MINUTES

UTAH
OPTOMETRIST LICENSING BOARD

April 26,2016
Room 475 — 4" Floor —- 9:00 A.M.
Heber Wells Building
Salt Lake City, UT 84111

CONVENED: 9:00 A.M. ADJOURNED: 11:07 AM.

Bureau Manager:
Board Secretary:
Compliance Assistant:

Board Members Present:

Board Members Absent and Excused:

Guests:

DOPL Staff Present:

TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION

Administrative Business:
MINUTES
April 28, 2015

February 27, 2016

APPOINTMENTS:

9:00 AM
Board Training

Larry Marx
Lisa Martin
Debbie Harry

Scoftt Peterson, OD, Chairperson
Rich Humpherys, OD
Brenden R. White, OD

Louie Hamner
Roger Pickering, OD
Blaine F. Bird, OD
Randy Elliot

Alyssa White, UOA

Mark Steinagel, Division Director
'Ray Walker, Regulations and Compliance Officer
Dave Taylor, Operations Manager
Carolyn Dennis, Program Manager
David Furlong, Chief Investigator -

DECISIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This item was tabled until the July meeting as a
quorum was not present.

This item was tabled until the July meeting as a
quorum was not present.

Mr. Steinagel states the division composed a

training presentations based off the board survey

sent to all boards last year.
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10:00 A.M.

Debbie Harry, Compliance Update

10:20 A.M.
Dr. David Eastman, Probationary Interview

Mr. Steinagel presents the board training
presentation.

Ms. Harry states Dr. Eastman has consistently
submitted all reports on time.

Dr. Peterson conducted the interview asking how
Dr. Eastman is doing,

Dr. Eastman states he works well with his supervisor
and continues to learn from his supervisor.

Dr. Peterson asks if the supervisor is present when
Dr. Eastman is working.

Dr. Eastman confirms the supervisor is in the office
when he is working. Dr. Eastman states his biggest
struggle has been applying for insurance panels. Dr.
Eastman asks if the division can write a letter of his
compliance to help with the insurance applications.

Ms. Harry states she will compose a compliance
letter for Dr. Eastman. Ms. Harry asks how the
probation has affected Dr. Eastman.

Dr. Eastman states he has been fortunate to work with
his supervisor to keep him with the profession. Dr.,
Eastman states he was hesitant to have a supervisor
however has come to appreciate the work relationship.

Mr. Marx asks how Dr. Eastman is doing with his
continuing education.

Dr. Eastman states he continues to take course and is
on track to have the required hours by the renewal
period.

Dr. Peterson states the board will discuss the option
of ending Dr. Eastman’s probation at the July
meeting, )

Dr. Eastman states he has come to the understanding
that there are resources available to assist him in better
practice procedures.
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DISCUSSION ITEMS:

Legislative Update

Prescription Refills

The board determined Dr. Eastman is in
compliance with his Stipulation and Order.

An appointment was made for Dr. Eastman to meet
with the board on July 26 2016.

Dr. Peterson states for those that have a controlled
substance license there is new requirement for
specific opioid continuing education.

Mr. Marx states bill 186 allows 15% of continuing
education may be completed by volunteer work.
The established ration resulted in 4 hours of
volunteer work would qualify as 1 hour of
continuing education.

Mr. Marx states the current approved courses are
targeted to physicians with full prescribing
authority. Mr. Marx states the Utah Dental
Association created a course that was dental
specific. Mr. Marx suggests the association work
with the legislator to be more specific as to what
optometrist need in their continuing education
course.

Dr. Peterson asks if the requirement is currently in
place for the upcoming renewal cycle.

Mr. Marx confirms that the requirement is in
place.

Mr. Marx states bill 375 requires prescribers to
access the controlled substance database to check
patient history. Mr. Marx states there will be a log
created to allow those that work with the database
to show exemption from the current required
course.

Mr. Marx states the division will create rules
associated with each of the bills.

Dr. Peterson stated it has been found that sellers
that do not receive a response to a contact lens
verification of consider a prescription to be valid.
This is passive verification and they will continue to
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sale contacts to the patient attempts to buy lens
with a different perimeter. Dr. Peterson states a
contact lens prescription is defined as follows; the
prescription will include the name of the patient,
date of the exam, a prescription and expiration
date, the information of the prescribing doctor, the
parameters of the lens, the trade name or
equivalent of brand name. Dr. Peterson reads from
the Utah Optometry Practice Act; including the
ability to limit the quantity of lens ordered under
the prescription if medically indicated as
documented in patient files.

Mr. Marx states that is an articulation of why a
patient would not be granted an unlimited supply
due to valid concern of continuous wear of the
prescribe lens.

Dr. White states the passive verification allows the
circumstance of a seller contacting the wrong
prescriber that then does not respond to and the
seller will fill the request.

Mr. Marx states a change in allowable passive
verification would be a statutory change; which the
division does not pursue.

Dr. Humpherys asks if a rule can be created to
clarify the prescription is valid only two years to
avoid passive verification.

Mr. Marx states the-board can review the statute or
rule to assist in creating a change. Mr. Marx states
the board can request an opinion from the attorney
general’s office concerning a change in the rule as
opposed to the statute.

Dr. Peterson reviews the information of senate bill
2777. Dr. Peterson states this bill’s intent is to focus
on online based contact sellers that are placing
contact wearers at risk by selling without proper
verification of prescription by overfilling orders,
filling expired orders and filling orders with lenses
other than those prescribed. ..

The board requests the division to seek an opinion
from the attorney general’s office on the definition
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or clarification on passive verification of contact
lens prescriptions. -

NEXET MEETING SCHEDULED FOR: July 26 2016
ADJOURN: The time is 11:07 A.M. and the Board meeting is
adjourned.

Note: These minutes are not intended to be a verbatim
transcript but are intended to record the significant
Jeatures of the business conducted in this meeting.
Discussed items are not necessarily shown in the
chronological order they occurred.
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