss and are
also not wanting to work in places that time is@ lmpﬁnt than guest service and client retention.

| hope that this email finds you in time@g 0@6
Bryant Murphy b\<\ \
Sent from my iPh Q
Q/é@ \(\ C)O
. Q) X0
SRS
A ¥ O \0 Q
Qﬁz%h?\lrm ctor

rbe C S ogy
al

r He A|d ists and Opticians

S0 %gﬂ
Virg:nla&ment of Professional and Occupational Regulation

9960 M d Drive, Ste. 400, Richmond, VA 23233
Visit us on the web @ www.dpor.virginia.gov

Governmental email is generally subject to disclosure pursuant to the Virginia Freedom of Information Act. However, if you
have received this message in error, please notify the Sender and delete the message as well as all attachments.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=1dbb1b4d15&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-{%3A16556 134484343321 67%7Cmsg-f%3A1655613448434...  1/2



2/13/2020 Commonwealth of Virginia Mail - Fwd: Leandra Doucet

Commonwealth of
,‘ V|rg|n|a Clark, Cathy <cathy.clark@dpor.virginia.gov>

Fwd: Leandra Doucet
1 message

Kirschner, Stephen <steve.kirschner@dpor.virginia.gov> Thu, Feb 13, 2020 at 16 AM
To: Cathy Clark <cathy.clark@dpor.virginia.gov> é\

Nl
0
From: Leandra Doucet &) .s\\'
Received: Mon Feb 10 2020 21:36:58 GMT-0500 (Eastern Standard Time) 6 %

To: yyEadPortalGovCr (Do NOT Disable) &O\ QO
S O

Subject: Cosmetology required hours

| feel that the hours should be reduce however it should not effect the ability for us to get‘@hcial pay for education
as a single mother | cannot afford to be at school for a long time (1500 hours) howeve nn d to attend to provide
my kids a better life financially so if there is a way to compromise to where the hour\g eﬁ%e but so we can also

take advantage of financial age . @

QO O

§

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=1dbb1b4d15&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1658434870736024437%7Cmsg-f%3A1658434870736... 1/1



2/21/2020 Commonwealth of Virginia Mail - Suggestion for sanitations standards

Commonwealth of
) Vl rginia DPOR Board for Barbers & Cosmetology, rr <barbercosmo@dpor.virginia.gov>

Suggestion for sanitations standards
1 message

Kellz Scissors hands <kellzscissorshands@gmail.com> Thu, Feb 20, 2020 at 16®AM
To: BarberCosmo@dpor.virginia.gov é\

om may concern %
Wh y , 0\) OQ

My name is Dr. Kelvin L Rosado, | am a Virginia Barber, Master Barber / Barber Instructor?%me
#1301092848 and owner of The Fade Master Grooming Lounge located on 937 Eastw&y Ch@)dite, NC
28205. | have two suggestions that | strongly believe will help the industry sanltary

I'd like to present them to the Barber and Cosmetology Board 0 (b

. : OQ %)
1. Usage of Nitrile or vinyl gloves

NP
As barbers we are exposed to touch an individual's skin and h@s‘w w, the human body
produces body fluids that could be critical if the barber or clj a kin disorder, also we all
know, we do get hair splinters and they hurt and they ar d to g6t them out. That's why I'd like to
have the Virginia Barber and Cosmetology Board revi( estion on considering making new
regulations for barbers in the State of Virginia to we gIonW ile conducting a haircut to avoid us

getting any infection. @)
30

<N
QY“ Q){\'
® &,& S4 Y
S
Purp Qgsjng gloves:

ect the barber and protect the client from skin disorders by avoiding 100% contact with an
|nd|V|duaI s skin.

2. Protect the barber from getting hair splinters.

*Nitrile gloves which that’'s what | use as preference, they are washable and reusable.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/AH1rexSmOynp4gH2j-6Vdy8XXraxSTDzUg0OOVyVosYDbT8VUMCU/u/0?ik=8987dba1a4&view=pt&search=all&permt... 1/2


https://www.google.com/maps/search/937+Eastway+Dr+Charlotte,+NC+28205?entry=gmail&source=g

2/21/2020 Commonwealth of Virginia Mail - Suggestion for sanitations standards

2. Usage of a Mouth Cover
Why mouth cover? As babers we are exposed to inhaling hair all the time while we are cutting hair
and | strongly believe that by using a Mouth Cover will help a lot. Did you know that hair on your

stomach can cause you Swine Flu ( Influenza A )? What's swine flu? The Swine Flu, infects domest
pigs, warthogs, and bushpigs. Transmission occurs through direct contact between healthy and sick anir&
or indirect contact through infected feed, as well as through biological vectors (soft ticks). And it could

transmitted by hair as well, the human hair is exposed to all kinds of bacterias, germs and disease\)ﬁnat’s
why I'd like to have the Virginia Barber and Cosmetology Board review my suggestion ¢y™ . @)
considering making new regulations for barbers in the State of Virginia to wear Mo X %ov \Wiile
conducting a haircut to avoid us getting any infection. @)

SHS

*

Purpose of Mouth Cover: . ()6 (b\
1. The Mouth Cover works both ways, it can protect the client and prote e%@r from sick days or
bacteria while in the barbershop or salon. L\
2. Protect the barber from inhaling hair. * (b'

4. 100% breathable.

3. 100% reusable. ;{\\0
(@)

o
O
Y @Q%é

Sincer. nk you
Dr. Kelvih L Rosado
937 Eastway Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205
Cel.. 704-957-3535

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/AH1rexSmOynp4gH2j-6Vdy8XXraxSTDzUg00OOVyVosYDbT8VUMCU/u/0?ik=8987dba1a4 &view=pt&search=all&permt...

2/2
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Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation

TO: VIRGINIA BOARD FOR BARBERS AND COSMETOLOGY ‘\OQ
FROM: STEPHEN KIRSCHNER, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR g‘b
SUBJECT:  FEE CHANGE o\} Q-
DATE: FEBRUARY 21, 2020 9" - ;\}O
€> 6\

In 2016, the Board voted to create a two year fee reduction in order to brlng t e ar ?b get
in line with the Callahan Acts requirements. The Board extended this tem, tion in

2018, which is set to expire on August 31, 2020.
OQ

The Department has determined that the Board is able to contmue mpo fee reduction for
another two years, though at a different amount than the last se s ttached you will
find the Department’s recommended fee reduction to cover t @erlod of September 1,
2020 to August 31, 2022. The proposed fee allows the B a ain a nearly even revenue
and expenditure balance. The fee change will be on th the March 9, 2020 meeting
for discussion and approval. The Board can approve te ary fee reduction with a motion
to “initiate a regulatory action to temporarily reduQ %@0 the proposed amount for the
period of September 1, 2020 to August 31, 202@' )
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Board for Barbers and Cosmetology
Analysis of Fee Structure and Financial Position

Callahan Percentage Previous Biennium 96.2%
Date of Last Fee Increase: 9/1/2011
Date of Last Fee Decrease: 9/1/2016
Fee Structure TQN
»
*
Current Proposed Fees \O
Fee Type Temporary Fees Temporary Fees Re i
O\
Individuals: 0 0 QRN
Application Cosmetologist 75 95 ’\% ‘&5
Application Nail Tech 75 95 e> % 105
Application Barber 75 I,K O 105
Application Wax Tech 75 bQ 105
Application Hair Braider 75 6 95 & 105
Application Tattoo 75 ‘\() 95 (b. 105
Application Lmted Term Tattoo 75 Q ) 105
Application Perm. Cosm. Tattoo 75 \'O % 105
Application Master Perm Tattoo 75 b . \ 95 105
Applfcat,on Body Piercers 75 Q . CJ\ 95 105
Application Body P. - Ear Only 75 9 s& 95 105
Application Esthetician O 95 105
Application Master Esthetician <>Q5 < 95 105
License by Endorsement Cosmetologist & 75 O 95 105
License by Endorsement Nail Tech N 95 105
License by Endorsement  Barber @ R 95 105
License by Endorsement Wax Tech @\ 5\'\ 5 95 105
License by Endorsement Hair Braider \@ 75 95 105
License by Endorsement Tattoo 6Q 0 75 95 105
License by Endorsement Perm. Cosm. Tattoo Q Q 75 95 105
License by Endorsement ~ Master Perm Tattoo @ &@ 75 95 105
License by Endorsement Body Piercers Q C 75 95 105
License by Endorsement Body P. - Ear Only (b 1 75 95 105
License by Endorsement Esthetician ‘\ 6 75 95 105
License by Endorsement Master Esthetic@ @ 75 95 105
Renewal Cosmetologis 0 75 95 105
Renewal Nail Tech ’ K 75 95 105
Renewal ?Barber ¢ 75 95 105
Renewal Q Wax@ OQ 75 95 105
Renewal % ralder 75 95 105
Renewal Q/ 75 95 105
Renewal < .: ’ Q ermﬁ? . Tattoo 75 95 105
Renewal O rm 75 95 105
QQ @ 75 95 105
léi O ody % 75 95 105
wal, @ Q 75 95 105
new N sthetician 75 95 105
Re ment &Q etologist 75 95 105
REyYate enf Q> Nail Tech 75 95 105
instate t & Barber 75 95 105
N Reins a@hent Q Wax Tech 75 95 105
Rein m Q Hair Braider 75 95 105
Reinstat Tattoo 75 95 105
Reinsta t Perm. Cosm. Tattoo 75 95 105
Reinstatement Master Perm Tattoo 75 95 105
Reinstatement Body Piercers 75 95 105
Reinstatement Body P. - Ear Only 75 95 105
Reinstatement Esthetician 75 95 105
Reinstatement Master Esthetician 75 95 105




Instructors:

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

License by Endorsement
License by Endorsement
License by Endorsement
License by Endorsement
License by Endorsement
License by Endorsement
License by Endorsement
License by Endorsement
Renewal

Renewal

Renewal

Renewal

Renewal

Renewal

Renewal

Renewal

Reinstatement
Reinstatement
Reinstatement
Reinstatement
Reinstatement
Reinstatement
Reinstatement
Reinstatement

Facilities:

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application

Application 0@
Renewalv OO
% wal \

X0

Ren

ew
'Rene
R

&6

waI

‘\ enew$
Reins atem

Remsta

Relnstate nt
Reinstatement
Reinstatement
Reinstatement
Reinstatement

Reinstatement

(\O o

0
Cosmetology Instructor
Nail Tech Instructor
Barber Instructor
Waxing Instructor
Tattooing Instructor
Perm. Cosm. Tattoo
Esthetics Instructor
Master Esthetics Instructor
Cosmetology Instructor
Nail Tech Instructor
Barber Instructor
Waxing Instructor
Tattooing Instructor
Perm. Cosm. Tattoo
Esthetics Instructor
Master Esthetics Instructor
Cosmetology Instructor
Nail Tech Instructor
Barber Instructor
Waxing Instructor
Tattooing Instructor
Perm. Cosm. Tattoo
Esthetics Instructor
Master Esthetics Instructor
Cosmetology Instructor
Nail Tech Instructor
Barber Instructor
Waxing Instructor
Tattooing Instructor
Perm. Cosm. Tattoo
Esthetics Instructor
Master Esthetics Instructor

0 QO
Cosmetology Salon @
Nail Tech Salon

Barber Shop . 6

Waxing Salon \ 6
Hair Braider 5& 0@
Tattoo .

Per@ Teb
rcer

@ EarOnIy lon

Cosme

rm. Cosm. Tattoo
Body Piercers
BP - Ear Only Salon
Esthetics Spa
Cosmetology Salon
Nail Tech Salon
Barber Shop
Waxing Salon
Hair Braider
Tattoo
Perm. Cosm. Tattoo

Body Piercers

On

7

115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115

‘%‘E
C) 115

\OQ ??g
@ 115

115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115
115

170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170
170

~

170

125
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150
150

190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
190
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Reinstatement BP - Ear Only Salon 130 170 190
Reinstatement Esthetics Spa 130 170 190
Schools: 0 0 0 0
Application Cosmetology School 140 190 220
Application Nail Tech School 140 190 220
Application Barber School 140 190 220
Application Wax Tech School 140 190 220
Application Hair Braider 140 190 220
Application Tattooing 140 190 220}
Application Perm. Cosm. Tattoo 140 190 <
Application Esthetics 140 190 G20
Add Program Cosmetology School 100 190 0% 1 O(L
Add Program Nail Tech School 100 190 o . 4@
Add Program Barber School 100 190 \ % . &
Add Program Wax Tech School 100 190 e>\ %\ 00
Add Program Hair Braider 100 190 K O 220
Add Program Esthetios 100 sgfgn) Q 220
Renewal Cosmetology School 140 1 b 220
Renewal Nail Tech School 140 R ()61 90 @& 220
Renewal Barber School 140 \ 1 ) 220
Renewal Wax Tech School 140 OQ é 220
Renewal Hair Braider 140 \ \ 0 220
Renewal Tattooing 140 ‘@ 190 220
Renewal Perm. Cosm. Tattoo 140 6@’ ’\0 190 220
Renewal Esthetics 1§> 190 220
Reinstatement Cosmetology School Q O 190 220
Reinstatement Nail Tech School &O 0 O& 190 220
Reinstatement Barber School 140 190 220
Reinstatement Wax Tech School ®Q ds@ N 190 220
Reinstatement Hair Braider & ;\'\ 0 190 220
Reinstatement Tattooing @ % 140 190 220
Reinstatement Perm. Cosm. Tattoo Q> 0\ 140 190 220
Reinstatement Esthetics 6 Q) 140 190 220
Certification 0 @Q @ 35 35 35
Bad Check 0 Q c & 50 50 50
Extra Copies 0 2D 5 (5) 5
O
&
Financial Position - \ \\
e I T gy Ry
N 20 - - - -
QV 6 @rrent Temporary | Current Temporary Proposed

% X ium ()% Fees Fees Temporary Fees |  |Requlation Fees

Cash Carryfo) s\(b\ 6, 482 6,798,121 5,617,766 5,617,766 5,617,766

7

RevenueY OQ Qm ¢ 6,606,920 6,675,958 8,452,957 9,423,409

\, 7@ 7,787,275 8,363,812 8,363,812 8,363,812
N
N
,121 5,617,766 3,929,912 5,706,911 6,677,363
(Projected aﬁhan Percentage Close of Biennium 47.0% 68.2% 79.8%

77
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Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation

TO: VIRGINIA BOARD FOR BARBERS AND COSMETOLOGY ‘\OQ

FROM: STEPHEN KIRSCHNER, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR "O%

SUBJECT:  FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 0\} Q>

DATE: FEBRUARY 21, 2020 9" - ;\}O
> &

O

Statement of Year-to-Date Activity for the Board. Additionally, you wills

. Q
Attached you will find the most recent Statement of Financial Activity and &é@g
cy
O

Statement of Financial Activity.



Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation
Statement of Financial Activity

Board for Barbers and Cosmetology

954230
2018-2020 Biennium January 2020
.\O
Biennium-to-Date Compa&)n N
January 2020 July 2016 - 018~\ "
Activity January 2018 .+, Gnua
N\
Cash/Revenue Balance Brought Forward <§0 O% 6,798,122
Revenues 254,099 5,500 2& \6Q 5,355,479
e
Cumulative Revenues O (®) 12,153,601
(O
Cost Categories: 6\' . (&
LN
Board Expenditures 11,464 @ 945,546 280,615
o° X
Board Administration 97,436 dQ KO 1,615,827 1,814,349
N\
Administration of Exams 5,72@' QO 93,706 105,064
AKX
Enforcement (§91 9(8\'\3 1,009,528 1,194,835
Legal Services &0 6 N 32,529 39,222
Information Systems Q@Q && 12 1,108,017 1,380,379
Facilities and Support Services c (b (06 28,071 441,810 524,473
N
Agency Administration \Q\ 066 42,844 998,524 829,916
Other/ Transfe§ "\& 0 93,739 (57)
Total Expenses E O 361,057 5,639,227 6,168,796
Tran#él(ﬁ@aiho @serves (106,958) 0 5,984,806
Endig%&theér& njgn\é SQ 0
§®' BZ;ming Balance 6,091,764 0
ge ash Reserve (106,958) 5,984,806
@nd@_& ash Reserve Balance 5,984,806 5,984,806
Number of Regulants
Current Month 74,456
Previous Biennium-to-Date 72,228




Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation %\
Supporting Statement of Year-to-Date Activity 0@

Board for Barbers and Cosmetology - 954230 c)

Fiscal Year 2020 6\% A\\'\

'@‘ Pl Projected Projected Variance
énn Current Charges |Favorable (Unfavorable)

Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun "~ Charges rges Balance at 6/30 Amount %

. \C-’J Q?’
Board Q O

Expenditures 19,497 16,088 18,327 17,122 12,217 11,704 11,464 0 0 0 O 0 @6,421 197,178 90,758 175,030 22,149 11.2%
O @

Board @

Administration 146,943 99,052 94,646 81,802 96,697 94,581 97,436 0 0 0 6 0‘%\0 0 711,156 1,370,170 659,014 1,125,141 245,029 17.9%
Administration g )

of Exams 9,573 6,192 6,055 4,810 5,404 4,113 5,728 @ é 0 0 41,874 68,495 26,621 67,054 1,441 2.1%

Enforcement 98,240 67,957 68,154 58,876 64,842 68,294 65,919

0
4 \
\@ . é\ 0 0 492,281 1,017,523 525,242 775,130 242,392 23.8%

0
0
Services 0 0 0 0 12,564 0 6,282 6(‘}

Legal
N
Q} 0 0 0 18,846 25,128 6,282 32,307 -7,179 -28.6%
Information @ @
Systems 41,475 61,090 59,913 94,732 65,518 29,060 103,3€b a 0 0 0 0 455,102 960,257 505,156 757,343 202,915 21.1%
[0} (b"
Facilities / 0\@ 6
Support Svcs 15,310 29,472 28,049 27,119 29,715 27%\ 28,07“& 0 0 0 0 0 185,221 357,480 172,259 309,917 47,563 13.3%
M
Ot
. N\
Agency \Q \
0 0 0 0 0 333,064 666,645 333,581 531,038 135,607 20.3%

A
Administration 57,657 44,410 44,816 47, 7‘? 54,99 > 41,161{\%2,844
%, N
Other / 6'% . Q
N

Transfers 0 0 O QI
Q N\
Total ?:' \Y Y ?\
Charges 388,695 324,2& 319,961 6}1,646 7947 m, 99 361,057 0 0 0 0 0| 2,343,965 4,662,877| 2,318,911 3,772,960 889,917 19.1%
A

K9 oY
X0
QQY & ro@ové(/

%,
(04
X

YR 2 YTD Expenditures Compared to Budget.xl: E 2/21/2020



Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation
Statement of Financial Activity

QO

Agency Total
2018-2020 Biennium January 2020
oo
Biennium-to-Date Compa&'ﬁ P~
January 2020 July 2016 - 0’1 N\
Activity January 2018 . uaryk:
> o
Cash/Revenue Balance Brought Forward K O 27,183,878
Revenues 1,702,087 28,875 1%\ GQ 29,380,035
SN
Cumulative Revenues K N A0 56,563,913
xL* N
Cost Categories: .
& P2
Board Expenditures 263,650 O@ ss\\ 645,864 2,954,300
Board Administration 396,841 dQ KO 6,601,838 7,426,674
4
Administration of Exams 26,9 DK QO 411,195 500,999
Enforcement ‘%g ) b‘\\o 10,056,165 10,780,060
Legal Services &b 28 @ 326,335 352,552
Information Systems @Q ,@%3 4,633,401 5,789,063
Facilities and Support Services (bg (06 161,806 2,754,935 3,080,469
. C;
Agency Administration \'s(\\ @6 178,843 4,176,880 3,479,719
Other / Transfers ’\<\ G\KQ 0 (1,531) 8,280
%
Total Expenses Q QQG OQ 2,056,883 31,605,083 34,372,116
Tran&;(ﬁ@ash erves (333,553) 0 21,986,008
Endin h/Re ngé Ba r& Q 205,789
Qv% @goé @os ¥ %
@ Ca &e BZ?nning Balance 22,319,561 0
@ ge ifCash Reserve (333,553) 21,986,008
(éhd'ansh Reserve Balance 21,986,008 21,986,008
Number of R;gulants
Current Month 313,696
Previous Biennium-to-Date 305,097
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