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SSHB 228

Health, Education and

The Social Services Committee has considered

"An Act relating to regulation of the practice of dentistry; and providing
for an effective date."”
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[ 1 replace with Cs55 /bB 338 ffjEsj) LAT] the same title
[ 1 attached amendment(s) [ 1 a new title
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L ] no recommendation

L ] individual recommendations
[

] additional referral to the Committee
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[ fiscal impact [ 1 same as previous fiscal note
[ 1 zero fiscal note published )
[ 1 ze-x> with analysis [ 1 same as previous zero fTiscal

note published
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Original sponsors: Mepard, Gruenberg
and Boucher

IN THE HOUSE SéCIA

CS FOR SPONSOR SUBSTITUTE FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 228 (HESS)

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FIFTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to regulation of the practice of
dentistry; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 08.36.010 is amended to read:

Sec. 08.36.010. CREATION AND MEMBERSHIP OF BOARD.  There s
created the Board of Dental Examiners consisting of nine fSEVEN]
members.  Six [FOUR] members shall be licensed dentists who have been
engaged in the practice of dentistry in the state for five years
immediately preceding appointment, one member shall be a dental hy-
gienist licensed under AS 08.32 who has been engaged in the practice
of dental hygiene in the state for five years immediately preceding
appointment, and two members shall be public members.

* Sec. 2. AS 08.36.070(a) is amended to read:

() The board Shall [:]

(1) provide for the examination of [EXAMINE] applicants and
issue licenses to those applicants it finds qualified;

(2) register licensed dentists and licensed dental hygien-
ists who are in good standing;

(3) report annually to the governor and the department on
the board's proceedings during the year, findings concerning the
standards and availability of dental services in the state including
the number of licensees, examination and licensing activities, other
matters related to dental practice, and board receipts and expendi-

tures
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(4) affiliate with the American Association of Dental
Examiners, and pay annual dues to the association;

(5) hold hearings, and order the disciplinary sanction of a
person who violates this chapter, AS 08.32, or a regulation of the
board,;

(6) supply forms for applications, licenses, permits,
certificates, and other papers and records;

(7) enforce the provisions of this chapter and AS 08.32 and
adopt or amend the regulations necessary to make the provisions of
this chapter and AS 08.32 effective;

(8) adopt regulations ensuring that renewal of registration
is contingent upon proof of continued professional competence by a
licensed dentist or licensed dental hygienist;

(9) provide the department with the requirements for proof
of continued professional competence and request the department to
make these requirements available to each licensed dentist and [i-
censed dental hygienist at least one year before the date on which the
dentist or dental hygienist must renew registration;

(10) at least annually cause to be published in a newspaper
of general circulation in each major city in the state, a summary of
disciplinary actions the hoard has taken during the preceding calendar
year,

(11) issue permits or certificates to licensed dentists,
licensed dental hygienists, and dental assistants who meet standards
determined by the board for specific procedures that require specific
education and training;

(12) regulate the reentry into practice of inactive dentists
and dental hygienists.

* Sec. 3. AS 08.36.110 is repealed and reenacted to read:
CSSSHB 228(HESS) -2-



Sec. 08.36.110. QUALIFICATIONS FOR LICENSE. An applicant for a
license to practice dentistry shal

(1) be a graduate of a dental school that at the time of
graduation is accredited by the Commission on Accreditation of the
American Dental Association;

(2) hold a certificate from the American Dental Association
Joint Committee on National Dental Examinations that the applicant has
successfully passed the written examinations given by the commission;

(3) submit proof satisfactory to the board that the appli-
cant

(A) has not had a license to practice dentistry re-
voked or suspended in this state oranother state;and

(B) is not the subject of an unresolved complaint,
review procedure, or disciplinary proceeding in another state;

(A) pass, to the satisfaction of the board, written, clin-
ical, and other examinations administered or approved  bythe board;
and

(5) meet the other qualifications for a license esta
by the hoard by regulation.

Sec. A AS 08.36.130 is amended to read:

Sec. 08.36.130.  EXAMINATION. An examination shall be given at
least once a year and at other times and at places determined by the
board to be convenient and economical for the applicants and the
state. At least once each year the board shall appoint an examination
committee of at least three licensed dentists who have been engaged in
the practice of dentistry in the state for five years immediately
preceding appointment to conduct or to supervise the examination
process for applicants for licensesto practice dentistry. The board

shall also appoint an examinationcommittee of at least two licensed
-3- CSSSHB 228(HESS)
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dentists who have been engaged in the practice of dentistry in the
state for five years immediately preceding appointment and one person
licensed to practice dental hygiene in the state to conduct the ex-
amination for applicants for licenses to practice dental hygiene. The
examination committees shall report the results to the board for
official action.

* Sec. 5. AS 08.36.160(a) is amended to read:

(a)  The examination conducted or approved by the board shall be
designed  to test the qualifications of the applicant to practice
dentistry and shall consist of a written and a clinical examination,

* Sec. 6. AS 08.36.180 is amended to read:

Sec. 08.36.180. REEXAMINATION [RE-EXAMINATION].  An applicant
shall pass [EACH SUBJECT OF EACH SECTION OF] the examination conducted
or approved by the board with a score equal to or exceeding the mini-
mal acceptable score set by the board by regulation [OF AT LEAST 75
PERCENT], « If an applicant fails the examination [IN ONE SUBJECT IN
EACH SECTION], the applicant may be reexamined [RE-EXAMINED IN THAT
SUBJECT. IF AN APPLICANT FAILS IN MORE THAN ONE SUBJECT IN ANY SEC-
TION, THE APPLICANT SHALL BE RE-EXAMINED IN THE WHOLE SECTION]. If an
applicant fails the examination [OR ANYSECTION OF IT] on two separate
occasions, the board shall refuse to examine the applicant further
until the applicant produces evidencesatisfactory to  the board that
the applicant has pursued further study in preparation for the exami-
nation .

* Sec. 7. INITIAL APPOINTMENT. The governor shall appoint one quali-
fied person to an initial term of four yearsand another qualified person
toan initial  term of two years to fill thenew positions created on the
Board of Dental Examiners by sec. 1 of this Act.

* Sec. 8. Sections 2 - 5 of this Act areretroactive to January I,
CSSSHB 228(HESS) -4-
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This Act takes effect

immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).
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AMENDMENT

Offered in the HOUSE By Kenard

TO: SSHB 228

Page 1, line 7, following "dentistry;":
Insert "extending the terminalion date of the Board of Dental Exar-
iners;"

Page 1, following line 8:
Insert a new bill section to read:

* Section 1. AS 08.03.010(c)(6) is amended to read:
(6) Board of Dental Examiners (AS 08.36.010) -- Ju

1991 [1988]."
Page 1, line 9 |
Delete "* Section 1."

Insert "* Sec. 2."

Renumber following bill sections accordingly.



AMENDMENT

Offered in the HOUSE Bv Menarc

TO: SSHB 228

Page A, lines 12 - 2A:
Delete all material and insert:

"Sec. 08.36.180. REEXAMINATION [RE-EXAMINATION]. An applicant
shall pass [EACH SUBJECT OF EACH SECTION OF] the examination conducted
or approved by the board with a score equal to or exceeding the mini—
mal acceptable score set hy the board by regulation [OF AT LEAST 75
PERCENT] - If an applicant fails the examination [IN ONE SUBJECT IN
EACH SECTION], the applicant may be reexamined [RE-EXAMINED [IN THAT
SUBJECT. IF AN APPLICANT FAILS IN MORE THAN ONE SUBJECT IN ANY SEC-—
TION, THE APPLICANT SHALL BE RE-EXAMINED IN THE WHOLE SECTION]. If ar.
applicant fails the examination [OR ANY SECTION OF IT] on two separate

t
occasions, the board shall refuse to examine the applicant Ffurther
until the applicant produces evidence satisfactory to the board that

the applicant has pursued further study in preparation for the

examination."
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A MENDMENT

Offered in the HOUSE By Nenard
TO: SSHB 228

Page 1, line 7, following "dentistry;":
Insert providing for retrospective effect of examining powers of the

Board of Dental Examiners and qualifi ations for license;"

Page 4, following line 28:
Insert a new bill section to read:
Sec. 8. Sections 2 - 5 of this Act are retroactive to January *

1987."

Renumber the following bill section accordingly.
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Audit Control Number
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BUDGET AND AUDIT COMMITTEE

August 27, 1986

Members of the Legislative Budget
and Audit Committee:

In accordance with a Legislative Budget and Audit Committee
special request and the provisions of Title 24 of the Alaska
Statutes, the attached report is submitted for your review.

A SPECIAL REPORT ON THE
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

August 27, 1986

Audit Control Number

08-4271-87-S

d & f—

Gerald L. Wilkerson, CPA
Legislative Auditor
Division of Legislative Audit
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APPENDIXES

Source for Appendixes A - D: American Dental Association 1986 publication, titled,
"Facts About States - For the dentist seeking a location."”

Source for Appendix F: American Dental Association 1982 publication, titled, "Facts
About States - For the dentist seeking a location."
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APPENDIX A

State and Regional Boards: Structure of Exams and General Information*
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APPENDIX B

Written Examination Requirem ents*
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APPENDIX C

Clinical Examination Requirements
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APPENDIX D

Summary of Requirements for Licensure by Credentials in Certain States
Granting Licensure by Credentials
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APPENDIX E

ALASKA DENTAL LICENSES ISSUED

Information presented in this appendix was compiled from the dental license issue log maintained
by the Department of Commerce and Economic Development's Division of Occupational Licensing.

Total
June 1, 1980 October 17, 1984 June 1, 1980
through / through through
October 17, 1984 June 30, 1986 June 30, 1986
-
Number issued based on credentials 8 14 - 22
Number issued based on examination 75 31 106
Total number issued iy= H 128
By credentials as percentage of total 9.6% 31.1% 17.2%

The Alaska Board of Dental .Examiners issued licenses based on candidates' credentials,
pursuant to AS 08.36.234, from June 1, 1980 through October 17, 1984. At that time
they ceased issuing licenses by credentials, by emergency order, as promulgated in

12 AAC 28.950.

— Licenses issued based on reinterview of candidates previously denied licensure by
credentials, as recommended by the Ombudsman's office and the Attorney General's office.



Total Dental Licensure Results by State

State Board Total

Alabama..........cccoevvevieiiiiieiceee e
Alaska.. 1/.
Arizona.T...
Arkansas.....
California.

CRDTS" .....
Colorado.....
Connecticut..
Delaware..............
District of Columbia.........ccccccvvevvinen oo

FIOrida.....cooveiceiec e
Georgia. .
Hawali...
Idaho.....
HIINOIS.......ovevieiieies e,

Indiana

Maryland
Massacnusens
Michigan......
MINNESOLA ...vvveieieiieies e

MIESSISSLOPI. ..
Missouri.....

Nebraska...
Nevada..........

New Hampshire
Newjersey
New Mexic
New York...
North Carol

Ohi
Oklahoma...
OFBQON. ...t st

Pennsylvanie..........c.c.cocc..... .
Rhode’lsland.........ccocovvvveveiviieiiennn,
Soutn Carolina..
South Dakota ....
SRTA" ..........

Tennessee .
TEXAS oveveeieerienieeie s
Utah....... .

Vermont.
Virginia........coveeveeeenennene.

Washington...................
West Virginia..........cccceueee.
Wisconsin...... .
Wyommg
WREB'

"Regional Testing results are not included in total.

APPENDIX F

in 1981

Passed

Source: Council on Dental Education. American Dental Association.

Alaska statistics were not published by the American Dental Association.
ment of Commerce and
aska results are not included in totals.

included here wes obtained from the Dg
Division of Occupational Llcensmg
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APPENDIX H

EXAMINATION STATISTICS:  WESTERN STATES AND REGIONAL TESTING BOARDS/AGENCIES

WASHINGTON - Over the last five years the failure rate for Washington state dental school
graduates has been from 35% to 37%. Owut-of-state graduates' failure rate has been
approximately 50%. (These statistics include results from exam retakes - retake
failure rate approximates 50%, regardless of whether candidates are in-state or
out-of-state graduates.)

OREGON - Results from the most recent (June 1986) Oregon dental exam are as follows:
Number of candidates taking exam 70 (69 1st attempts)
Number Failing 7
Number Passing 63
Percentage Failure Rate 10%
Percentage Pass Rate 90%

Historically Oregon's passage rate has been in the 80 and 90 percent:

CALIFORNIAL- 1984 « 1983 *
Number of candidates taking exam 1567 1884
Number Failing 753 849
Number Passing 814 1035
Percentage Failure Rate 48% 45%
Percentage Pass Rate 52% 55%

* (Statistics exclude results of retakes by California dental school graduates.)

NEVADA - Current statistics related to pass/fail rates for Nevada state dental examinations were
not available for release by the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

WESTERN REGIONAL EXAMINING BOARD (WREB) - The average annual pass rate on the WREB exam for the
past five years is 76.8%, with a high of 81% and a low of 67%.This equates to an
average failure rate of 23.2%, with a high of 33% and a low of 19%.

CENTRAL REGIONAL DENIAL TESTING SERVICE (CRDTS) - CRDTS evaluates approximately 1000 dental
candidates per year, including candidates repeating the examination. The 1985 failure
rate for the operative clinical examination administered by CRDTS was 10.8%.

NORTHEAST REGIONAL BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (NERB) - In the past ten years, failure rates on
the NERB examination have ranged from a high of 34.4% in 1983 to a low of 19.8% in
1985. A failure, in these calculations, is a candidate who fails at least one of the
five tests in his/her first examination attempt.

SOUTHERN REGIONAL TESTING ACENCY (SRTA) - Dental examination pass/fail statistics are not
generated on an annual basis by SRTA, but instead are prepared for specifictest sites.
This information was not made available.

y Inform ation obtained in this appendix was provided by the individual state boards or
regulating bodies and by representatives of the various regional boards or testing agencies.
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE <
SNMC e BB e

November 3, 1986

NOV 4 - 198b

raIdL ||kerson
islativ
glls%)n Leglsatlve Audit
Juneau AC 99811
Dear Mr. Wilkerson:

Thank you for the Ppportunlt to review and comment on the
Rre mmar au |t ndings ot the Board of Dental Examiners.
this e ar(s ent's position to the audit recomnen-
8 tlong emabns % In our response to the Interim letter
ated Septemner

The .department agrees, with recommendation number one, and wil
assrstpt Boari?glrn the re ea? P] 28.950. Prior to taL

(p [ﬁosmon L or against recomme ndation number two
%art ent |? see e hformatlon re ardln

and 1ts fe q? are many factor stege
es&egatﬁd ?ecenl& the cszurman aha %en al %oari!J

|n
?etceenlvm aereN eoSrtte”c]Jn i jonal H next0 nI{jrld }Aeee’\(lzloln fer-
ence megu Ich 1S scneduT Q]P Ovember @

Sincerely
LHL/mst4921m
103686a
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STEVE COWPER, GOVERNOR

F COMMERCE A
DEVELOPMENT SRS Aasa e

PHONE: (907) 465-2534

DEPARTME
ECONO

DIVISION OF OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING

NT O
MIC

THE ALASKA BOARD OF DENTIAL EXAMINERS
Robert E. Warren, Chairman

December 16, 1986

Gerald L. wilkerson

Legislative Auditor ~ /"7
Division of Legis lative Audit
Pouch W

Juneau, Alaska 99811-3300

Re: "A Special Report on The Department of Commerce and
Economic Development, Board of Dental Examiners
August 27, 1986" (Confidential Preliminary Audit)

Audit Control Number: 08-4271-86-S

Dear Mr. Wilkerson:

On behalf of the Alaska Board of Dental Examiners, | offer
the following response to the above-referenced confidential
Preliminary Audit Report. As you know, that Report contains
two recommendations. The Board provisionally concurs with

one recommendation but strongly disagrees with the other.

1. Areas of Agreement. Recommendation Number 2, set forth
on pages 12-15 of the Report, proposes that "The Alaska
Board of Dental Examiners should affiliate with one or more
of the four existing regional testing services for the exa-—
mination of dental candidate®s [sic] clinical skills in lieu
of administering a State-run clinical examination."
(Report, page 12.)

The Board provisionally agrees with this recommendation and
is in the process of taking active steps to implement, 1it.
Geographically, the most logical affiliation for Alaska 1is

the Western Regional Examining Board (WREB). As noted in
Appendix A to the Report (at page 20, note 4), the WREB
includes Arizonia, ldaho, Montana and Utah.

-31-
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Page 2

On September 28-30, 1986, the Board®"s Hygenist member, Chris
Baxter, and | personally attended the WREB autumn, 1986 exa—
mination, which was conducted at Loma Linda University 1in

Loma Linda, California. I directly observed the entire
four-day examination as it was administered to the 70 dental
candidates and the 31 hygenist candidates. In my pro—

fessional opinion, the examination as administered by the
WREB was comprehensive, thorough, and fair.

More recently, on December 5-6, 1986, 1 attended the WREB

Examination Review Committee meeting 1in Phoenix, Arizonia.

While 1in Phoenix, 1 also attended the WREB General Member —
ship Meeting and the meeting of the Board of Directors. My
conclusion from my direct observations is that the WREB is a
competent and highly professional testing agency.

At the upcoming January 15, 1987 meeting of the Alaska Board
of Dental Examiners, the question of whether Alaska should
join the WREB will be voted upon. Prior to the vote, 1 will
present my field research and findings with respect to the
WREB. Also, Dr. David Low, past President of the WREB and
current Chairman of the WREB Examination Committee, will
make a presentation. My recommendation will be that Alaska
should join the WREB, thereby recognizing a passing grade on
the WREB examination as satisfying the examination require—
ment of AS 08.36.130 and AS 08.36.160.

I might note in passing that only a portion of my travel
expenses have been paid by the WREB and I have donated the
balance of my travel expenses and my professional time. The
State of Alaska has not absorbed any of these costs.

2. Areas of Disagreement. Recommendation Number 1, set
forth at pages 11-12 of the Report, proposes that "The
Alaska Board ofDental Examiners should issue dental licen—
ses to qualified dentistsbased on theirperformance records
in lieu of requiring they pass an examination. (Licensure
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by credentials)." The Board strongly disagrees with this
Recommendation.

In our experience, licensure by credentials runs a serious
and substantial risk of authorizing incompetent or otherwise
undesirable individuals to practice dentistry in Alaska for

two reasons. First, licensure by credentials provides
inadequate opportunity to investigate and verify the appli—
cant"s professional, clinical skills. Second, because there

is presently no central clearing house of professional den—
tal information 1in the United States, it is extremely dif—
ficult to weed out individuals who are the subject of
outstanding complaints or disciplinary review proceedings in
other states. In practice, the Board has found licensure by
credentials to be 1inconsistent with the Board®"s responsibi—
lities as established by AS 08.36.070(a).

AS 08.36.234 establishes licensure by credentials as a per—
mitted practice: "The [BJoard may provide for the licensing
without examination of a dentist who [satisfies the criteria
of subsections (I1)-(8)]." (Emphasis added.) The decision
whether or not to 1implement this practice must be made 1in
light of the more basic responsibilities of the Board. AS
08.36.070(a) mandates that the Board shall:

(1) examine applicants and issue licenses to those
applicants it finds qualified;

(8) adopt regulations ensuring that renewal of
registration 1is contingent upon proof of con—
tinued professional competence by a licensed
dentist. ...

(Emphasis added.)
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As all dental patients know, the essence of dentistry 1is
performing minutely delicate and precise procedures in the
confined and extremely vulnerable area of the patient”s
mouth. In short, the practice of dentistry is at least as
much craftsmanship as it 1is science. The only way to eva-—
luate an individual dentist"s abilities as a craftsman 1is to
review examples of his work. The <critical failure of
licensing by credentials 1is that it does not adequately pro—
vide this review.

The premise of expedited Ulicensing of dentists who have
practiced for at least five years prior to applying for an
Alaska license. (See AS 08.36.234 (3)) is that the prior
period of p.:.c :xce 1in and of itself establishes technical
professional competence. In reality, there are two flaws 1in
this premise.

First, the standards of competence vary considerably from

state to state and from region to region. Proof of con-—
tinued professional competence is not required in many
states. The consequence of accepting any individual & past

practice as satisfactory credentials will, over time, lead
to the lowering of competency standards in Alaska.

Second, 1in the case of dentists who have practiced 1in the
military or in non-uniformed federal service (e.g., the
Public Health Service), there has been no requirement of
board certification or state licensing agency review of
their competence. In Alaska, this 1is a matter of par—
ticular concern, since many dentists come to Alaska either
in military or non-uniformed federal service and practice
in remote areas virtually unsuoervised.

AS 08.36.234(4) requires, as a prerequisite to licensure by
credentials, that the applicant "...is not the subject of an
unresolved complaint, review procedure or disciplinary pro—
ceeding undertaken by a dental licensing jJurisdiction." In
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reality, it is very difficult to verify this fact or to
expose a misrepresentation of fact by an applicant. There
presently exists no central <clearing house of information
regarding unresolved complaints or disciplinary proceedings.
The varying privacy Jlaw standards of the several states has
the effect of making this information unobtainable for many

out-of-state applicants. And in the case of military and
federal dentists, the individual may never have practiced in
the state 1in which he or she obtained a license. In these

instances the outside licensing-state board has no pertinent
information on file, and only limited information about den—
tal officers is available through a military commanding
officer.

Our experience 1in Alaska with dentists licensed by creden—
tials tends to confirm the seriousness of the risks of
admitting incompetent or otherwise undesirable individuals

into the practice of dentistry here. There have been
numerous patient complaints against credentialled dentists
filed with the State Division of Occupational Licensing. In

one instance, the Board received a fortuitous report from
the I1llinois Attorney General®"s office that a licensed-by-
credentials candidate had been charged with numerous counts
of sexual abuse of patients 1in Illinois. Since these were
pending charges that had not been entered of record, our
earlier investigation of this applicant had not been able to
uncover this information.

The Alaska Board of Dental Examiners®™ position on licensure
by <credentials is perhaps best summarized by Dr. George

Hansen, President-Elect of the Alaska Dental Society. As
he stated at the August 16, 1986 meeting of the Board of
Dental Exmainers, "If the Board"s goal 1is to protect den—
tists® freedom to practice, there should be licensure by
credentials. But if the goal of the Board is to protect the

public, the Board must examine applicants.”

-35-



Gerald L. Wilkerson

Legislative Auditor

Division of Legislative Audit

Re: Report/Board of Dental
Examiners

December 16, 1986

Page 6

In closing, I would note for the record that none of the
audit staff personnel who prepared the August 27, 1986
Special Report attended either a dental examination or a
credentials interview.

Thank you for having given me this opportunity to respond to
the Preliminary Report. My apologies for any inconvenience
my delay 1in responding to the Report may have caused. In
the interest of responding accurately to Recommendation
Number 2, 1 concluded it would be best to wait until |
returned from the December WREB Examination Review Committee
meeting before composing this letter.

Very truly yours

ROBERT E. WARREN/ 3
Chairman
Alaska Board of Dental Examiners

rew:dkd
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All members, The Alaska Legislature April 1, 1987
Juneau, Alaska

To all members, The Alaska Legislature:

1 am writing all of you as in an effort to emphasize the
importance and significance of speedy passage of the House Bill
entitled " An Act relating to the regulation of the practice of
dentistry."

| am presently a fourth year dental student at the University
of Washington. | am writing as a spokesperson for the
applicants that are planning on becoming practicing dentists in
1987 in the State of Alaska.

The dental licensing examination is a requirement all
applicants must successfully pass before they may begin dental
practice in each respective state. It is very costly to the State
to put on such an Exam for the small number of applicants to
Alaska . This fact, coupled with recent budget cuts, has led to a
recent vote by the State of Alaska Board of Dental Examiners to
join a testing service called the Western Regional Examining
Board (WREB). This is the same service that is used for Dental
Licensing Exams for the States of Montana, ldaho, Utah, and
Arizona. The Exams are given at least 4 times per year and they
are usually held in California, Arizona or Oregon.

The current Law in Alaska, Sec. 08.36.130 of the
Dentistry Act states: "an examination shall be given at least
once a year and at times and at places determined by the board
to be convenient and economical for the applicants and the
state."” At present, the Alaska Dental Board cannot tell
applicants for certain if or when the next Exam will be. They
suggest there may be one "sometime in August" but are not sure.
They are waiting for the results of this Legislation.
We, as applicants, are left in the uncomfortable position of
total uncertainty.



The law states the exam must be "...convenient and
economical for the applicants and the state." At present it is
neither convenient nor economical for anyone. Since Alaska does
not have its own Dental School, all applicants must be trained
out of the state. The applicants must fly or drive to Alaska from
all parts of the country to take the Exam. This is costly and
inconvenient for the applicants. The State has already
determined that it is in the states best interest to join the
WREB. This is cost effective for the state.

The main question that remains is when will the
exceptance of scores from the WREB take place to allow
licensure for the practice of dentistry in Alaska. A
decison to except results from this Exam effective
immediately will solve both problems at once. The
State of Alaska would not need to stage another costly
licensing Exam and the dental applicants would have a
variety of testing sites and dates to choose from that
are either at or near their respective dental schools.

The Western Regional Exam is offered next in Portland,
Oregon on May 23-25th, 1987. Spaces available for applicants to
this Exam are filling up. If this Legislation is passed and is
effective immediately, applicants can take the WREB Exam in
May and begin practicing dentistry in Alaska in June. If this is
not passed in time, it is conceivable an applicant could take the
WREB Exam in May, pass the exam , but not be licensed for
practice in Alaska. These applicants would then have to retake
the same exact Exam at some unspecified later date. In addition,
if an applicant is to wait for an Exam that may be given in
Alaska in mid-August, they would sit idle from graduation in
June until late August (when the test results are published).
This would be a very inconvenient use of over two months of
time for the applicant.

I hope this helps to clarify the importance of this Bill as
it relates to the State and the impact it has upon new dentists
in the State of Alaska. | urge you all to please help all
parties involved by working toward a speedy passage of
this Bill. I believe it is in everyone's best interest.



Thak you very much for your prompt attention to this
matter. | look forward to i eturning to our beautiful State.

Sincerely. Jo
\.a VIM '>0

Kirk Johnson
University of Washington
Dental School

10536 39th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98125
(206) 543-7072
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SSHB 228
FISCAL NOTE

The bill broadens the dental examination statutes to allow the board

to utilize a regional board examination. Because of the time committment
required of board members in using the regional exam, it was necessary to
increase the number of members to alleviate the burden associated with
administering the exam.

The regional board exam agency will assume costs associated with transporting
members to assist with the exam. However, increasing the size of the board
will also require funding for the new members to attend board meetings. There-
fore, the $4,300.00 provides funding for the two new members to travel to the
four dental board meetings required by statute, assuming one member is
appointed from Southeast and the other appointed from the Northern region of
the State. This cost is also expected to be covered through program receipts.
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