 TEXAS BOARD OF ORTHOTICS & PROSTHETICS

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING

Monday, October 25, 2004, 9:00 a.m.

Minutes

Committee Members Present: Scott Atha, Erin Berling, and Wanda Furgason

Committee Members Absent:  None

Staff Present: Dan Meador, Heather Muehr, and Yvonne Cortez
Guests Present: Richard Neider
Agenda Item 1 was to call the meeting to order.  Meeting convened at 9:00 a.m.

Agenda Item 2 was public comment.  There were no comments.

Agenda Item 3 was the discussion and possible action concerning 22 Texas Administrative Code, §821.6 concerning professional references.  A motion was made by Erin Berling to amend the rules to allow professional references from physicians, and persons licensed or certified by another state or national organization in orthotics and/or prosthetics.  The motion was seconded by Wanda Furgason.  Motion passed.

Agenda Item 4 was the discussion and possible action concerning rules governing comprehensive orthotic care and unique qualifications under 22 Texas Administrative Code, §§821.2, 821.6, and 821.15 concerning the licensure and regulation of orthotists and prosthetists.  Scott Atha recommended the rules be changed to state that the board will not approve an applicant under unique qualifications who has not provided the comprehensive practice of orthotics and/or prosthetics.  Mr. Atha would like the committee to think about how high the bar should be set to meet unique qualifications.  The committee may consider the use of the term broad or extensive instead of comprehensive.  Mr. Meador suggested using sample criteria such as minimum years of experience, practice, training, education, and innovations, reputation, or publications in the field but include a statement that the Board is not bound by those requirements.  Mr. Atha suggested the Board leave it more open.  Ms. Berling agreed.  Mr. Atha stated he feels the intent of the law was for a majority of applicants to qualify under the normal pathway and not under unique qualifications.  Mr. Neider suggested that the applicants complete an interview.  Ms. Berling asked if examination competency would help determine eligibility for licensure.  Mr. Atha stated that the law does not allow the Board to require examination of applicants under the unique qualification pathway.  Ms. Berling favors having a rigid definition or a way to equate experience to degree and residency hours but also feels that everyone should have to take an examination.  Erin Berling moved to table the item for further discussion at next meeting.  Wanda Furgason seconded.  Motion carried.

Agenda Item 5 was items for future consideration.  Add a requirement that mirrors be attached to the walls in the facility.  Limit number of facilities at which a practitioner may be designated as in-charge.  Discuss cut score determination.  Discuss 80-hour tutorial requirements for applicants who fail the examination three times.  Limit number of times an applicant can take the examination.    No action taken.

Agenda Item 6 was to set future meeting dates and locations.  Committee will meet prior to the next Board meeting.  No action taken.

Agenda Item 7 was to adjourn the meeting.  Meeting adjourned at 9:45 a.m.

________________________________________

Scott Atha, Committee Chair

