Representative Justin Ruflridge
State Capitol Room 104
Juncau AK, 99801

Phone: 907-465-2693

February 26, 2023

Re. HB 56 (and SB 51)

Dear Representative Ruflridge:

The first point I would like to make is that I am not a veterinarian. I have nothing financially to
gain by the passage of HB 56. However, as the public member of the Alaska Board of Veterinary
Examiners, I am one of the few non-veterinarians in this state to have witnessed up close the
waste and failure associated with forcing veterinarians to work within a system designed for

completely different set of professions. In short, I am writing to express my strong support for
House Bill 56.

I do understand that veterinarians were included in the PDMP with the very best of intentions.
But this system has simply failed to work as intended on the veterinary side. To give you just a
small taste of the absurdity that the Board of Veterinary Examiners has had to deal with, the
PDMP statute requires veterinarians to do exactly the following:

...a practitioner [must] review the information in the database to check a
patient's prescription records before dispensing, prescribing, or administering a
schedule Il or HI controlled substance...(emphasis added) (AS 17.30.200).

In veterinary medicine the patient is the animal receiving treatment, and the ¢Zent is the human
that will claim the prescription. It was never anyone’s intention to have a prescriber check on the
animal’s prescription history, even though that is what the statute requires. The animal does not
have an unchanging name, it may not have a single owner through time, and it does not have an
unchanging identifier like a social security number. This is just one example of chaos and
confusion that resulted from tacking veterinarians on to this statute just because it seemed like a
good idea. Not surprisingly, as near as we can tell, the PDMP in Alaska has not uncovered a
single case of drug diversion or drug seeking on the veterinary side that has come to the attention
of authorities. How could it?
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Pleasc understand that if veterinarians are exempted from the PDMP, the federal DEA will still
be tracking all controlled drugs going into veterinary facilities. If veterinarians are exempted,
prescriptions for scheduled drugs will still be entered into the PDMP database if they are filled at
Alaska pharmacies. Exempting veterinarians will simply not create any kind of new loophole. If
veterinarians are exempted it is hard to sce that there will be any loss of useable information
about scheduled drug use in Alaska.

Alaska currently has a critical shortage of veterinarians. Maybe not so much in Anchorage, but in
just about every other part of the state. Alaska also has the highest licensing fee of any state for
veterinarians. Additionally, Alaska is one of the minority of states requiring the participation in a
PDMP program—with all the attendant costs and risks for veterinarians. Alaska in not a
welcoming or inviting place for veterinarians. I urge you to take a clear-eyed look at the actual
problems the PDMP is causing veterinarians in Alaska, and to see that whatever the intended
benefits were from including veterinarians, these are simply unobtainable illusions.

Thank OT YOUT sid&ion.

Hal Geiger, PhD
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Representative Justin Ruffridge

House Labor & Commerce Committee

Alaska State Legislature House of Representatives
State Capitol

Juneau, Alaska 99801

RE: Support of HB 56

Dear Representative Ruffridge,

The Alaska Pharmacists Association represents pharmacists, pharmacy technicians,
students and pharmacies across the State of Alaska. We support HB 56, an act related to
exempting animal prescriptions from the controlled substance prescription database.
As pharmacy professionals, patient safety and ensuring appropriate use of medications is
a big concern. However, the current system that requires veterinarians to query and
report-controlled substance prescriptions is not an effective tool for addressing the
opioid crisis. We join our colleagues at the Board of Pharmacy in voicing our support for
this legislation.

Please support this bill in committee.

Sincerely,

Dandy Seqpportin.

Brandy Seignemartin, PharmD
Executive Director

Cc: Chair Jesse Sumner, Representative Prax, Representative Saddler, Representative
Wright, Representative Carrick, Representative Fields



Ladies and Gentlemen;

Let me add my voice to the many supporting the passage of HB56. Being very concerned by this long
overdue Bill, since one of my sled dogs suffers from IMPA and requires 150mg of Tramadol daily, asking
us to in addition to the financial burden also run through the bureaucratic maze every time we need a
refill is preposterous.

Veterinarians are not law enforcement. They have neither the time nor training to perform an
investigation on every customer that brings their pet in and requires some form of opioid to treat pain
on the off chance they would divert the opiate.

Conversely, the judiciary are not vets and what may seem like a large dose of an analgesic or opiate is
perfectly normal if applied to a horse and large animal. Would they know what that or any dose for any
animal is appropriate? Beyond for post-op treatment, how should long term chronic pain in animals be
treated since a 3 day supply is nonsensical?

Please let veterinarians do their job and let law enforcement do theirs. | doubt any addict will specifically
get animals and make them sick in order to get access to opiates. We've spent too long debating this
nonsensical issue, please pass HB56. Thank you.

Respectfully
Greg Grajew

Kolohe Siberians
Moose Mtn., AK
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From:

Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2023 6:57 AM

To: Rep. Justin Ruffridge

Subject: FW: Proposed Veterinary exclusion from PDMP

Attachments: AKVMA-2023PDMPFlyer.pdf; AVKMA-2023PDMPWhitePaper.pdf
Hello,

I hope that you know the lay of the land better than | do here. This seems like a common sense idea and one that you
have supported on the Board of Pharmacy.

Do you know who the detractors were in the House last year? Hopefully we can get this done.

From:

Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2023 3:57 PM
To
Subject: Proposed Veterinary exclusion from PDMP

My wife and | are both Veterinarians and small business owners. We have a home in Soldotna and have owned Twin
Cities Veterinary Clinic for nearly 20 years now. In fact | believe Ranger has visited our clinic a few times over the recent
few years. Thank you for that! You and | have primarily met in passing but you might remember my wife & | having
testified along with you regarding the COVID shut down in our local schools. It seemed we shared common concerns at
that time regarding some of the inappropriate covid policies and the negative effects it had on our kids. Our children have
both since graduated SoHi and are off to college.

Debbie and | have been blessed to have a successful veterinary practice and now employ around 25 awesome staffl As
small business owners we occasionally struggle navigating sometime onerous government mandates. One of these
mandates has been the inclusion of veterinarians in the Prescription Drug Monitoring Program (AKA the PDMP). The
PDMP was initially designed as both a data-gathering and information sharing tool to determine the extent of controlled
substances being dispensed by healthcare providers. But this program has morphed from a information gathering tool
into a regulatory body. The PDMP is now being used as a disciplinary tool to implement punitive sanctions for health care
providers who make clerical mistakes or find it difficult to comply with the mandates of daily reporting.

As veterinarians we realize there is an opioid epidemic and all of us can share a story of someone we know or love who
has become addicted. In fact | have personally had a friend and former employee with a chronic back issue who became
an addict. She had aggravated an old sports injury and became addicted to opioids after unsuccessful back surgery. The
back issue prevented her from returning to work and after unsuccessful drug rehabilitation, she ended up taking her own
life leaving a husband and 2 children behind. This is a truly sad story that began with legally dispensed medications from
a human health care provider. That being said, her addiction neither began nor was aided by any medications she
received from our clinic or any veterinary clinic.

In response to the opioid epidemic the state of Alaska (along with every other State in the US) has attempted to find
solutions to slow this epidemic. The PDMP was designed to allow pharmacists and doctors to legally share dispensing
information such that they could identify shared patients to avoid negative drug interactions as well as identify those who
are potentially "Doctor shopping” (ie seeking multiple prescriptions of similar narcotics from multiple providers). To that
end it is proven to be a very useful for human health care providers.
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Although veterinarians do use opiates in practice, we do not dispense commonly abused opiates to any significant
degree. In fact in 2017 veterinarians accounted for only 0.34% of all Pharmacy dispensed opiates in the US. Additionally
the types opioids we prescribe as veterinarians are not the most commonly sought after and abused drugs (such as
Oxycontin, Percocet, Methadone, Narco, etc). The vast majority of opioids that veterinarians use are for "in clinic" use
which is_not monitored by the PDMP, but are controlled the DEA (Drug Enforcement Administration) which mandates
strict drug tracking by all medical providers. DEA requires documents/logs that track controlled drugs from manufacturing,
through distribution, and then delivery to medical providers. Once in the clinic the DEA requires us to maintain controlled
drug inventories, as well as tracking each individual dose given to each patient in the clinic setting. These measures
ensure proper inventory counts as well as serving as an audit trail for any discrepancies that may occur. Removing
Veterinarians from the PDMP will have no reduction in DEA oversight.

There is a long list of reasons as to why the PDMP is not only ineffective, but has proven to be a costly and undue burden
for veterinarians (please refer to the attached documents). Firstly there has been zero cases of doctor shopping identified
through a veterinarian by the PDMP in the past five years (in fact | am not aware of one case being reported ever). The
PDMP software was designed to integrate with human healthcare software systems but does not communicate with
veterinary software(which makes the process more onerous and time-consuming for veterinarians compared to human
health care providers). As well when veterinarians are accessing the PDMP we are not querying the dog or the cat's drug
history-- we are required to look up the human owner's controlled substance history which creates significant privacy
concerns. Our experience has been even when pet data is entered correctly it does not show up in the database just
months later when the same client is queried by a practitioner? Where is the data going and who does it help if it does not
appear on the database?

Over two years ago we brought forth a bill in the House HB91 that sat in committee with only one hearing occurring
during the final week of the session. Seeing lack of progress in the House, we moved our efforts to the Senate last year
and within a few weeks we saw Senate bill (SB132) pass quickly unopposed in the Senate. Again this bill was stalled in
the House by only one or two individuals in positions of power in certain committees. Based on our internal "polls," we
had enough House votes to pass our bill if it had just made the floor. But the opinion and political gamesmanship of only a
few individuals in positions of power, essentially killed our bill in committee by stalling it & not allowing it to come to a
vote,

| have been a board member of the Alaska Veterinary Medical Association for nearly 10 years now. During my tenure on
this board we have been attempting to work with the State of Alaska and the PDMP providers to share our concerns. And
to be brutally honest our concerns have fallen mostly on deaf ears and have been greatly disregarded by those oversee
and implement the PDMP. Veterinarians were never engaged in the development of the PDMP, nor have they been truly
engaged at any any point along the way. In fact | can provide you a letter from 2016 that details formation of PDMP
advisory board in which veterinarians were specifically left off and all other healthcare professions were provided a seat at
the table ("2016 Div. of Corp,Bus, & PL Joint committee on Prescription Guidelines"-which had no representative
from the Board of Veterinary Examiners). | testified before the Board of Pharmacy as far back as November of 2013
sharing the concerns veterinarians had with our inclusion in the PDMP and now we sit almost 10 years later and
essentially nothing has changed...except the cost of useless PDMP investigations and cost of veterinary licencing fees
which have both gone up (as each professional board has been mandated to be "self funding” by statue, regardless of
size or membership numbers). In a time where there is a known veterinary shortage, we now have the highest veterinary
licensing fees in the country which is detrimental to the recruitment & retention of new veterinarians & support staff.

The one ray of light is the recent support we received this past year from the Board of Pharmacy, who oversees the
PDMP. The Board of Pharmacy provided us an official letter of support exempting veterinarians from the PDMP. Yet
even with the written support from the Board of Pharmacy, SB132 was allowed to die in a house commiittee last year. |
know your time is valuable but please review the documents | have attached which may better clarify and support our
concerns. Veterinarians are not contributing in any significant way to the opioid epidemic in Alaska and our inclusion in the
PDMP has proven to be both onerous and fruitless. There is too much time and too many tax dollars being wasted on
veterinary inclusion in the PDMP that could better be spent treating patients and focusing state staff doliars on effective
solutions to reducing opicid abuse in our State.

Please consider supporting the veterinarians of our state as we seek exemption from participation in the PDMP. | look
forward to following up you regarding this issue and appreciate your time on this.

Regards,

Jim Delker DVM
Twin Cities Veterinary Clinic—-Owner
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Alaska State Medical Association

February 16, 2023

The Honorable Justin Ruffridge
Alaska State Senate

Alaska State Capitol Building
Room 104

Juneau, AK 99801

Submitted via email: Representative.Justin.Ruffridge@akleg.gov

RE: HB 56 "An Act exempting controlled substances prescribed or dispensed by a veterinarian to treat an animal
from the requirements of the controlled substance prescription database."

Dear Representative Ruffridge:

The Alaska State Medical Association (ASMA) represents physicians statewide and is primarily concerned with
the health of all Alaskans.

For several years now we have followed the debate over veterinarian use of the Prescription Drug Monitoring
Program (“PDMP”) with great interest in maintaining Alaska’s efforts to curtail the misuse and illegal use of
prescription drugs but also recognizing the concerns expressed from Alaska’s veterinarians. We hear the issues
raised from the veterinarians and accept current use of the PDMP is problematic and creates a burdensome time
commitment impacting their practice of veterinary medicine.

To date, ASMA’s position has been to oppose exempting veterinarians who prescribe or prescribe and dispense
controlled substances from using the PDMP and advocated instead for solutions that reduce the burden on
veterinarians and maintain utilization of the PDMP. ASMA’s goal was to find a path forward where we make
the PDMP work for veterinarians and where we all work to make Alaska safer from the abuse of controlled

substances.

While we still have concerns over illegal prescription drug use it is clear that the current PDMP does not work
for veterinarians and there isn’t currently a path forward to alter the PDMP to miti gate the impacts of its use by
veterinarians. Given the reality of the situation, and Alaskan’s need for veterinary care, ASMA has adopted a
new position and does not oppose HB56 and its goal to reduce PDMP burdens on veterinarians.

Please let me know if we need further discussion on this or can provide any additional information.
Sincerely,

%Mb }//// S

Pam Ventgen, E4€cutive Director
Alaska State Medical Association
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From: Katy VerSteeg

Sent: Thursday, February 9, 2023 11:38 AM
To: Rep. Justin Ruffridge

Subject: HB 56

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Representative Ruffridge,

As an Alaskan veterinarian {and graduate of Kenai Central High School!), | wanted to say thank you for your efforts to
exempt veterinarians from the AK PDMP. Your action on cur behalf is much appreciated and will hopefully be successful.

Sincerely,

Catherine (Katy) VerSteeg
Eagle River, AK

Sent from my iPad
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