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CLEARINGHOUSE RULE 98-190

Comments

[NOTE: All citations to “Manual” in the comments below are to the
Administrative Rules Piocedures Manual prepared by the Revisor of
Statutes Bureau and the Legislative Council Staff, dated September
1998.]

5. Clarity, Grammar, Punctuation and Use of Plain Language

a. In the second paragraph of the departnseatialysis, it appears that “recognize”
shouldfollow “(2)".

b. Ins. Chir 4.03, reference to “other body tissues” is inclusive, i.e., it inchitbsdy
tissues. Is that the intent?If not, the body tissues that may be adjusted and treated in the
practiceof chiropractic should be specified.

c. Ins. Chir 4.03, it is not clear what the reference to educatingtraming in the
medicalprofession adds to the last sentence. If the principles of education and training referred
to are common tahe chiropractic and medical professions, then they will be included in
chiropracticeducation and training. If the concern is that the definitions of chiropractic science
and the practice of chiropractic will continue to be interpreted too narroivgn perhaps
better approad is to gve nore ecificity to thoe definitions, rathe than referring to
“principles of education and training common to the chiropractic and medical professions.”

d. Ins. Chir 6.03 (1), is there any reason to initially refer t&c@ndition which is
treatableby the practioe d chiropracti¢ and then refer to a @ndition that “will not be
responsiveo chiropractic treatment”? A reasonable inference from the usderedif language
is that a diferent meaning is intended. Is that the intent?
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e. InChir 6.03 (2), should “, or should determine,” follow “determines”? Compare the
use of “should know” in subs. (1) and (3).

f. While it may be implicit, s. Chir 6.03 does not expressly require a chiropractor to
inform a patient that the patiestcondition will not be responsive to chiropractic treatment; that
the correct treatment for the patiesntondition is outside the practice of chiropractic; or that the
chiropractordoes not have the skill, knowledge or facilities to treat the patieotdition.
Shouldthis be made explicit?



