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[bookmark: OLE_LINK6]The Uniform Education (D) Working Group of the Producer Licensing (D) Task Force met July 8, 2026. The following Working Group members participated: Jodie Delgado, Chair (TX); Kayla Erickson, Vice Chair (AK); Charlene Ferguson and Dillon Gingras (CA); Monicka Richmeier (KS); Lorelei Brillante (MD); Jill Huisken (MI); Vanessa C. Miller (MS); Kevin Schlautman (NE); Vanessa DeJesus (NM); Lindsey Jones (OH); Lindsey Piatt (OK); Rachel Chester (RI); Tony Dorschner (SD); Richard Tozer (VA); and Nicole Rayl (WA). Also participating were: Lorie Gasior (LA), Sara Stanberry (IL); and Emily Knight (SC).

1. Adopted its May 13 Minutes

The Working Group met May 13. During this meeting, it took the following action: 1) adopted its April 15 minutes; 2) discussed the standardized instructor form; and 3) discussed the Continuing Education Reciprocity (CER) Agreement.

Chester made a motion, seconded by DeJesus, to adopt the Working Group’s May 13 minutes (Attachment XX) . The motion passed unanimously.

2. Adopted Appendix C of the CER Agreement

Delgado said Appendix C of the CER Agreement had been circulated, reviewed on May 13, revised, and redistributed on June 9. She said the main revision was to change “monitor” to “proctor” and referenced the NAIC standardized definition of “proctor” to avoid future conforming edits if the definition changes. Delgado said no additional comments or questions had been received since the revised draft was distributed.

Ferguson made a motion, seconded by Schlautman, to adopt the revisions to CER Agreement Appendix C. The motion passed unanimously.

3. Discussed FEINs on Provider Applications

Erickson asked whether tax identification numbers or federal employer identification numbers (FEINs) should be required on continuing education provider applications. She noted that Alaska is a State Based Systems (SBS) and that SBS provider applications do not currently require this information.

Gingras said California requires the FEIN on provider applications and would support making that change. Delgado said Sircon appears to require the information for Texas and, possibly, more broadly within Sircon states. Delgado asked SBS states whether they request the FEIN after receiving an application without one, or whether they approve applications without the FEIN.

Stanberry said Illinois requested that SBS make the FEIN field required and was told the change would need approval as an SBS enhancement. She said FEINs are needed to link provider numbers to legal entities and recommended that supportive SBS states submit similar requests.

Delgado said she did not understand what the downside would be to requiring the FEIN and asked whether any states had concerns. The Working Group discussed and agreed.

Delgado said the issue may not be a formal charge of the Working Group but encouraged SBS states that support the requirement to contact SBS and request the enhancement.

4. Discussed Nonresident Course Submissions and Home-State Approval

Delgado introduced the issue of nonresident course submissions lacking home-state approval, citing an example of a Virginia-based provider whose course was reviewed in Illinois and later submitted in Kansas.

Gingras said California does not require providers to return to the home state for approval. Brillante said Maryland asks questions at renewal when the designated home state changes or home-state approval is absent, focusing on whether a CER Agreement state performed a substantive review and whether the reviewing state remains consistent.

Chester and Stanberry said Rhode Island and Illinois would accept a substantive review from another state that conferred home-state status, but neither state would allow its own approval of a nonresident provider’s course to be used as home-state approval for reciprocal purposes.

Knight said South Carolina requires home state approval unless the provider provides a valid reason for its unavailability, such as home state hour limits. In that case, South Carolina may accept approval from another state that conducted a substantive review. Delgado noted Oklahoma appeared to follow a similar approach.

Gasior said Louisiana does not treat such approvals as home state approvals; instead, Louisiana approves the course only for Louisiana. She said Louisiana’s approval letter does not currently distinguish home state approval but includes course approval information, and the state has discussed adding more information in the future.

Brillante and Delgado said regulators may need clearer approval documentation or greater system visibility so co-regulators can determine whether an approval was based on home state review, reciprocity, or substantive review.

Brillante said vendor record fields could help regulators identify home state status, reciprocal or substantive review, nonresident course review, difficulty level, and approved hours. Delgado said consistent reporting and visibility would support the use of CER Agreements and help states make reciprocal decisions.

Erickson said Alaska, an SBS state, does not receive a standard approval letter through SBS and instead issues course-specific correspondence. Chester said Rhode Island requests provider documentation and may verify questionable information through online lookups, though availability and effort vary by system.

Brillante said Maryland, a Sircon state, can look up some SBS provider and course information, but noted regulators may need broader familiarity with other systems.

Stanberry said Illinois requires providers to submit documentation supporting reciprocal approval, such as a reciprocal agreement certificate, home state approval, or a screenshot. If documentation is not provided, Illinois conducts a substantive review and does not issue a certificate of reciprocity to a non-Illinois provider.

Brillante said Maryland reviews screenshots carefully and requires current proof of approval, including a recent date stamp when course approvals do not expire. Delgado said states that require home-state validation should also ensure their own documentation clearly confirms home-state approval when granted.
Delgado said that if states require validation of home state approval, they should also consider whether their own approval documentation consistently confirms home state approval when granted. Delgado said Texas issues approval letters but does not expressly state whether the approval is a home-state approval, creating an opportunity for consistency and potential best practices.
Delgado said states may need to trust the reciprocity process while clearly distinguishing approvals based on reciprocity from those based on substantive review. She said clearer indicators would help states confirm home-state approval at renewal and improve consistency.

5. Discussed Appendix B to the CER Agreement

Delgado said Appendix B had been circulated in April with no comments received. She said it would be recirculated for additional review to gather suggested edits or concerns, with the goal of discussing it during the Working Group’s next meeting.

Having no further business, the Uniform Education (D) Working Group adjourned.
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