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The meeting was called to order at 1;30 p.m. in Room 213
Senator Thomas R. C. Wilson was in the chair.

PRESENT: Senator Thomas R.C. Wilson, Chairman
Senator Richard E. Blakemore, Vice Chairman
Senator Don Ashworth
Senator Clifford E. McCorkle
Senator Melvin D. Close
Senator C. Clifton Young
Senator William H. Hernstadt

ABSENT: None.

OTHERS See attached guest list (Exhibit A).
PRESENT: ' ‘
SB 201 Requires certain public buildings, sidewalks

and curbs to be constructed for physically
handicapped assessibility.

Senator James N. Kosinski, introducer, stated that there was simi-
lar legislation in 1977 supported by the Public Works Board and
the Governor's Committee on Employment of the Handicapped, and
that had passed in the Assembly and failed in the Commerce and
Labor Committee.

Senator Kosinski stated that without checking, he had instigated
Senate Bill 201, and that NRS 338.180 seems to contain similar pro-
visions; that sub-section 1 of 338.180 makes the section applicable
to all buildings open to the public in requiring access for the
handicapped. He explained that sub-sections 2 and 3 clearly apply

only to buildings constructed by the State or political subdivisions,ff“

and that this ambiguity, he had been told, resulted in local govern-
ments applying these provisions only in the construction of public
buildings constructed by the State or its political sub-divisions.
Senator Kosinski continued that Bill Hancock and Xathy Olson have
polled local governments and determined that they are now apply-

ing these statutes to all buildings held open to the public.

In answer to Senator Ashworth's gquestion, Senator Kosinski stated

that according to Mr. Hancock, local governments are now interpre-
ting it to apply to all public bulldlngs or buildings used by the

public.

Senator Kosinski, referred to a letter from Kathleen Olson, Execu-
tive Director, Department of Human Resources, Rehabilitation Divi-
sion, expressing the stand that Senate Bill 201 is not necessary

(see Exhibit §).

Senator Kosinski presented a letter from Ronald C. Jack, Ph.D.,
Deputy City Manager, City of Las Vegas, stating that he feels there
is a need for a single entity to adopt clear and comprehensive regu-
lations that could be used by all government entities, and therefore,

he supports SB 201 (see Exhibit ¢).
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Senator Ashworth stated that the bill's language is so broad that
the financial burden of bringing existing buildings to specified
qualifications would be too great.

Senator Kosinski replied that the fiscal impact under sub-section

2 could be significant, but the bill would require the local govern-
ments to determine how significant the problem would be. He contin-
ued that in some public buildings in Washoe County, such as the City
Hall, Sparks' City Hall and some Clark County public buildings, the

regulations have been complied with, at least in the case of access.

Senator Kosinski explained to Senator McCorkle that the language of
sub-section 2, which reads: "The state public works board shall

by January 1, 1980, adopt standards for making public buildings and
curbs and sidewalks intended for public use accessible to and usable
by the physically handicapped.", should apply to existing buildings
and that sub-section 3, which reads: "Plans and specifications for
all public buildings and for any curbs and sidewalks intended for
public use which are constructed in this state after July, 1980,
must conform to the standards adopted by the state public works
board.", would apply to new buildings. He continued that that in-
tent would be that less restrictive standards could be adopted for
existing buildings than standards for new buildings,

Senator McCorkle stated that in the existing legislation, there is
a restriction on standards such as entrance ramps, toilet facili-

ties, drinking fountains and doors to public telephones, which is

good; but if fire alarms, uniform Braille signs and other facili-

ties are restricted, the cost would rise above 1 to 1 and 1/2 per-
cent.

Senator Kosinski replied that the fiscal impact that was developed
for the bill was based on the assumption that the building would
be made entirely accessible, but that he didn't know if it would
apply to fire alarms.

Senator Kosinski concluded that, in view of Ms, Olson's recommen-
dation, there is a question as to whether the bill should be pro-
cessed.

Chairman Wilson closed the public hearing on Senate BI1l 201.

AB 23 Requires payment of recipient's cost to return
unsolicited merchandise or to defend against
attempts to collect payment,

Assemblyman James J. Banner, stated that while campaigning he was
confronted by many people complaining about receiving unsolicited
merchandise in the mail, and then receiving bills for the merchan-
dise. : '

Mr. Banner explained that he had been involved in such a situation
in which a package was received from ARCO and eventually letters

A
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arrived asking for payment. He continued that upon investigation
he discovered that the letters were being sent out by computer and
by the time he was able to talk to a real person, his ARCO card had
been cancelled and his daughter had been denied credit. He com-
plained strongly, and a letter was received stating that he'd re-
turned the merchandise, and his credit was good.

Mr. Banner then read a letter printed in a Las Vegas paper as
follows: "We are calling on you as a last resort. In earlyMay
Atlantic Richfield sent us a book on a trial basis. The book was
never ordered so we returned it immediately at our expense. We
then received a bill from ARCO for $25.07, and that's where the
problem lies. Our letters have been ignored. At one point, we
got so mad we returned the credit card, cut up into small pieces.
It didn't help. Now ARCO is telling us our account is seriously
overdue, and demanding that we pay immediately. We worry about
our credit and hoping you can help."

He read another: "I was very interested to read the newspaper
article in the Nevada State Journal about the Assembly Commerce
Committee introducing a bill safeguarding against shipment of un-
ordered books. In October, I received a big box of Nancy Drew
and Hardy Boys mysteries from Atlantic Richfield Company. I live
in an isolated area, so I do a lot of my Christmas shopping by
mail. Because of all the packages I've been receiving, I was not
as alert as I should have been in refusing the package and having
it returned to sender. I kept the box of books until after the
first of January, fully expecting to hear from Atlantic Richfield
about why they sent them to me.

Finally, after having them for about two months, I divided the
books and gave one-half of them to the local elementary school,
and half to the middle school. I have felt that maybe I did
something wrong in giving them away, but the return postage would
have been over $13, which I did not want to pay for something I
did not order in the first place.

I was pleased to see that the statement of out of state statutes

- already stated that a person who receives unsolicited goods can
dispose of them as he sees fit without obligation. I have received
a letter from Atlantic Richfield stating that I owe $82.86. I ex-
plained the situation in a letter addressed to R.A. McMahan."

In answer to Senator Young's question about enforcement, Mr. Banner
stated that the matter could be handled in small claims court, and
that it is already law in Nevada that unsolicited merchandise can

be accepted as a gift, but that does not cover the damage that could
be done to one's credit.

, Senator Hernstadt stated that a law in Nevada would not affect other
k states, and the only control Nevada could have would be over credit
‘ recording bureaus within the state.

Chairman Wilson closed the public hearing on Assembly Bill 23.

Rl g
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SB 270 Reduces amount of unemployment benefits by certain
amounts received from private pension plan.

Larry McCracken, Executive Director, Employment Security Depart-
ment, explained that a bill bassed in 1977 was practically inoper-
able because of changes made in Committee and the bill drafter's
office.

The intent then was to limit the reduction of unemployment bene-
fits to benefits paid by virtue of wages earned from a base period
employer. He stated that the present law must be repealed because
it is easily circumvented. He continued that the Employment Secur-
ity Advisory Council recommends that the provision of NRS 612 which
is 375, subparagraph 5 be deleted. He stated, however, that the
Council has not been able to arrive at a satisfactory recommenda-
tion as to how to solve the problem. .

Mr. McCracken explained that, prior to 1977 no notice was taken

of retirement income; but the law passed then has had very limited
impact and is very difficult to administer. He quoted the statute
as follows: "Any wages which are paid for employment immediately
preceding retirement, shall not be included as wages in determin-~
ing the total wages paid during a claimant's base period." He ex-
plained that referring to wages rather than retirement income and
limiting the exclusion to earnings immediately preceding retire-
ment has presented difficulties; that about ten disqualifications
per month have been assessed, mostly involving persons who volun-
tarily retire after several years of work with their previous em- .
ployer. However, he continued, any intervening period of employ-
ment after retirement, but prior to filing a claim for retirement
benefits permits a person to escape this disqualification. Mr.
McCracken stated that because of these difficulties, and because
there is some justified concern that the federal government may
require all states to adopt a so-called "retirement provision",
some change in Nevada law on this subject seems to be in order.

In reply to Chairman Wilson's question, Mr. McCracken explained

that large numbers of people were being laid off or accepting

voluntary retirement from Kennicott; and subsequently becoming |
available for employment in the labor force. Since the job poten-
tial was limited in Ely, they were eligible for benefits against
an employer who had also contributed to their retirement income.
He stated that the problem was initially addressed here, and the
intent was to restrict it to base period employers.

Mr. McCracken explained to Senator Ashworth, that if an individual
was to retire from an employer for whom he had worked for a long
time, and the employer had contributed to the pension, and the per-
son went to work for someone else and was laid off, he could col-
. lect both unemployment and retirement from the former employer.

He stated that the base period is the first four of the last five
completed gquarters. He continued that Senate Bill 270 does not
- address public employees, military or federal employeés, but sim-

ply private pension programs.
200
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Senator Hernstadt asked about the case where an employer offers
early retirement to a person who is no longer needed; the person
goes to work for someone else and is laid off. Would SB 270 cut
him off? :

Mr. McCracken explained that the wording of the situation would
determine the eligibility; and if the person went back to work
and built a new base, he could draw unemployment. He continued
that about 150 people a year are involved in this kind of situa-
tion. -

Senator Ashworth stated that often, in professional corporations
where there is a préfit-sharing plan, if the corporation is ter-
minated, the employee can go into a different occupation, can re-
ceive the compensation; but if he stays in the same profession
he is not entitled to compensation.

Chuck King, representing the Central Telephone Company, stated
that the Company has been bothered with the problem of employees
drawing a pension and at the same time drawing unemployment bene-
fits. He stated that in one year, 18 employees retired and every
one applied for unemployment and received it. Of those 18, only
2 went back to work. '

Claude Evans, Executive Secretary Treasurer, AFL-CIO, stated that

he opposed SB 270. He participates in the Titanium Metals Corpor-
ation pension plan; and that the company pays the premium (an ar-

rangement resulting from negotiations by the AFL-CIO). Mr. Evans

explained that without the pension plan, the money would go to

the employee; so, in fact, the employee is paying for the pension.

He continued that when an employee voluntarily retires, his pension
isn't enough; so he is compelled to seek another job. If it is
seasonal work, he is laid off and, under this legislation, would not
be eligible to draw unemployment. He commented that if some legis-
lation could be drafted that would eliminate the so-called "feather-
bedders" and cheaters, the AFL-CIO would give full support.

Bob Guinn, representing the Nevada Franchised Auto Dealers' Associ-
ation and the Nevada Motor Transport Association, stated that he
supports SB 270. He stated that a few years ago a beverage com-
pany manager retired at age sixty-five, cashed in stock for $200,000,
received a $20,000 per year pension, and received 26 months of un-
employment compensation.

In answer to Chairman Wilson's question,; Mr. Guinn stated that if
the private pension was contributed by an employer who employed

the employee during the base period, the employee would be eligible
for compensation. He continued that the thrust of the legislation
is to insure that the employer who contributes to a pension, doesn't

. also have to pay unemployment.

Senator Hernstadt referred to the Kennicott problem where people
had to voluntarily retire and could not find jobs.
507
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Senator Ashworth stated that pensions and profit sharing plans
are designed for retirement.

Mr. McCracken explained to Senator McCorkle that the unemployment
benefits are charged to the base period employer. He then corrected
his previous testimony by stating that the state would be considered
a private pension plan. He continued that in Employment Security,
every employer has a running account which shows the amount of money
paid in, less the amount of money charged against the account. He
stated that if an employer is paying the maximum rate, 3.5 percent,
and benefits are being charged over that, the benefits come out of
the fund, and that the minimum rate is 1.1 percent. He explained
that about 2,000 companies are paying the maximum, and about 200 to
400 paying the minimum. :

John A. Madell, representing the Associated General Contractors,
concurred with Mr. Guinn's testimony.

Chairman Wilson closed the public hearing on SB 270.

SB 271 Changes minimum amount which may be provided
for insurance coverage against uninsured vehicles.

George Vargas, representing the American Insurance Association,
stated that all Senate Bill 271 does is deprive the consumer of one
' option, and it makes little difference to an insurance company if

the requirement is that the uninsured motorist coverage and bodily
injury liability has to exceed the amount of coverage otherwise car-
ried by a policy holder; but then the premium would have to he adjusted
accordingly, and the insurance cost would be more; unless the insured,
under the terms of the law, rejected the uninsured motorist coverage.

Senator Hernstadt clarified that SB 271 provides for only the mini-
mum or maximum coverage, and eliminates the middle.

Mr. Vargas suggested that the summary of SB 271 should be changed
to read "changes minimum which may be required for insurance cover-
age against uninsured vehicles.”

Virgil Anderson, representing the American Automobile Association, |
concurred with Mr. Vargas' testimony. He added that the smaller -
carriers would have a rating problem if a small percentage of in-
sured drivers elected to take a high limit policy. He continued
that the end result would be that the carrier would have to evalu--
ate the situation, and possibly not be able to write more than the’
fifteen and thirty limit now existing. Mr. Anderson stated that,
at present, it is optional to offer the higher limit.

Discussion followed as to whether the higher limit should be man-
dated to be offered.

. In answer to Senator Hernstadt's question, Mr. Anderson explained
that with his company, if a policyholder, who has a high liability

coverage , has a collision with an uninsured motorist, he will still

-
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hbe limited to the $15,000-$30,000. He add that the no fault
law only mandates $10,000, and that AAA offers no-fault in
higher limits.

Chairman Wilson clarified that there is a rating problem when
higher coverage is offered and the premium has to be adjusted.

Senator Ashworth stated that there is confusion as to what pollcy-
" holders actually have with their uninsured coverage.

Dick Garrod, representing Farmers' Insurance Group, stated that
the laws in Nevada go into effect on the first of July unless
otherwise specified; and that many insurance companies that mail
out billing thirty days prior to renewal would have to state that
they have increased the cost of the insurance. Mr. Garrod agreed
that the availability is not a problem, but the small companies
would be hurt.

Senator Ashworth referred to Senator Close's statement about the
great amount of uninsured motorists in Nevada. He stated that
companies coming into Nevada would take that fact into considera-
tion when determining rates.

Senator Young stated that he couldn't understand why a smaller
company couldn't write policies for uninsured motorists.

Daryl E. Capurro, Managing Director, Nevada Motor Transport Asso-
ciation, stated that he objects to the way SB 271 has been drafted
and that he concurs with the previous testimony. He continued

that SB 271, in its present form, would substantially increase auto
dealers' costs.

Barbara Bailey, representing the Nevada Trial Lawyers, stated that
she is opposed to SB 271, and suggested the following amendment:
"the amount of coverage to be provided must not be less than the
minimum limits for bodily injury liability insurance required un-
der the motor vehicle safety responsibility act. Options for ad-
ditional higher coverage shall be offered to the policyholder in
amounts up to and including the limits of the bodily injury cove-
rage carried by the policyholder." Ms. Bailey continued that the
Committee also might consider under-insured motorist coverage.

Gary Pauley, representing State Farm Insurance Company, explained
that under-insurance coverage would attempt to provide a first
party coverage on liability beyond the financial responsibility
laws; if an individual were struck and severely injured and his
own selected liability limits were $100,000 and $300,000, and the
person who hit him was $15,000 and $30,000, under current Nevada
law, the policyholder have an $85,000 excess coverage.

Senator Ashworth stated that as it stands now, it is better to be
' hit by an uninsured motorist, than one who has a minimal policy.

Chairman Wilson asked what the difficulty is in making the higher
coverage available upon request.

- FT'(}
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Mr. Pauley answered that if Ms. Bailey's amendment were included,
there would be no problem.

In answer to Senator Ashworth's question, Mr. Pauley replied that
presently State Farm, in a number of states, offers uninsured mo-
torist coverage up to the limits of his liability coverage, and
that it is either minimum financial responsibility limits or op-
tional up to the maximum of the policy limits, but nothing in
between. He stated that he is not sure if this is offered in. Ne-
vada, but if it isn't, there would be no problem in offering it.-

Senator Young asked if there would be an objection to an option
to provide under-insured coverage.

Mr. Pauley stated that he would object to a requiremeht that State
Farm provide, optionally, under-insurance coverage; but he would
not object to providing, optionally, additional uninsured motorist
limits.

Chairman Wilson closed the public hearing on Senate Bill 271.

AB 69 Provides for enforcement of subpenas
of Public Service Commission.

Heber Hardy, Chairman, Public Service Commission, explained that
Assembly Bill 69 is a bill that has come from the transportation
study committee which functioned during the interim. He stated
that it is a "clean up" bill that would take care of oversights
in the past that occurred years ago when all the provision in NRS
706 were in NRS 704, and a separation related to the jurisdiction
of the Public Service Commission over transportation was made and
NRS 706 was enacted. '

Mr. Hardy explained that NRS 704.490 and NRS 704.510 are provi-
sions empowering the PSC to issue an order for a witness to appear
and bring records before the PSC at a hearing; in the event some-
one refuses to appear, the PSC must make application to a district
court for a court order. Then, if that is violated, the person is
in comtempt of court. Mr. Hardy explained that AB 69 would provide
that the Commission could take action to require a witness from the
transportation department to appear.

Chairman Wilson continued the public hearing on AB 69 for further
testimony.

AB 23 Requires payment of recipient's cost to return
unsolicited merchandise or to defend against
attempts to collect payment.

who represent people in the direct mail field, stated that if
Assembly Bill 23 passes, the exemptions in sub-section 4 should
remain.

' Joe Midmore, representing DeHart and Associates, Washington, D.C.,

469
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Senator Ashworth stated that the problem is a situation where a
computer is involved, and the credit rating of a person is impaired
when he did not even request the merchandise..

Chairman Wilson closed the public hearing on AB 23.

AB 207 Resolves conflict between certain operative
dates affecting deferred annuities.

Milos Terzich, Attorney, representing the American Council of Life
Insurance, stated that Assembly Bill 207 was drafted by Frank Daykin
and makes technical corrections by eliminating obsolete dates and
making. the first portion of the section in the conjunctive; rather
than separated, as it was supposed to be in the original bill.

Frank Daykin, Legislative Counsel, stated as follows: "AB 207 is
a reviser's bill to remove language which is now obsolete, from
certain statutes relating to provisions required in a contract of
annuity." Mr. Daykin explained that as originally enacted, there
were two provisions which partially conflicted, and the one that
was repealed in AB 207, NRS 688A.368, conferred a right of elec-
tion which has now expired.

Mr. Daykin continued that Section 3 declares, retrospectively,
that the presence of the date, which is now being deleted because
it too has passed, in NRS 688A.361, was not meant to impair that
right of election during that period that the two had existed side
by side.

Chairman Wilson closed the public hearing on_AB 207.

AB 215 Reconciles number of members appointed by
Board of Dental Examiners of Nevada.

Frank Daykin, Legislative Counsel, explained that in 1977, the
number of members on the State Board of Dental Examiners was re-
duced from nine to eight; but this particular distributing of them
was not amended; hence the need for this legislation.

Chairman Wilson closed the public hearing on AB 215.

AB 69 Provides for enforcement of subpenas of
Public Service Commission

Chairman Wilson asked Mr. Daykin whether or not there is some
kind of administrative procedure provision for subpenas.

Mr. Daykin answered that at present there is none and that he would
like to see one.

Senator Close suggested that it would be desirable to draft one
statute that would encompass all subpenas, rather than adopting
amendments. '

AT AE
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It was decided to hold 2B 69 in lieu of drafting of a bill by Mr.
Daykin that would address Senator Close's suggestion.

AB 20 Transfers the recérding of licenses of certain
professions from the county clerk to the county recorder.

Samuel D. Mamet, Management Analyst for Clark County, stated that
Assembly Bill 20 is legislation submitted by the Clark County
Clerk and Recorder, and presented suggested amendments (see Exhibit

D).

Discussion followed during which time it was determined that these
proposed amendments do not substantially change AB 20, but are
merely mechanical corrections.

Chairman Wilson closed the public hearing on AB 20.

SB 231 Regulates practices of audiology and speech
pathology.

For previous discussion and testimony on SB 231 see mlnutes of
February 21, 1979.

Kenneth Shipley, Ph. D., representing the Nevada Speech and Hearing
Association, presented proposed amendments to Senate Bill 231 (see
Exhibit E).

Dr. Shipley stated that Nevada is a land-locked state and, if a
lower educational requirement were adopted, practitioners from
other stateswould flow in that would be of lower quality than de-
sired. He continued that all other states that are licensed have
a Master's degree minimum.

Senator Close stated that he thinks the M.A. is too high a require-
ment for licensure.

Dr. Shipley presented background information regarding educational
requirements (see Exhibit F).

Discussion followed regarding the possible damage unqualified people
can do who are presently practicing audiology and speech pathology.
There was extensive dlscu531on on this point during the hearing of
February 21, 1979.

E. L. Newton, Nevada Tax Association, stated that he supports SB 137
because he feels there is a real need for licensure and for the pro-
tection of the consumer. Mr. Newton added that the proposed amend-
ment deletes Section 18, and this would create an intolerable situ-
ation; because the board would need authority to maintain an office,
and to employ an attorney if needed.

Senator Close explained that the bill provides for that authority
without Section 18.

.
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for licensure, because a. B.A. would be insufficient for a person

' Mr. Newton stated that he feels that an M.A. should be mandatory
to practice the profession of speech pathology or audiology.

Dr. Shipley stated that twenty-five states require an M.A. plus
one year of internship; and all of the thirty-~three states that
have licensure require an M.A.

Chairman Wilson closed the public hearing on SB 231.)t

SB 201 Requires certain public buildings, sidewalks and curbs
to be constructed for physically handicapped accessibility.

Senator Young moved that SB 201
be indefinitely postponed.

Seconded by Senator McCorkle.
Motion carried.
Senator Blakemore absent.

SB 271 Changes minimum amount which may be provided for
insurance coverage against uninsured vehicles.

' Discussion followed regarding the proposed amendments to SB 271.

Senator Young stated that ten years ago Virgil Anderson testified
" that the companles had not had sufficient time to do an actuary
study, and that is his claim even today.

Chairman Wilson suggested that rather than limiﬁing the options,
the coverage should be made available and the policyholder could
choose whichever he liked.
Senator Close suggested that SB 271 be amended to require a carrier
to offer uninsured motorist coverage by the same amounts that are
offered in a liability policy, effective January 1, 1980, so that
the companies could prepare.

Senator Close moved that SB 271 be

passed out of Committee with and

"Amend and Do Pass" recommendation

Seconded by Senator Young.

Senators Ashworth, McCorkle and Hernstadt dissented.

Motion carried.

. % Exhibit G
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AB 20 Transfers the recording of licenses of certain
professions from the county clerk to the county recorder.

Senator Hernstadt moved that AB 20
be passed out of Committee with an
"Amend and Do Pass" recommendation.

Seconded by Senator Young.
Motion carried unanimously.
Requires payment of recipient's cost to return

unsolicited merchandise or to defend against
attempts to collect payment.

i

Discussion followed regarding the "unwarrented" and "unsolicited"
language. ‘

It was decided to eliminate reference to fees and costs and to eli-
minate the word "unwarranted" and on line 14 to replace "unwarranted"

with "unsolicited".
Senator Blakemore moved that AB 23
be passed out of Committee with an
"Amend and Do Pass" recommendation.
. Seconded by Senator Ashworth.

Motion carried unanimously.

AB 215 Reconciles number of members appointed by
Board of Dental Examiners of Nevada.

Senator Ashworth moved that AB 215
be passed out of Committee with a
"Do Pass" recommendation.

Seconded by Senator Blakemore.

Motion carried unanimously.

SB 91 Reduces bonds for certain money order issuers.

For previous testimony and discussion on_SB 91 see minutes of
January 29, 1979. '

Senator Young moved that _SB_S1
be indefinitely postponed.

Seconded by Senator Blakemore.

Motion passed unanimously.

' SB 90 Provides for registration of trade-marks,
trade names and service marks.

. {Committee Minutes)
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For previous testimony and discussion on_SB 90, see minutes of
January 29, 31, and March 5, 1979.

Senator Ashworth referred to a letter from James I. Barnes, Chief
Deputy Attorney General, which reads as follows: "There appears

to be some inherent problems with Section 21, particularly in light
of Century 21's lawsuit against us. This section makes 'the like-
lihood of injury to business reputation or of dilution of the dis-
tinctive quality of a mark registered in this State or a mark valid

- at common law' grounds for obtaining injunctive relief. This sec-

tion might be interpreted as abrogating the common law grounds for
obtaining injunctive relief, i.e. irreparable harm, a balancing of
hardships, a likelihood of success on the merits, the interest of
the general public, and maintenance of the status quo. In effect,
Section 21 would only require a showing of the 'likelihood of in-
jury' in order to obtain injunctive relief. For this reason, I

‘'would be opposed to Section 21's enactment."

After further discussion it was decided to postpone action on SB 90
to a later date.

SB 172 Revises laws regulating dispensing opticians.

For previous testimony and discussion on _SB 172, see minutes of
February 12, 14 and March 5, 1979.

Chairman Wilson referred to a position paper of the Nevada State
Board of Examiners in Optometry (see Exhibit H).

It was decided that line 21 of SB 172 be deleted; on page 2, line
2 after "frames" insert "or", and after "contact lenses” delete
"or lens forms"; on page 2, line 18, end the sentence with "evalu-
ation of work" and delete the rest of the sentence.

After further discussion, it was decided to postpone action on

SB 172 to a later date.

Chairman Wilson stated that the Lahontan Chapter of the Nevada
Association of Land Surveyors had requested legislation to amend
certain statutes.

Senator Close moved for Committee introduction.

- Seconded by Senator Young.

Motion carried.

Senator Hernstadt absent.

BDR 57-983* Relating to motor vehicle insurance and allowing
the insured motorist to reject coverage for basic
reparations benefits.
465
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(BDR 57-983 Continued)
Senator Young moved for Committee introduction.

Seconded by Senator McCorkle.

Motion carried.
Senator Hernstadt absent.
No further business so meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Betty Kalicki, Secretary

APPROVED:

Thomas R. C. Wilson, Chairman

e
(Committee Minutes) "_;‘{)5
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SENATE Commerce and Labor COMMITTEE

GUEST LIST

DATE: Wednesday, March 7, 1979
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GUEST LIST - EXHIBIT A

James N. Kosinski, Nevada State Senator

James J. Banner, Nevada Assemblyman

Larry McCracken, Executive Director, Employment Department
~Chuck King, Central Telephone Company

Claude Evans, Executive Secretary Treasurer, AFL-CIO

Bob Guinn, Nevada Franchised Auto Dealers Association,
Nevada Motor Transport Association

John A, Madell, AFL-CIO

George Vargas, American Insurance Association
Virgil Anderson, American Automobile Association
Dick Garrod, Farmers Insurance Group

Daryl E, Capurro, Nevada Franchised Auto Dealers Association,
Nevada Motor Transport Association

Barbara Bailey, Nevada Trial Lawyers

Gary Pauley, State Farm Insurance

Heber Hardy,. Chairman, Public Service.Commissioh
Joe Midmore, DeHart and Associates

Milos Terzich, American Council of Life Insurance
Kenneth Shipley, Ph.D., Nevada Speech and Hearing Association
Frank Daykin, Legislative Counsel

Samuel D. ‘Mamet, Clark County

Bill Cozart, Nevada Association of Realpors

Gene Milligan, Nevada Association of Realtors

E. L. Newton, Nevada Tax Association

Bill Ables

Larry Farnsworth, Farnsworth Drafting Company
Knaus & Evans, Insurance Division

Marsha Hudgins, City of Las Vegas

Stan Warren, Nevada Bell
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STATE OF NEVADA

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES
ROGER 8. TROUNDAY, DIREcTOR MIKE O'CALLAGHAN, GOVERNOR

FROST, ADMINISTRATOR

HABILITATION DIVISION
GOVERNOR'S COMMITTEE ON EMPLOYMENT OF THE HANDICAPPED

KINKEAD BUILDING, FIFTH FLOOR
505 EAsT KING STREET

STATE CAPITOL COMPLEX

CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89710

March 7, 1979

Thomas A. Wilson, Esq.
Senator, State of Nevada
Capitol Complex

Carson City, NV 89710

Dear Senator Wilson:

Senator Kosinski has asked me to advise you of a survey conducted by the staff
of the Governor's Committee on Employment of the Handicapped relative to SB 201,
Public Accommodations for the Physically Handicapped.

We have contacted the Public Works Boards of Carson City, Sparks, Reno, Las Vegas,
North Las Vegas, Boulder City, Henderson, Douglas County, Lyon County and
Churchill County as to enforcement of existing laws NRS 338.180 and 651.070. A1l

of the building departments state that they are already reviewing building plans

for accessibility and they feel that any further needs will be met through edu-
cation programs such as those conducted by the Governor's Committee. The entities
are complying with existing law by withholding building permits and business 1i-
censes until plans are approved.

Our only concern at this time would be the small rural communities where there
is no building code and more education is needed. In these instances, education
and technical assistance rendered by the Governor's Committee will assist in
making the communities aware of the needs and rights of the disabled. We have
already mailed packets of information to all public works boards and schools in
the entire state. The Committee has a sub-committee on architectural barriers
which works in an ongoing manner to provide technical assistance and the staff
has a mobility expert who reviews plans and advises employers and builders of
barrier-free design.

In discussing SB 201 with Senator Kosinski and Bill Hancock, Director of State
Public Works Board, we find that the bill is not necessary at this time as the

Governor's Committee will provide the necessary assistance to help provide
reasonable accommodation for Nevada's disabled.

Sincergly, (j%/}
W/g- /é-o-»/
KATHLEEN E. OLSON, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
KEQ:kr



Exhibit ¢ /¢

SUPPORTIVE SERVICES

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT
FUNDS COORDINATION
MUNICIPAL SERVICES
PERSONNEL & EMPLOYEE
RELATIONS

QNALD C. JACK, PH.D.
PUTY CITY MANAGER

March 5, 1979

The Honorable Thomas R. Wilson, Chairman
Senate Committee on Commerce and Labor
Legislative Building, Room 213

Carson City, Nevada 89701

Dear Senator Wilson:

On Wednesday, March 7, 1979 your committee will be hear-
1ng testimony on SB 201 which requires certain public buildings,
sidewalks and curbs to be constructed for accessibility by the
physically handicapped.

It is the opinion of the Architectural Services Department
of the City of Las Vegas that the adoption of handicapped access
standards would be beneficial from the standpoint of clarifying
the present varying and often confusing sources of design guidelines
for implementing such facilities. However, as is evidenced by the
cost factors indicated below, if the standards apply to only new
buildings constructed after July 1, 1980, the overall fiscal impact
upon the City would not be significant. But if these standards
were to be retroactively imposed on the existing public buildings
or required when remodeling is undertaken in an existing facility,
the cost factor would be substantially increased and would represent
a financial burden to all local governments 1nclud1ng the City of
Las Vegas.

With regard to new construction, the actual additional
cost to the governmental entities for including handicapped access
facilities in accordance with the guidelines currently proported
by various governmental agencies is not significant to the overall
costs of these facilities unless the standards were to require
vertical 1lifts or elevators where a facility is more than one story
in height. The cost of providing an elevator is dependent upon

several inter-related factors regarding the number of stories served,
. the overall height of the elevator run, and the desired response
speed for the elevator services.
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The Honorable Thomas R. Wilson, Chairman EXHIB|T
Senate Committee on Commerce and Labor , )
SB 201 - March 5, 1979

Page 2

Other primary facilities affected by handicapped access
standards would include the restroom facilities and the building
entries as well as the mounting height of various public con-
veniences and fixtures.

Regarding restroom facilities, the major additional
expense would be the provision for a wider and deeper water closet
enclosure with related grab bar facilities which would require
only approximately three to four more square feet of building area
per restroom. The actual additional cost to the City would vary
with the prorated square footage cost of the building type. Public
buildings probably fall within a price range of $50 to $75 a square
foot in today's construction market. The installation of grab
bars in conjunction with this widened stall is estimated to add
an additional $75 per restroom to the cost of the building.

In reference to the building entries, the additional cost
would involve implementation of an entry access ramp where the
building cannot be designed with an at-grade entry level. Actual
additional cost of these ramps is directly proportional to the |
rise and run of the ramp as dictated by the grade elevation change
on the site. While these entry ramps will require additional
construction funds, they are not significant to the overall building
program costs if taken into consideration in the early site planning/
selection design phases. Costs for providing curb ramps at side-
walks and parking lot locations during new construction are virtually
negligible as compared to traditional curb and sidewalk construction
costs.

Other than drinking fountains, the additional cost of
mounting fixtures such as lavatories, urinals, water closets, mirrors,
light switches, and telephones during new construction is negligible.
The additional cost of providing drinking fountains suitable to
handicapped useage will vary depending upon the type of drinking
fountain installed. With wall mounted fixtures, the additional cost
is negligible; free-standing fountains could have a difference in
cost of as much as $350 per unit.

The City of Las Vegas is generally supportive of this bill
for new construction only. If the Committee is interested in pro-
cessing this bill we respectfully request that you consider re-
scheduling this hearing in order to allow us and other governmental
entities to provide expert witnesses who will be able to assist the
Committee in determining not only the fiscal impact of this bill,
but also provide assistance to the Committee regarding State standards
for handicapped access.

Sincerely,

\lﬁ.d C. Jack, PhD

Deputy City Manager I
RCJ/1lcm <1




EXHip

TOM GRAHAM, Director, Architectural Services and Project Control
Employed by the City of Las Vegas since July 1971.

Present Position

General duties are related to all direction and administra-
tion of architectural services, including civic buildings, park
design and special projects relating to urban design for the City
of Las Vegas from the standpoint of public improvements.

Coordinates design control and project control through his
position as Chairman of the City's Project Design Committee which
is an inter-departmental coordination function having members from

“Recreation, Public Works, etc.

Education, Certificates and Licenses

Five year Bachelor of Architecture Degree - Pennsylvania
State University.

City Planning - University of Florence in Italy.
Certificate of Environmental Impact Reporting - UNLV.
Licensed Landscape Architect.

American Planning Association - Full Member.

American Institutg of Certified Planner Registration.

American Institute of Architecture, L.V. Chapter - Associate

I'T ¢
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LEGBLAHVEMEMORANDUM

Date: Feb. 20, 1979

T PR FROM:
RON JACK = * = -~ ' MARSHA HUDGINS

SUBJECT: A R
J SB 201 -‘HANDICAP ACCESS

“Attached are detalled comments from Tom Graham on SB 201. AGary
Holler 1nd1cates support for the b111 also. : :

 MH:bjw

Att.




S.B.201 - Handicapped Access | February 16, 1979

EXHig)T C._!

From a design perspective the adoption of handicapped access
standards would be beneficial from the standpoint of clarifying
the present varying and often confusing sources of design guide-
lines for implementing such facilities. In that the proposed
amendment will apply to design plans and specifications for only
new buildings which are constructed in this state after July 1,
1980, the fiscal impacts upon the City will be minimal if these
standards are incorporated into the initial design plans prior to
contract bidding. Within new construction, the actual additional
cost to the City for including handicapped access facilities in
accordance with the guidelines currently proported by various
governmental agencies is not significant to the overall costs

of these facilities unless the standards were to require vertical
lifts or elevators where a facility is more than one story in
height. 1In this case, the number of stories of the building
determine the feasibility or desirability of providing an elevator.
In all likelihood, any new structure of two stories or more would
include a vertical elevator facility for the movement of materials
and furnishings. The cost of providing an elevator is dependent
upon several inter-related factors regarding the number of stories
served, the overall height of the elevator run, and the desired
response speed for the elevator services.

Other than vertical 1lifts, the primary facilities affected by
handicapped access standards would most likely include the restroom
facilities and the building entries as well as the mounting height
of various public conveniences and fixtures. In reference to restroom
facilities, the major additional expense would be the provision for
a wider and deeper water closet enclosure with related grab bar
facilities. The implementation of a wider and deeper water closet
stall translates into only approximately three to four more square
feet of building area per restroom facility. Again, the actual
additional dollar amount to the City to satisfy this standard would
vary with the prorated square footage cost of that building type.
Generally speaking, public buildings probably fall within a price
range of $50 to $75 a square foot in today's construction market.
The installation of grab bars in conjunction with this widened
stall is estimated to add an additional $75 per restroom to the
cost of the building.

In reference to the building entries, the additional cost would
involve the implementation of an entry access ramp where the building
cannot be designed with an at grade entry level. The actual additional
cost of the entry ramps is directly proportional to the rise and run
of the ramp as dictated by the grade elevation change on the site.
While these entry ramps will require additional construction funds,
they are again not significant to the overall building program

costs if taken into consideration in the early site planning/selection
design phases. Other related access facilities would include curb
ramps at various sidewalks and parking lot locations. Cost for
providing these facilities during new construction are virtually
negligible as compared to traditional curb and sidewalk construction
costs. '

7R
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EXHIBIT ¢

The mounting height of various fixtures such as lavatories, urinals,
water closets, mirrors, light switches, telephones, and drinking
fountains would have to .conform to these handicapped access standards
also. Other than drinking fountains, the additional cost of mounting
these fixtures in accord with the handicapped access standards

during new construction is negligible. The additional cost of |
providing drinking fountains suitable to handicapped useage will

vary depending upon the type of drinking fountain installed. If a
wall mounted fixture is used, the additional cost again is negligible.
However, if a free-standing drinking fountain is needed, the difference
in cost. could be as much as $350 per unit depending on the style and
model selected.

While I cannot estimate an accumulative cost impact to the City on
an annual basis, I do feel that the above cost factors indicate
that if the standards apply to only new construction, the overall
fiscal impacts are not significant. However, if these standards
were to be retroactively imposed on existing public buildings or
required when a certain amount of remodeling is undertaken in an
existing facility, then the cost factor for providing compliance
with handicapped access standards is substantailly increased. As
an example, to provide a curb ramp at an existing sidewalk location
can cost an average of $600 per unit and to install grab bars in

an existing restroom facility can cost $200 versus the $75 mentioned
above.

. I am generally supportive of this amendment for new construction only
in that if State standards are officially adopted, it should provide
clarification and uniformity to local entities as to the handicapped
access standards to be utilized as design and cost criteria in

future City buildings. However, in order to accomplish this
effectively, the State Public Works Board will have to incorporate
any and all federal handicapped access standards into the proposed
state standards in order to provide a continuity of requirements.

TBG:bjl
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FROM:

SUBJECT:

DATE:

ERNIPIT U mieranDmoBURKER

MEMORANDUM XSS SH S

BRUCE W. SPAULDING

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY MANAGER KESHSHHK County Manager

SENATE COMMERCE AND LABOR COMMITTEE
SAMUEL D. MAMET, MANAGEMENT ANALYST
A.B. 20

MARCH 7, 1979

Before your committee this afternoon is legislation submitted by our Clark
County Clerk and Recorder. This bill would make uniform the filing of all
professional certificates with the recorder, as opposed to some professions
filing certificates with the clerk and others with the recorder. Currently,
acupuncture, chiropractor, medical surgery, and obstetrics certificates are
recorded with the county recorder, while optometry, dentistry, podiatry, and
osteopathy are filed with the county clerk. It is our proposal to switch
these latter categories over to the recorder.

Because of some technical problems with the bill, we would suggest the
following amendments to the legislation, all on page 2:

Line 1, [file] record.

File means that the documents are kept by the Recorder, which is not the case.
The certificates are only recorded and returned to the holder.

Line 7, it [.] with the recorder's endorsement stamp affixed at the end of
the certificate.

This is how the recorder records all documents.

-

Line 7, change the word filing to recording.

Line 8, take out $1 fee and insert a fee to the county recorder as set forth
in NRS 247.305 (attached). This is the statutory fee schedule for the

recorder.

Line 13, for that purpose, or for microfilming, whichever method the recorder
uses.

Line 14, same change as in line 8.

Lines 20 & 21, same change as in line 13.

Line 22, same change as in lines 8 & 1l4.

Line 23, ([30] 90. 30 days may not be enough time for the switch-over.
Line 29, ([file and]

Thank you for your consideration.

476
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COUNTY RECORDERS 247.310

247.210 Certified copy of instrument once recorded, filed in another
state may be recorded, fited in uny county in Nevadu: Effect. A copy,
or a microfilm picture or photostatic copy of any ipstrument once
recorded or filed in any recording office of any state, certified by the
county recorder or other appropriate official in whose office such instru-
ment 1s recorded or tiled, may be recorded or filed in any county of this
state, and when so recorded or filed the record thereof, or such filed
instrument, shall have the same force and effect as though it were of
the ortgmal instrument.

[10:120:1923; A 1935, 247; 1949, 84; 1943 NCL § 2120]—(NRS A
1965, 620)

247.305  Fees of county recorders.

. Where another statute specifies fees to be charged for services,
county recorders shall charge and collect only the fees specified. Other-
wise county recorders sha!l charge and collect the following fees:

For recording any document, for the first page. oo $3.00

’ For each additional page.. . . eeeceeeeeeee.. 1.00
For recording cach portion of a document which must be

scparately indexed, after the first indexing 2.00

For copying any record, for the first page ... 1.00

For each additional page. . . e 30

For certifying, in¢luding certibicate and seal, for the first seal.. 1.00

Lor cach additional scal . .. e 25

For recording or copying any document in a foreign lan-
guage, double the normal fee. )

2. A county recorder shall not charge or collect any fees for any of
the services specified in this section when rendered by him to the State of
Nevada or the county, or any city of town within the county, or any officer
thercof in his oflicial capacity, except for copying of any document,
including certiticate and scal, for which the statutory fee shall be paid.

3. Fxcept as otherwise provided by an ordinance adopted pursuant
to the provisions of NRS 244.207, county recorders shall, on or before
the 5th day of cach month, account for and pay to the county treasurer
all such fees collected during the preceding month.

(Added to NRS by 1967, 279; A 1973, 171, 1678; 1977, 335)

247.310 Fees for recording certificates of proof of labor on mining
claims; payment of fees to county treasurer.

1. LIxcept as otherwise provided by law, county recorders shall charge
the following fees for recording certificates of proof of labor on mining
claims:

For recording any such certificates that embrace therein
ONE ClAY. . oo oo e mee e e e e e a e $0.50

For each additional mining claim embraced in
the CertifiCALe . overiiamee e ciecseaceeee 25

971N 7973
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ExDiDit E

-

Summary of Needs for Gfaduate-Level

Training Requirements for S.B. 231

Submitted to Senator T.R.C. "Spike" Wilson,
Chairman of Commerce and Labor Committee of
the Nevada Senate, by Dr. Kenneth Shipley
(Reg. Lobbyist 79-310) on behalf of the Li-
censure Committeel of the Nevada Speech and
Hearing Association

Preface

The Nevada Speech and Hearing Association feels
strongly that S.B. 231 is necessary for Nevada, and that
the educational requirements. proposed are necessary for
the publics' protection. We also feel that the proposed
educational requirements are necessary to afford this
protection, but these requirements do not place unfair
restrictions upon current and future speech pathology
and ‘audiology practitioners.

Needs for Graduate Training

1. Without requiring graduate level tfaining, Nevada
will remain and become an even greater "haven" for
unqualified or incompetent practitioners.

-

]Other committee members include:

Jean Curran, M.S., Director of Speech Services,
Special Children's Clinic, Las Vegas; limited
private practice

Dee Ann Freedman, M.S., Speech Pathologist,

Special Children's Clinic, Las Vegas

Stephen McFarlane, Ph.D., Director, Speech Pathology
and Audiology, UNR; limited private practice

Frank McMurry, B.A., Audiologist, Clark County
Schools; limited private practice

Diane Ross, M.S., Private Speech Pathology Practice,
Reno : :

578
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A. As of 1975 (1), all states with licensure
- required bachelors and masters degree training,
‘ an examination, and a post-graduate clinical
fellowship year. Since then, all new
licenses (total=33) have required standards
equivalent to or greater than the proposals in
S.B. 231.

B. States bordering Nevada have more stringent
requirements than S.B. 231.

1. California (2), Oregon (3), and Utah (4)
each require the gradaute training, a test,
and clinical fellowship year.

2. Of these, Utah's (4) law is considered
" perhaps the most stringent in the country.
Jtah requires graduate training, a test,
and 2,000 hours of supervised practice
with a Utah license-holder. Also, there
is no reciprocity for license-holders
from other states.

3. Arizona (5) is currently proposing legislation
with requirements equivalent to California
and Oregon.

2. Graduate level training has long been recognized as
being necessary for effective clinical practice.

A. Since 1963 (6), speech pathology and audiology
have recognized that gradaute-level training is
necessary. Undergraduate training is considered
a pre-professional degree across the country (7-9).
It is similar to a pre-law, pre-dentistry, or
pre-medicine degree.

B. This is especially important for private practice
because these persons work with a wider range of
more severe and medically related disorders
(aphasia, laryngectomy, étc.) than practitioners
in other settings (11,12).

C. The graduate model has been used across the
country for public school certifications, as
well as licensure. As long ago as 1967 (13),
20 of 30 states surveyed and the District of
Columbia reaquired, or were converting to
graduate requirements for school personnel.

Note: Sources are in parentheses. See page 5 for exact
references. These sources have been provided to
the Committee Chairman, Senator Wilson.
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3. The graduate requirements afford the public with
protection from unqualified or future under-
qualified practitioners.

A. The bachelor's level training is similar
to graduates of a two-year medical school
going into practice. This person simply
does not have the necessary academic in-
struction and clinical practice for many
disorders. For example, classes like aphasia,
stuttering, laryngectomy, cerebral palsy,
advanced diagnostics, cleft palate, etc. are
taught at the graduate level at almost all
training institutions, including UNR (7-9)

B. The bachelor's level person is often ineligible
for such protections as malpractice insurance (14),
medicare or third-party payment (15), etc. Thus,
the public has little or no recourse to funding
assistance or compensation for poor practice.

4. The graduate-level stipulations do not represent a
“handicap" to speech pathologists and audiologists.

A. The grandfathering clause prevents harm to
current practitioners.

B. The Nevada Speech and Hearing Association con-
sists of both bachelors and masters level
personnel. Even the bachelor's trained per-
sons have voted unanamously for the requirements
at the annual state conventions.

C. Graduate degree training has been available at
UNR since-1972. UNLV does not have any speech
pathology and audiology program, so neither
bachelors nor masters level people are being
trained in Las Vegas.

D. As long ago as 1969 (16), many universities
in neighboring states have offered both under-
graduate and graduate training.

Arizona A
University of Arizona
Arizona State
(Northern Arizona also developed a program
since 1970)

<830




California
California State Universities/Colleges at
Fullerton, Long Beach, Los Angeles,
Chico, Fresno, Humboldt, Sacramento,
San Diego, Northridge, San Francisco,
San Jose, Stanislaus

University of Calfornia-Santa Barbara,
Unjversity of Pacific, Chapman, LaVerne,
Loma Linda, Redlands, USC, and Stanford

Oregon
Portland State,
Oregon College of Education (since 1970)
University of Oregon

Idaho
Idaho State

Utah
Brigham Young
University of Utah
Utah State

Note: This listing includes only schools with
bachelors and masters programs available for

at least the last 10 years. It does not account
for new programs or undergraduate only programs.

Graduate credit has been available in Northern and
Southern Nevada for a number of years. For example, each
summer since 1972, the State Department of Education and
the UNR Department of Speech Pathology and Audiology have
co-sponsored two three-five day workshops for graduate
credit: one in Reno and one in Las Vegas. If a person
had attended each workshop in Las Vegas (or Reno) he or
she would have accumulated approximately 14 or more
graduate credits. If this person attended the workshops
in both cities each summer approximately 28-32 credits
would have been earned. Tuition, fees, and a stipend
has been awarded by the Department of Education for many
practitioners to attend these workshops.

Special arrangements through UNR have been made for
special circumstances. For example, a number of Las Vegas
residents have earned credit in speech pathology and
audiology through UNR for activities (e.g., internships)
taken in Southern or rural Nevada.

Qutside of UNR, additional opportunities for graduate
credit are available. For example, Arizona State offers
several courses through correspondence; Utah State offers

EXHIBIT E

381
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-5 EXHIBIT E _

3 credits per year under a workshop format; Memphis
State has offered a graduate wqrkshop/convention in
Las Vegas; UNLV's Department of Education offers
coursework related to speech pathology and

audiology (e.g., mental retardation, autism), etc.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Sources

Summary of 18 state laws licensing speech
pathologists and audiologists, Asha, (February, 1975).

Speech Pathology and Audiology Examining Committee
Regu1§tions (Chapter 13.4), State of California
(1977).

Speech Pathology and Audiology Licensure Law, State
of Oregon (1975).

Showalter, W., Letter to the editor, Asha, p. 604,
(July, 1978).

Shetton, R., Personal conversation between Dr. Shelton,
Professor of Speech and Hearing Science, University

of Arizona, and Dr. Stephen McFarlane (UNR).

Dr. Shelton is actively involved in the Arizona
licensure efforts (February, 1979).

Graduate Education in Speech Pathology and Audiology;

?epor§ of a National Conference, Highland Park, I11.:
1963).

General Catalog, UNR (1973-74 through 1977-78).

Preprofessional Education in Speech Pathology and
Audiology, University of Michigan, Asha (June 1968).

Preprofessional Education in Speech Pathology and
Audiology, University of Oklahoma, Asha (October 1968)

Preprofessional Education in Speech Pathology and
Audiology, Stanislaus State College, Asha (November 1968)

Fox, D., Private Practice: Guideline for Speech
Pathologists and Audioclogists, Danville, Il11.: Inter-

state Printers (1971)

Weiss, C., and Lillywhite, H., A Handbook for the
Prevention and Treatment of Communicative Disorders,

St. Louis, MO.: C.V. Mosby (1975).

Report on State Certification Requirements in Speech
and Hearing, Asha (July 1968).

@n\




14.

16.

~-6- EXHIBIT E

Stryker, S., Procedures relating to Medicare
and other third-party payments, Asha (August 1976).

Professional liability insurance for Speech Pathology
and Audiology, (1979).

A Guide to Graduate Education in Speech Pathology

and Audiology, American Speech and Hearing Association

(1969; 1975-76).

1
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the boards be composed exclusively of speech patholo-

gists and audiologists. New York’s board may have
such a composntlon, although members who are neither.

speech pathologists nor audiologists may be added to
the board.

Four of the nine states which require that an oto-
laryngologist be a board member also require that a
consumer representative sit on the board. Seven states
in all have consumer representatives on their licensure
boards: California, Delaware, Georgia, Hawaii, Okla-
homa, Oregon, and Rhode Island. In one state, South
Carolina, a hearing-aid dealer serves as a voting mem-
ber of the seven-man board.

In 11 of 18 states with licensure, the boards are not
autonomous bodies, but report to various state agen-
cies, including the Health Department in six states
and the Department of Education in two states. In
several states, reorganization of the various profes-
sional licensing boards under the authority of a cen-
tralized administrative body has been proposed or
already adopted.

Education-Experience Requirements

The vast majority of states have modeled their li-
censure requirements on those standards required for
ASHA'’s Certificate of Clinical Competence (CCC). In
13 states, the licensure requirements are identical to
the CCC requirements in effect in 1972. However,
when ASHA's revised requirements became mandatory
in 1973, there was no longer an exact correspondence
between licensure requirements and those for the
CCC. This problem was averted in the Tennessee law
because the licensure requirements are an M.A., an ex-
amination, and evidence of educational, clinical, and
employment requirements as prescribed in the regula-
tions adopted by the board. In the proposed regula-
tions for Tennessee, the requirements for licensure are
identical to the revised CCC requirements in all re-
spects except one. The requirement for clinical prac-
ticum is 275 hours, but the Board will be able to
amend this part of the regulations when the new re-
quirements become effective. Maryland has followed
Tennessee’s example by preparing an amendment that
would remove detailed licensure requirements from
the law and empower the Boards of Examiners to in-
clude the more detailed standards in the Boards’ rules
and regulations. It seems likely that other states will
have to follow the procedure of seeking formal legisla-
tive amendment of the licensure law. New York’s stat-
ute, which was recently enacted, contains provisions
similar to those in Tennessee, and prospective board
members have indicated that thev intend to adopt the
revised CCC requlremcnts Thus, casting the licensure
requirements in general terms and leaving to the
Board the authority to set down the detailed require-
ments is a course of action that should eliminate the
onerous problem of amending the law to cffect a cor-
respondence between CCC and licensure require-
ments.
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The following language is suggested as appropriate
for future licensure bills and for amendments to exist-
mg statutes:

Requirements for professional license—

To qualify for a license as a speech pathologist or
audiologist, an applicant shall fulfill the following re-
(uirements:

(1) file an application with the board; -

(2) have earned at least a master’s degree in the
area of speech pathology and/or audiology or
its equivalent, as determined by the board;

submit evidence of the completion of educa-
tional, clinical experience, and employment re-
quirements, which requirements are based on
national standards ;mdl rescribed by the rules
and regulations :Ldoptery pursuant to this act.

(3)

In all of the laws enacted thus far, the requiremonts}
for licensure are either identical or equivalent to the
CCC _requirements, JTowever, there have
to circumvent the CCC requirements, in an apparent
attempt to accommodate bachelor’s level personnel
cmplovvd in school settings. For C\mnple Louisiana’s
law permits the licensure of teachers of the specch de-
fective and hard of hearing. At the time of the enact-
ment of the bill, the vast majority of these individuals
were B.A. degree holders. Subsequent to the bill’s en-
actment, however, the state association ux)pemtc(l
with the state Board of Education in its review of
certification standards and in the fall of 1974, the
Board adopted the M.A.-as the basic requirement for
state certification of speech and hearing professionals
working in the public schools.

A licensure law in which state licensure require-
ments differ from the CCC requirements would have
at least two untoward effects: first, it would seriouslv
undermine ASIIA’s national competency standards and
the perception of those standards on the part of other
professions, government, and the public; and second, it
mlght interfere with arrangements between nenghbor«
ing states concerning interstate practice (that is, reci-
procity). In future state licensure efforts, ASHA in-
tends actively to represent both its certification stan-
dards and the interests of those speech and hearing
professionals whose livelihoods and the interests of
whose clients depend on interstate practice. This com-
mitment is bolstered by a 1972 Legislative Council
Resolution in which ASHA support was pledged for
state licensure laws that are supportive of ASIIA's
standards.

State laws that permit licensure of practitioners who
have achieved a bachelor’s degree plus “X” amount
of graduate credits mayv also pose reciprocity problems
Such qualifications may well be eqmm]ent to ASTIA’s
CCC standard. Thc issue here, though, is that thev
mav also cause “image” problems since the profession
could be viewed as a B.A. degree profession by the
goveriment, the public, and other professions.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—AGRICULTURE AND SERVICES AGENCY

ROMALD REAGAN, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF

Article 1. General Provisions

1399.150. Location of Offices. The principal office of the Speech
Pathology and Audiology Examining Committce is located at the
9Consumer Affairs Building, 1020 N Street, Sacramento, California
- 93814.
NOTE: Authority cited for Chapter 13.4: Section 2531.25, Business and Profes-
sions Code. Reference: Sections 488, 492, 2530.6, 2531.25, 2531.4, 2531.5,
2531.7, 2532.1, 2532.2, 2532.3, 2533, 2533.1, 2534.2 and 2535.1, Business and
Professions Code. .

History: 1. New Chapter 13.4 (Sections 1399.150-1399.171) filed 10-26-73;

effective thirticth day thereafter { Register 73, No. 43).

1399.151. Definitions. For the purpose of the rules and regula-
lations contained in this chapter, the term:
(a) “Department” means the Department of Consumer Affairs;
(b) “Board” means the Board of Medical Examiners;
(c) “Committee” means the Speech Pathology and Audiology
Examining Committee;
(d) “Code” means the California Business and Professions Code;
(e)A“Act” means the Speech Pathologists and Audiologists Licen-
ure Act;
(f) “Actively engaged in practice” shall mean pursuit of the
gractice of speech pathology or audiology for a minimum of 15
0 r week. Clinical experience gained as a student, either in
practicum on or off campus, either voluntary or for remuner-
all not be considered as “actively engaged in practice.”
=9 “Actively engaged in practice on March 7, 1973, as defined

by Sections 2530.2(h) and 2530.2(e) of the Business and Professions
Code” is deemed to include, but not limited to the following:
‘ (1) Be engaged in practice during March 1973,
(2) Be on formal leave from employment in such practice,
(3) Have been engaged in such practice during at least.nine

of the previous 14 months and be actively seeking reemployment.

1399.152. Officers. The election of officers shall be held annually
- at the first regulur meeting of the Committee after the 15th day of
July each year. Vacancies occurring in any of the offices may be
filled at any regular meeting or at a special meeting called for that
purpose.

-~ 1399.1533. Delegation of Certain Functions. The power and dis-
. cretion conferred by law upon the Committee to request the Division
-of Investigation of the Department to investigate alleged violations
of the Act or this chapter; receive and file accusations; issue notices
of hearing, statements to respondent and statements of issues; receive
and file notices of defense; determine the time and place of hearings
under Section 11508 of the Government Code: set and calendar cases
for hearing and perform other functions necessary to the businesslike
-dispatch of the business of the Committee in connection with pro-
ceedings under the provisions of Section 11500 et scq., of the Gov-
‘ernment Code, prior to the hearing of such proccedings; and the
‘certification and delivery or mailing of copies of decisions under
Section 11518 of the Government Code are hereby delegated and
“ conferred upon the executive officer or, in his alssence from the office
of the Committee, the chairman of the Comnmittee.
.~ The executive officer is further authorized, subject to the approval
“of the Committee and the rules and regulations of the Board, to
investigate. and to evaluate each and every applicant applving for
a license under the Act; and to recommend to the Board for final

:'c'

detgamination the admission of the applicant to the examination, or
fo issuance of a license, in conformance with the provisions and
Poquy tions required by the Act and this Chuapter.
Article 2. Applications
1399.154. Application for License. (a) An application for a

license as a speech pathologist or audiologist shall be submitted to

BOARD OF MEDICAL EXAMINERS

onsum'%' SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY EXAMINING COMMITTEE

1020 N STREET, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
TELEPHONE: (916} 322-2670

Chapter 13.4 Speech Pathology and Audiology Examining Committee Regulations

the Committee at its principal office in Sacramento on an application
form provided by the Committee, and filed with the Committee at
its principal office. For those applicants not having the examination
waived pursuant to regulation 1399.159, their application must be
submitted no later than 45 days prior to the date set for the
examination.

(b) Every application shall be typed or written in ink, signed
under the penalty of perjury and accompanied by the appropriate
application fee and by such evidence, statements, or documents as
therein required.

(¢) The applicant shall be notified, in writing, of the results of
the evaluation of his application for license if the application is
rejected.

(d) Approved applications and all documents filed in support
thereof sﬁall be retained by the Committee with the provision that
the Committee may permit such documents to be withdrawn upon
substitution of a true copy.

1399.155. Renewal Applications. A renewal application shall be
on a form provided by the Committee accompanied by the renewal
fee and filed with the Committee at its office in Sacramento prior to
the expiration date of the license. )

1399.156. Abandonment of Application. An*applicant shall be
deemed to -have abandoned his application if he does not complete
the requirements for licensure within one year from the date on
which application was filed. An application submitted subscquent
to an abandoned application shall be treated as a new application.

Article 3. Qualifications for License

1399.157. Education Equivalents. (a) Educational qualifications
deemed equivalent to those specified in Section 2532.2 of the Code
shall include, but are not limited to, a master’s degree (M.A., M.S.
or M.Ed.) with major emphasis in speech pathology, audiology,
communicative disorders, or speech and hearing science from an
institution approved by the Committee.

(b) Institutions approved by the Committee within the meaning
of this section and Section 2532.2 of the Code shall include, but are
not limited to, those institutions accredited by the American Boards
of Examiners in Speech Pathology and Audiology, and those institu-
tions accredited by regional accrediting associations approved by the

Committee,
o i ib———

1399.158. Supervised Clinical Expericnce.  Supervised clinical
experience within the meaning of Section 2532.2(c) of the Code
shall be clinical experience with individuals representative of a wide
spectrum of ages and communication disorders in the area for which
licensure is sought, under the supervision of a licensed speech pa-

. thologist or audiologist, or a speech pathologist or audiologist having

qualifications deemed equivalent by the Committee.

1399.159. Waiver of Examination. Applicants shall be deemed
to have satisfied the examination requirements of Section 2532.2(e)
of the Code if they have: (a) Tuken the National Examination in
Speech Pathology or the National Examination in Audiology admin-
istered by the Educational Testing Service of Princeton, New Jersey,
within five years preceding the date on which their application is
filed with the Committee and have achieved a score on such examina-
tion which is acceptable to the Committee; or

(b) Taken an examination(s) leading to one of the following
certificates:

(1) A certificate of Clinical Competence awarded by the
American Speech and Hearing Association in the area for which
licensure is soucht. (Note: the statement of certification equiva-
lence provided by ASHA for vendorization under Medicare-Medic-
aid does not constitute an acceptable certificate for purposes of
this section.)
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(2) For licensure as a speech pathologist, one of the following
credentials:
éA) A Restricted credential authorizing service as a speech
and hearing specialist issued by the California State Department
of Education pursuant to Section 13152 of the Education Code
as added by ChatEter 1211 of the 1867 Statutes. (Note: this
oes not include
a postponement of requirements. )
(B) The Standard credential (general elementary, general
ndary, or junior college teaching credential type A) with
specialized preparation to serve as a teacher of exceptional chil-
dren in the area of speech and hearing handicapped issued by
California State Department of Education Code Sections 13188
and 13197.55. (Note: this does not include credentials issued
on the basis of partial fulfillment of requirements.)

(C) A Basic Teaching credential (standard elementary or
standard secondary with academic major) and a minor in the
%peech and hearing area as required under the 1981 California

eacher Licensing Act commonly referred to as the Fisher Bill.

1399.160. Waiver of Educational and Experiential Requirements;
Actively Engaged in Practice. The education and experience re-
quirements of Section 2532.2 of the Code may be waived for those
applicants actively engaged in practice on March 7, 1973. Evidence
0? this practice must be filed with the Committee by March 7, 1974
at its principal office in Sacramento.

Article 4. Speech Pathology and Audiology Aides or Assistants

1399.161. Registration. Licensed speech pathologists and audi-
ologists supervising a speech pathology or audiology aide or assistant
shall register with the Committee on a form provided by the Com-
mittee, the name of each aide or assistant working under his
supervision.

1399.162. Maximum Number of Aides or Assistants. A licensed
speech pathologist or audiologist may not supervise more than three
aides or assistants. The Committee may authorize more than three
aides or assistants if it is demonstrated by the supervisor to the
committee that the public’s health and safety would be served, that
the supervisor has the need, and that the supervisor can adequately
supervise more than three aides or assistants,

1399.183. Supervision. The method of supervision of aides or
nts must be specified on registration, Supervision must be pro-
bY a licensed speech pathologist or audiologist who is usually

lly present in the same facility when the aide or assistant is
g out his responsibilities.

1399.184. Supervisor's Responsibilities, .Each licensed speech
pathologist or audiologist supervising an aide or assistant shall be
responsible for the following: .

(a) The institution of a training program for each aide or assistant
under his supervision encompassing all the procedures to be per-
formed by the aide or assistant; )

{b) Insuring that the extent, kind and quality of functions per-
formed by each aide or assistant under the supervisor’s supervision
are consistent with his training and experience; and

(c) Insuring that each aide or assistant under his supervision
complies with the provisions of the Act and this Chapter.

1399.165. Notice of Termination. Within thirty days after the
termination of the supervision of a speech pathology or audiology
aide or assistant, the supervising licensee shall notify the Committee,
in writing, of such termination and the date thereof.

1399.166. Annual Report. On or before January 31 of each
calendar year, every licensed speech pathologist or audiologist who
is supervising or who has supervised 33131 aide or assistant shall submit
to the Committee, on a form provided by the Committee, a report
. for the preceding calendar year showing:

: (a) The nature and extent of the functions performed by each
aide or assistant supervised;

(b) The nature and extent of the training completed by each aide
or assistant supervised; and

(c) Such other information as the Committee may require.

1399.167. Noncompliance With Article. Failure of a supervising
licensee to comply with the provisions of this article may result in
a forfeiture of the privilege of such supervising licensee to supervise

ide or assistant.

Article 5. Fees

99.188. Fees. '(a)Mplicaﬁon fee shall be eighty-five

dollars ($85). T o
€ renewal fee shall be fifty dollars ($50).

(c) The delingency fee shall be ten dollars ($10).

ose restricted credentials issued on the basis .

(d) The reexamination fee shall be ﬁfteEenth‘ULry (‘${5). F -__J |

Article 8. Denial, Suspension, and Revocation of Licenses

1399.189. Unprofessional Conduct. The Board may refuse to
issue a license, or may suspend or revoke the license of any licensee
if he has been guilty of unprofessional conduct within the meaning
of Section 2533 of the e. Unprofessional conduct within the
meaning of Section 2533 of the Code shall include, but is not limited
to, the tollowing:

(a) Conviction of a felony, the record of conviction being conclu-
sive evidence thereof. :

(b) Securing a license by fraud or deceit practiced on the Board
or Committee.

(c¢) Using any narcotic as defined in Division 10 (commencing
with Section 11000) of the Health and Safety Code or any hypnotic
drug or alcoholic beverage to an extent or in a manner dangerous to
himself, or to any other person or to the public to an extent that such
action impairs his ability to perform his work as a licensed speech
pathologist or audiologist with safety to the public.

(d) Use of any false or misleading statements in advertising or
otherwise which would be a violation of Section 17500 of the Code.

(e) Violating or conspiring to violate or aiding or abetting any
person to violate the provisions of the Act or this Chapter.

&lfg Committing a dishonest or fraudulent act as a licensed speech
pathologist or audiologist.

( F) Violation of any applicable provision of Article 6 of Chapter
1 of Division 2 of the Coge.

(h) Diagnosing or treating individuals for speech or hearing dis-
orders by mail or telephone unless the individual has been pre-
viously examined by the licensee and the diagnosis or treatment is
related to such examination.

(i) Incompetence or negligence in the practice of speech pathology
or audiology which has endangered or is likely to endanger the
health, weﬁ:re, or safety of the public.

1399.170. Lack of Good Moral Character: Criteria for Rehabilita-
tion. (a) A person may be denied the status of a licentiate by the
Board pursuant to Sections 480 and 481 of the Code if such person
does not possess good moral character.

{b) Upon the denial of a license for lack of good moral character,
the Boans’oin evaluating the applicant and his present eligibility for
licensing will consider the following criteria:

(1} The nature and severity of the act(s) which resulted in the
denial of his application;

(2) The extent of time that has elapsed since the denial of his
application;

(3) Whether he has committed any act(s) which if done by
a licentiate would unds for suspension or revocation of a
license since the date of denial; '

(4) Whether he has done any act(s) involving dishonesty,
fraud or deceit with the intent to substantially benefit himself or
another or substantially injure another since the date of denial;

{5) Whether he has complied with any or all conditions of
probation or restitution, or any other civil or criminal sanction
imposed against the applicant as a result of the act(s); and

l(> 68) Such other evidence of rehabilitation as the applicant may
submit,

1399.171. Conviction of Crime: Criteria for Rehabilitation. (a)
The board may order a license suspended or revoked, or may decline
to issue a license if an applicant or licentiate has been convicted of
a crime within the meaning of Section 2533.1 of the Code.

(b) Upon the suspension or revocation of a license on the grounds
that the licensee has been convicted of a crime, the Board in evaluat-
imiJ the rehabilitation of such person and his eligibility for licensure
will consider the following:

(1) The nature and seven'?' of the act(s) which resulted in
the suspension or revocation ot his license;

(2) The extent of time elapsed since the commission of the
act(s) which resulted in the suspension or revocation;

(3) Whether he has committed any act(s) which if done by
a licentiate would be grounds for suspension or revocation of a
license since the date of suspension or revocation;

(4) Whether he has done any act(s) involving dishonesty,
fraud or deceit with the intent to substantally benefit himself or
another, or substantially injure another since the date of the suspen-
sion or _revocation;

( 5)_\Vhether he has complied with any or all conditions of
probation or restitution, or any other civil or criminal sanction
1mpqs§d against }mtq as a result of the act(s) including such
administrative penalties and.conditions of probation as have been
imposed on him by the Board; and

(8) Such other evidence of rehabilitation as the person may

submit. (} 88

20789.887 1-74 83 (D omr




q 681,220 YCCUPATIO

A41.220  Policy. 1t 1 declared to be a
pohicy of this state thut, 1 order to sale-
gunrd the pubiic henlth, safety, and welfare,
and to prutect the public from being misled
by incompetent, unscrupulous, and unauthor-
szed prrsons, and to protect the public from
unprofessional conduct by qualified speech
patholoists and audiologists, and to help
wesure the svalability of the highest possi-
ble quality speech pathology and audiology
services to the coinmunicatively handicapped
peuple of this state, it 1s necessary to provide
regulatory authority over persons offering
sprech pathology and audioclogy services to
the public.

tFormerly 6494 4101

681.230 Application of chapter. (I
Nothing i tlus chapter is intended to pre-
vent i persan hcensed 10 this state under
any other law from engaging 1n the profes-
wion for which he s heensed

(21 Nothing 1o this chapter s intended to
restrict or preveat activiues of a speech
putholegy or audwslogy nature or the use of
the official title of ithe position for which
they were emploved on the part of the
following persons:

G Persons who hold a valid and current
credential as a speech and hearing specialist
issued by the State Board of Education.

thy Speech  piathologists or  audiologists
cinployed by lederal agencies.

o) Speech pnthologists  or  audiologists
employed by aceredited colleges or universi-
ties

Ch Persons performing  activities  de-
~erthedd i subsection 20 of this section who
are pob beensed under this chapter must do
s slely withun the confines of or under the
pavisdiction ol the argamization in which they
nre cmployed and shall not offer to render
speveh pathiodogy or audiology services to the
public for compensation over and above the
sialary they recewve for performance of their
afficisl duties with orgamizations in which
thwy are cmployed However, without obtain-
i a hieense under thas chapter, such per-
o< miny consult or  disseminate  their
vesearch findinps and scentfic information
to other ~uch aceredited  academic nstitu-
Gons or povernmental ugenca s They also
i offer ectures to the public for a fee.
monetary o otherwise, without being i
consed under this chupter

4 Nothuge an thes chopter s intended to
restret activities ond services of a student of
spech pathology trom pursuing a course of
study an speech pathology at an accredited or
uppraved coleye or university or an ap-

OCCUPATIONS AND PROF

proved  chnical trasming lacihty However,
these activities and services must constitute
a part ol his supervised course of study and
no fee shall accrue directly or indirectly w
the student Such persons shall be designat-
ed by such title as "Speech Pathology
Intern”, “Speech Pathologv Trainee” or vther
such title clearly indicating the training
status appropriate to his level of training.

15) Nothing in this chapter is intended to
restrict the activities and services of a
student of audiology from pursuing a course
of study in audiology at an accredited or
approved coliege or university or an ap-
proved chinical trainming facility, However,
these activities and services must constitute
a part of his supervised course of study and
no fee shall accrue directly or indirectly to
the student. Such persons shall be designat-
ed by such title as “Audiclogy Intern”,
“Audivlogy Trainee” or other such title
clearly indicating the training status appro-
priate to his level of training.

t6) Nothing 1n this chapter is intended to
restrict a person from another state offering
speech pathology or audiology services in
this state if such services are performed for
no more than five dayvs in any calendar vear
and f such services are performed in cooper-
ation with a speech pathologist or audiologist
licensed under this chapter. However, a
person from another state who is licensed or
certified as a speech pathologist or audiolo-
gist by a similar board of another state, or
territory of ‘the United States, or of a foreign
country or province whose standards are
equivalent to or higher than, at the date of
his certification or licensure. the require-
ments of this chapter, and duly adopted
rules, or a person who meets the qualifica-
tions and requirements, and resides in a
stute or territory of the United States, or a
foreign country or province which does not
grant certification or hcense to speech
pathologists or audislogists, may also offer
speech pathology or audiology services in
this state for a total of not more than 30
days in any calendar year by securing a
temporary license from the board subject to
such limitations as the board may impose

(7) Nothiag 1n this chapter is intended to
restrict any person holding a Class A certifi-
cate issued by the Conference of Executives
of American Schools of the Deaf from
performing the functions for which he
gualifies,

i81 Nothing in this chapter 1s intended to
restrict any person holding a certificate of
registration 1o this state as a hearing aid
dealer from consulting with respect Lo the

AUDIOLOGISTS AND SPEECH PATHOLOGISTS

§ 631.290

wething  of heanng wids according 1o ORS
chimpter 694
VPaenwerly 694 420

LICENSING

681280 License in speech pathology
or audiology required. t1) A lhcense shall
be issued to qualified persons either in
speech pathology or audiology. A person
may be licensed in both areas if he meets
the reapective qualifications and in such
instances the license fee shall be as though
for one license.

(2) No person shall practice or represent
himself as a speech pathologist or audiologist
in this state unless he is licensed in accord-

ance with the provisions of this chapter.
{Formerly 684 338

981.260 Qualifications for licensing.
To be eligible for licensing by the board as a
speech pathologist or audiclogist, the appli-
cant must:

(1) Be of good moral character. .

(2) Possess at least a master’s degree or
equivalent in the area of speech pathology or
audiology from an accredited educational
institution.

(3) Submit transcripts from one or more
accredited colleges or universities presenting
evidence of the completion of 60 semester
hours constitutirg a well-integrated program
that includes 18 semester hours in courses
that  provide fundamental information
applicable to normal development and use of

speech, hearing, ‘and language, and 42
semester hours in courses that provide
information about and training in the

management of speech, hearing, and lan-
guage disorders and that provide information
supplementary to these fields:

{at Of 42 semester hours required, no
fewer than six may be in audiology for the
speech pathologist or in speech pathology for
the audiologist.

(b) No more than six of these 42 semes-
ter hours may be in courses that provide
ucademic credit for clinical practice.

tcr Of these 42 semester hours, at least
24, not including credit for thesis or disserta-
ton, must be in courses in the field for
which the license is requested and 30 of
these 42 semester hours must be in courses
acceptable toward a graduate degree by the
college or aniversity in which these courses
are taken.

(4} Submit evidence of the completion of
& minimum of 275 clock hours of supervised,

direct chinienl experience with individuals
presenting a variety of disorders of commu-
nication, the  experience being  oblsined
within the training institution or in one of
its cooperating programs. ’

t5) Present written cvidence from =
licensed or certified speech pathologist or
audiologist supervisor of nine months of
full-time post-educational professional
employment pertinent to the license being
sought. “Full-time" means at least nine
months in a calendar year and a minimum
of 30 hours per week.

(6) Pass an examination approved by the
board. The board shall determine the subject
and scope of the examinations. Written
examinations may be supplemented by such
oral examinations as the bcard shall deter-
mine. An applicant who fails his examina-
tion may be reexamined at a subsequent
examination upon payment of another
licensing fee.

{Formerly 894 345}

681.270 License application; fee. (1)
A person desiring to obtain a license from
the State Board of Examiners for Speech
Pathology and Audiology shall make applica-
tion to the board.

2) The application shall be made upon a
form and shall be made in such a manner as
the board prescribes.

(3} The application required by this
section shall be accompanied by a nonre-
fundable application fee prescribed by ORS
681.340.

{Formerly 694 155}

681.280 Who may perform dutiea
pending disposition of application. A
speech pathologiast or audiologist who holds
ASHA certification or equivalent or is li-
censed in another state and who has made
application to the board for a license in this
state may perform activities and services of
a speech pathology or audiological nature
without a valid license pending disposition
of application.

{Formerly 694.365I

681.280 Examination; fee. (1) Except
as provided in ORS 681.300. an applicant
shall be examined for speech pathology or
audiology by the State Board of Examiners
for Speech Pathology and Audiology, and
shall pay to the board, at least 30 days prior
to the date of the examination, the examina-
tion fee for each examination prescribed by
OKS 681.340

-23-
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EXHIBIT E

Forum

R R
Concern for the Communicative Handicapped?
j

Several years ago I had the opportunity to serve as chainnan
of the ASHA Committee on Governmental Affairs. At that
time the Committee focused most of its efforts on further de-
velo[;)iniI a model licensure law for speech-language pathology
and audiology and assisting states in their legislative efforts to
achieve licensure. The model licensure law encompasses the
standards for training and competency recognized and ac-
cepted by the profession. The model law, recognizing the
transient nature of our society, included a reciprocity section
that makes it possible for qualified professionals serving the
communicatively handicapped to move from state to state
without being denied the right to practice. This very important
section recognizes the ASHA Certificate of Clinical Com-
petency as acceptable evidence for licensure by reciprocity.

It has recently come to my attention that Utah does not have
a_reciprocity clause in its licensure law. A respected protes-
sional with a Ph.D. and holding ASHA certification_in Doth
Speech-Tanguage pathology and audiology_was_denjed licensure
in_ Utah until he completes over two thousand logged clock
hours of direct clinical expericiice_under the direct supervision

; - P T et
of a professional holding the Utah license. There is a very real
., 7 - : - %
possibility that this competent individual, with vears of ex-

perience, may be forced out of the profession.

Punitive state licensure laws that. in the rightcous name of -

quality care, deny competent professionals the opportunity to
practice raise serious cthical questions. One of the most fre-
quent arguments made by legislators and others opposed to
licensure is that they uestion whether we are really concerned
for the communicatively handicapped public or are more in-
terested in the economic advantages ufp fencing others out of
our corner of the lucrative health-care market. A recent study
(HEW, 1977) on specch-language pathologyv and audiology
manpower resources and needs reports that approximately
eight times as many audiologists and at least three or four
times as many speech-lunguage pathologists are needed if
sufficient manpower is to be available to meet the needs of the
country’s communicatively handicapped. State laws that ‘go
bevond screening out the unqualified to restrict the availability
of qualified professionals are most certainly not in the bhest
interest of those we are committed to serve, and these laws
give aid to those that challenge the credibility Of our intentions.

Robert G. Showalter
West Lafavette, Indiana

Caveat Descriptor

Attempts by various ASHA committees to provide guidelines
for the use of audiometric symbols are commendable in that
they have brought some order to the svmbols used in evervday
clinical work. The committees’ recommendations how-
ever, have neglected one aspect of audiometric terminology
that is the correct usage of the term Hearing Level (HL).

The ANSI §3.6-1969 specifications for andiometers recom-
mend that the “amount of decibels by which the threshold of
audibility for that ear exceeds a standard audiometric thresh-
- old” be expressed as the Hearing Threshold Level (HTL). My
interpretation of this ANSI recommendation is hest (-xprvs.wd
by the following example:

If the audiometric threshold is 25-dB HTL, and
speech discrimination stimuli are presented at 40-dB
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sensation level (SL), then the resulting presentation
level is 65-dB 11L.

That is, that HTL represents the threshold Jevel and that
HL reflects the audiometric dial reading of suprathreshold
stimuli. It this interpretation is correct, then [ would suggest
that the editorial hoard of the ASIHA joumals adopt this
terminology. Instead, they have been changing the appro-
priately used term, HTL, to read HL with the explanation that
“the current deseriptor is HL.”

There does appear to be some confusion about these de-
scriptors, and 1 would recommend  that future committees
address themselves to this issue.

Barry A. Freeman
Nashville, Tennessee

Praise, But—

It was with avid interest that T read the “Guidelines for
Manual Pure-Tone Threshold Audiometry” The ASHA Com-
mittee on Andiometric Evaluation deserves much praise for the
scope and thoughtfulness of these guidelines. T noted a proh-
able error in the document. On page 299 ( Asha, ;\pril 1978),
the guidelines explicitly state ™ . the abscissas being fre-
quencies on a logarithmic seale . L. ;7 and throughout the
article references are made to testing intraoctave frequencies,
spvciﬁc;m‘\', 750, 1500, 3000, and 6000 Hz. However, according
to the graphic representation of the audiogram on page 300,
there appears to be a contradiction. The intraoctave frequen-
cies are represented as being half-octave  frequencies which
would be 710, 1100, 2800, and 3600 Hy, respectively, I it is the
intent of the Committee that these frequencies be tested, then
audiometer manufuacturers need to change their instruments
to make these frequencies available, Tt scems wore likely that
the intent of the Committee was that intraoctave frequencies
commonly available on most audiometers (750, 1500, 3000,
and 6000 liz) be tested under conditions specified in the
article. I that is the case, then the abscissas on the graph are
distorted, with octave intervals (based on 125 Hz) being on a
logarithmic scale, and other frequencies not consistent with the
scaling. As represented on page 300, the graph is misleading,
since it implics that half-octave frequencies are tested when in-
fact they are not. As it is now, the graph is inconsistent with
the recommendations of section 4.10 of ANSI standard S3.6-
1969. One would hope that this error will soon be corrected.

Michael ]. M. Raffin

Evanston, Hinois

David M. Resnick is Associate Ed-
itor of Forum. Readers who wish
to submit material or make sugges-
tions for this department are urged
to contact him at Washington Hos-
pital Center, Hearing and Speech
Center, 110 Irving Street, N.W,,

Washington, D.C. 20010.
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master’s degree is considered essential for pro-
fessional competence. A minimum of 38 credits
in speech pathology and audiology and 125
clock hours of practicum with individuals who
present a variety of communicative disorders is
required. In addition, 20 credits in related
areas such as medical sciences, nursing, psy-
chology, special education, linguistics,
sociology, or semantics must be completed, and
each student must demonstrate adequate ability
to work with children having articulation and
language disorders.

Required Courses in S.P.A. Credits
SPiN, 259 —-PhonEtics i 3
S.P.A. 310 —Speech and Language Development .. 3
S.P.A. 356—Survey of Speech Pathology ... 3
S.P.A. 357 —Communication SCience ..oocevvevervennnns 3
S.P.A. 359—Assessment of Communication

DISOrders oo m s amnamniing 3
S.P.A. 360—Methods of Clinical Management ....... 3
S.P.A. 361 —Articulation Disorders ...o.ovvoneiiiennn. 3
S.P.A. 362—Introduction to Audiology ......cccccn..... 3
S.P.A. 363—Practicum in Speech Pathology ........... 4-8

or

S.P.A. 463-—Internship in Speech Pathology and

AUdIOORY v 6-8
S.P.A. 466 - Aural Rehabilitation 3
S.P.A. 467- -Language Disorders in Children ... 3

All majors are required to have their pro-
grams approved by a faculty adviser within the
Speech Pathology and Audiology. Program.

For additional information on the baccalau-
reate program in speech pathology, contict the
Program Director, Room 108, Mackay Science.

Preprofessional Programs
Optional Baccalaureate Degree

Students preparing to enter professional
schools of medicine, dentistry, and physical
therapy may earn Bachelor of Science degrees
by following the required course of study in
residence at the University of Nevada, Reno.
However, some students clect the option of en-
tering professional schools prior to completion
of baccalaureate degree requirements. Prepro-
fessional students who transfer to approved
professional schools under this option and who
wish to reccive baccalaurcate degrees from the
University of Nevada, Rcno, should consult
exceptions to residency requirements, Registra-
tion and Records section of this catalog.
Additional information is available from the
Office of Undergraduate Student Advisement,
Roonr 221, Mackay Scicence.

Premedical and Predental
The objective of the premedical and preden-
tal programs is to offer to the student

School of Medgcgs yc:’er?ce"sT 1%5 —‘J

educational experiences in the interdisciplinary
approach to solving health care problems while
providing a background in those academic
areas required for admission to professional
schools. ’

Curriculum

Required General Courses Credits
Engl. 101—Composition I .....c.oocoveenivinnnnicrinnens 3
Engl. 102—Composition 1l ....ooiiiinecne 3

P.Sc. 103—Principles of American Constitutional
Government or Hist. 111—Survey of American

Constitutional History ......coiiiiieniini, 3
Math. 110—College Algebra (Math. 265—Cal-
culus and Matrices—also strongly advised) ......... 3

Chem. 171—General Chemistry; Chem. 172—Life
Science Chemistry 11; B.Ch. 30! and 302-—intro-
ductory Biochemistry [ and I1 ... 16

or

Chem. 101 and 102—General Chemistry; Chem.

243, 244, 245, and 246~Organic Chemistry and

Organic Chemistry Laboratories .....cccoencenvcnins 16-18
Biol. 101 —Generai Biology, plus 12 hours elective

BIOIOBY .eveririiicinteinietsie e renecan s 16
Phys. 151, 152, 153, and 154—General Physics and

General Physics Laboratories ..o 8

Behavioral Sciences, including one course in devel-
opmental psychology selected from Psy.
231 —Psychology of Adolescence: Psy.
233—Child Psychology: Soc. 275—Marriage and
the Family; H.Ec. 131—Child Development:
Prenatal to Six: H.Ec. 274—The Individual and
the Family: or H.Ec. 430—Human Sexuality;
plus onc course in abnormal psychology ............... 9

Health Sciences Core

Mecd.S. 101—Introduction to the Health Sciences . 4

Mcd.S. 202—Seif-Learning Laboratory ......cceevne. 1

Mecd.S. 272—Interpersonal and Interprofessional
Communication SKills ....cvveeiviiiirircreenenee 3

Mcd.S. 282—Health Care: Asscssment and lInter-
VEALION Lovverernonerenesonsisnsansnnnsiionnessiisshnssasiedhsseieistossnnsss 3

Med.S. 380—Health Values and Ethics ... 3

Med.S. 381—Consumer Health Problems .............. 3

Aread 0f CoRCentration .. . ..cvsovsmmssimsssassisin 24
May be in any ficld. Must be filed in the Office of
Undergraduate Student Affairs by the beginning
of the junior yeur.

L T RO 10

Courses may be selected from the above. Other
suggested electives include:

Biol. 206-—Cellular Biology I; Biol. 300—
Principles of Genetics: Biol. 301--Genetics Labora-
tory. Biol. 306—Microbiology.

Biol. 366—Comparative Vertebrate Anatomy;
Biol. 385. 386— Mammalian Physiology | and [,
and Biol. 364 Embryology: Biol. 370 - Histological
Technigues; Biol. 468 — Histology.

Engl. 321 -—Expository Writing.

Psy. 203, 204 —Advanced General Psychology.

H.Ec. 121 —Human Nutrition; H.Ec. 223—Principles
of Nutrition; H.Ec. 420—Bionutrition:

H.Ec. 430--Human Scxuality.

ey M
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S.Sv.C. 320--Individual and Society ..o 3
9
Health Sciences Core
Med.S. 101 —Introduction to the Health Sciences . 3
Med.S. 103-—Health Maintenance ..o 3
Med.S. 272--Interpersonal and Interprofessional
Communication SKills cccooecoviiviiiiicne, 3
Med S, 380-—Human Values and Ethics in Profes-
stonal Health Practice .ooooveiiiiiiiicceee 3
Med.S. 381 —Consumer and Professional Health
Problems o 3
Med S, 451 —Health Education Seminar ... 3
Med. S, 452- - Health Education Field Work ... 3
21
Area of Concentration ................ccccccocevieeeinea. 28-32
Each student selects an area of concentration by the
beginning of the junior year. Specific courses in
most arcas of concentration are planned individu-
ally by the student and the adviser. Examples of
possible arcas of concentration are school health
cducation, journalism and media, nutrition, pa-
tient education and counseling, management and
administration.
ELeCtVES oo 24-35
Total 128

For further: information concerning the
health cducation curriculum, contact the Pro-
gram Director for Health Education, Room
300 C, Mackay Science.

Medical Technology ‘

The medical technology curriculum is de-
signed to provide the student with the
knowledge and skills required to perform diag-
nostic procedures in the clinical laboratory. The
course of study includes a selected base of sub-
ject matter to give the student a broad
background in physical, chemical, and biologi-
cal concepts fundamental to the field of
laboratory medicine. Emphasis is placed on the
role of the medical technologist in modern
health care dcelivery.

Students who wish to pursue a carcer in
medical technology are classified premajors
upon admission to the University. University
required courses for graduation, and all prereg-
uisite courses for the major should be taken
during the premajor period.

Premajor Curriculum

University Required Courses Credits
Engl. 101 Composttion I s s oo 3
Engl 102 Composition 11 3
P.Sc. 103 Principles of American Constitutional

Government or Hist. 111 - Survey ol American
Constitutional HIStory ... 3

Prerequisite Courses
Math. [10--College Algebra .o 3
Biol. 101—General Biology ...oovevvvnvccnrncncnnan 4
Biol. 262, 263—Anatomy and Physiology I, Il ...... 6
4
8

Biol. 306---Microbiology ....cccoevviiiiiiniiiiaririinnenne
Chem. 171, 172—Life Science Chemistry 1 and If
B.Ch. 1301, 302, 303, 304—Introductory Biochemis-

try and Laboralorics: .cmassmsnyssssisevsssies 8
Phys. 151, 152-- General Physics oo, 6
Med.S. 202 -Medical Terminology .o !

Students who achieve an overall GPA of 2.5
or higher, and who complete each prerequisite
course with a grade of C or better, are eligible
to apply for acceptance to the medical technol-
ogy major. Applications are reviewed by the
medical technology faculty.and students are
accepted on the basis of academic achiecvement
and space available in the program.

Students who do not meet the above criteria
for acceptance may appeal to the Medical
Technology Advisory Council for provisional
consideration. Transfer students are considered
by means of interview and transcript cvaluation
to determine equivalence of prerequisite course
content.

Once admitted to the major, students must
maintain a GPA of 2.5 or higher and must earn
a grade of C or better in cach major course to
satisfy minimum graduation requirements. Any
cxception to this policy requires the approval of
the Medical Technology Advisory Council.
Students who do not meet minimal objective
articulated standards relating to didactic
knowlcdge, psychomotor skills, and behavioral
aptitude, as these relate to professional perfor-
mance in the clinical laboratory at any time
during the major, must petition and receive
approval from the Medical Technology Advi-
sory Council to remain in the program.

The program is fully accredited by the Coun-
cil on Medical Education of the American
Medical Association with approval for 30 stu-
dents per year. Students who satisfactorily
complete the program and obtain a baccalau-
rcate degree may be eligible to take the
generalist certification examinations for medi-
cal technologists given by various certifying
agencies.

For further information concerning the medi-
cal technology curriculum, contact the Program
Director, Room 226, Mackay Science.

Speech Pathology and Audiology

The baccalaurcate degree program with a
major in speech pathology (including an option
in_audiology) is"a_preprofessional program. A

MEAE S-%,
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PREPROFESSIONAL EDUCATION IN SPEECH AND HEARING
IV. UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA

If a person’s work is not made significantly more
effective by a liberal education, he is practicing a craft
rather than a profession. Morcover, if his work in-
cludes ministering to the ills of men, then at the cen-
ter of his liberal education should be a study of human
processes. With these thoughts in mind, we are re-
vising the undergraduate course of study for pro-
spective speech clinicians at the University of Okla-
%homa. The evolving program is called “Speech and

Hearing,” but the substance of study central to the
plan is that which is spoken and heard: human ut-
terance.

Any program’s curriculum is merely the expression

and implementation of the philosophy behind that
program. The implementation of educational philoso-
phy is influenced by many factors; faculty preferences
and aptitudes, available literature, and administrative
support, to name but a few. Our own curriculum cer-
tainly is not frce from such influences, but, in any
case, the philosophy must precede the curriculum in
the orderly development of a program, and so it comes
first in this report.

ilosophy— -
We do not consider an undergraduate cducation in
speech and hearing to be primarily preprofessional

training; nor do we see why such an education coul
not be terminal. {This Is not to say that a graduate of
suc rogram is a qualified clinician; further educa-

tion is obviously required to attain that goal. Ilow-

EDMUND C. NUTTALL, Ph.D., Director of the Speech
and Hearing Program and Associate Professor of Speech, Uni-
versity of Oklahoma, Norman, Oklahoma, prepared this Special
Report. This is the fourth in a series of reports on undergradu-
ate education in speech pathology and audiology. Publication
of these reports does not constitute endorsement of the pro-
grams described.

ever, we reject the notion that the academics un-
derlying our profession must culminate in clinical
application in order to justify their consideration in
higher education. An undergraduate concentration in
normal speech and hearing processes is, we believe,
the best possible background for the student who
elects to study speech pathology or audiology at the
graduate level, but this is not the primary value of
such a program. One’s undergraduate years should
imbue him with the knowledge, perspective, and val-
ues which result from a liberal education. The study
of human utterance with all of its ramifications can do
this in excellent style, and this is its primary value.
The purpose of a liberal education is to free -one

froni the limits of his own experience and to allow
one to sce himsclm the broadest per-
spective of mankind and nature. Such an education
must include the study of many disciplines—their sub-
stances, their basic rclationships, and the scholarly
means by which their knowledge is acquired. One
must be acquainted with the natural sciences and the
rigorous descriptive and experimental methods used
to study them. Of equal or greater importance is
study of the humanitics, which reveals the spirit of
man through his philosophy, literature, art, and other
works. The imaginative scholarly methods of the critic
and the historian are basic to these studies. In recent
decades, study of the ways in which the behavioral
sciences bring the methods of science to bear upon
the subjects of the humanities has also become ecx-
tremely important.

‘Such diverse studies may, however, result not in
liberalization but in confusion or dilettantism. Whether
or not an cducation is, in fact, “liberal” depends
mainly on whether _the_student can _integrate_the
knowﬁ:dijzp\. study of human utterance

provides an excellent college major within the con-
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text of a liberal education because it cuts across the
traditional academic taxonomy and, by dding 50, be-
comes an integrator, reflecting the essence of a liberal
cducation. From the pathway through the forest of
disciplines which the study of speech and hearing
blazes, the student traveler can venture laterally into
other areas without losing the bearings which give
his study the rich meanings effected by realizing basic
relationships.

Central to the curriculum we are evolving is the
study of man as a s%)eaking-listening creature. The
study of man’s use of symbols and how they relate
to his cognitive processes (Language Development)
is basic. Man’s vocal and auditory uses of language
as a means of relating to his environment (Speech
Behavior) are linked with the study of language de-
velopment to indicate basic relationships with other
behavioral sciences. The study of speech sounds (Pho-
netics) and the ways in which they are produced
( physiological phonetics in Speech and Hearing Sci-
ence I) involves learning the descriptive and experi-
mental methods as well as something of the content
of the life sciences, which are sampled in pure but
limited form in other courses (Anatomy and Physiol-
ogy of Speech and the Neural Basis of Speech and
Language). Scientific descriptions of the physical uas-
pects of sound, especially speech sounds, (acoustics

and acoustical phonetics in Speech and Hearing Sci--

ence 1) take the study of utterance to the basic level
of the hard sciences. Through examples of research in
speech and hearing, the study of scientific issues,
methods, and reporting styles can provide some un-
derstanding and appreciation of all scientific research
(Speech and Hearing Science II).

Moving from the central point of man as a speaking-
listening creature, we can also extend our study into
the humanities and arts. It is germane to study the
effects of speeches throughout man’s history (History
of Public Address) and the theories which explain
why some failed and others succeeded (Rhetorical
Theory), and the scholarship of historians and critics
is revealed. The esthetic use of speech (Oral Interpre-
tation) involves further study of the work of both the
critic and the performing artist. Some of the most
complex questions in philosophy deal with the moral
implications of man’s use of speech (Ethics of Speech).

The study of human utterance, then, spans the aca-
demic spectrum from the hardest sciences to the most
humanistic considerations, and numerous academic
competencies can be brought to bear upon it. At its
most vivid hue is man’s most singular characteristic,
his ability to achieve harmonious relations with his
environment through spoken syrbols.

Problems in Implementation

So far we have discussed the philosophical basis
for an undergraduate speech and hearing program, but
the translation of theory into curriculum meets some

noteworthy obstacles. Before presenting our particular

course offerings, we would like to discuss two of the
problems which arise between theory and practice.

In planning a liberal education focused on human
utterance, we included some topics of study which
require interests and competencies rarely found in
speech pathologists or audiologists; for instance, rhe-
torical theory and oral interpretation. The fact that
such courses would most likely be taught in a sepa-
rate department has not caused too much concern;
speech and hearing programs frequently require their

“students to take courses in outside disciplines.

Of great concern, however, has been the manner in
which most speech courses are taught at the under-
graduate level. All but a few have traditionally em-
phasized the students’ platform performance. We be-
lieve a principal value of a major in speech and
hearing is that it serves as an integrator of a broader
education, but the commonality of the various aspects
of human utterance is clear only when the emphasis
is upon broad principle and theory. When knowledge
of the nature of Spéech is applied to different goals
in different settings, the basic unity of the course of
study becomes submerged in the peculiar principles
and parochial problems of each type of application.
The spcech clinician, the public speaker, and the oral
interpreter move from the theoretical center in differ-
ent directions to apply their knowledge. The unity of a
speech and hearing major is essential to its success,
and any attempts to apply basic concepts through
practice or performance are divisive and destroy the
essence of the study. Efforts to combine theory and
practice in a single course may appear reasonable, but
they run contrary to man’s Ieaming—Behavior. When
a student knows he is being concurrently judged in
two ways, academic comprehension and performance
ability, his natural reaction is an emphasis on the lat-
ter. The resulting ego involvement creates in him a
sense of urgency that overwhelms his concern for
theoretical principle—a very different reaction than
that of a student whose test paper is graded on a
particular and limited academic topic. For this reason
it is difficult to transmit the philosophy of a liberal
education centering on human utterance to the parts
of a curriculum not designed for that purpose.

The sccond problem in implementing the philosophy
is created by those upon whom its success ultimately
rests: the students. Their interest is in ministering to
the handicapped, and they are anxious to study dis-
orders and the treatment of them. Siding with these
students, dircctors of graduate programs claim they
cannot educate speech pathology students in a reason-
able amount of time if the students have had no under-
graduate exposure to speech and hearing pathologies
and clinical procedures. As a result, four or five courses
dealing with pathologies or their treatment remain
in our undergraduate curriculum.

Not all of these courses, however, are a concession
to practicality. Some concern with pathologies is not

- only justifiable within a liberal education but highly
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desirable. From the time of the ancient Greeks to the
present a valuable epistemological method has been
the study of anomalies to gain understanding of the
normal. An exposure to the expathomathxc (from the
pathology comes knowledge) method is a legitimate
and purposeful part of liberal education. We would
not, however, be comfortable attempting to justify
as many as five courses in an undergraduate major
on that basis alone.

The Curriculum

Freshman Year.
Fundamentals of Speech (3 hrs.)

Sophomore Year.
Phonetics (3 hrs.)
Language Development (3 hrs.)
Bases of Speech Behavior (3 hrs.)
Survey of Processes and Pathologies (3 hrs.)

Junior Year.
Anatomy and Physiology of Speech (3 hrs.)
Neural Basis of Speech and Language (3 hrs.)
Clinical Procedures in Speech (2 hrs.)
Articulation Disorders (3 hrs.)
Rhetorical Theory or Oral Interpretation (3 hrs.)

it
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Senior Year.
Speech and Hearing Science I (3 hrs.)
Speech and Hearing Science II (3 hrs.)
Clinical Practice in Speech (3 hrs.)
Theories of Speech Behavior, Semantics, or a grad-
uate course in Speech Pathology or Audiology
(3 hrs.)

Summary

In this report we have tried to present our philoso-
phy for making an undergraduate major in speech and
hearing an integral part of a liberal education. The
curricular expression of the philosophy has been out-
lined after discussion of some problems confronted in
implementation. The program presented here con-
sists of changes already in effect and some currently in
the process of inclusion. Though we are not pleased
with the excessive number of courses in pathologies
and clinical procedure, we will probably retain them
until a two-year master’s program for all speech
pathologists and audiologists becomes commonly ac-
ceptable. Meanwhile, we will continue our efforts to
enrich our program for the student who sees the study
of speech and hearing as his best avenue to a liberal
education, even though he does not plan to go on
into a professional career in the field.

Audiology

eligible pre-1965 Members.

IMPORTANT NOTICE
NATIONAL EXAMINATIONS IN SPEECH PATHOLOGY
AND AUDIOLOGY—APRIL 19, 1969

The next administration of the National Examinations in Speech Pathology and
(NESPA) will be April 19, 1969. In order for an applicant to be con-
sidered for the NESPA on this date, his complete application must be received in
the National Office no later than December 31, 1968. This examination is only -
open to approved applicants for certification under the current standards.

The April NESPA should not be confused with the special 1969 examination to
be given in the fall of 1969. The Special 1969 Examination is only open to
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Special Reports

PREPROFESSIONAL EDUCATION IN SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY

V. STANISLAUS STATE COLLEGE

Stanislaus State College is one of 18 institutions
comprising the California State College system. The
college opened its doors for the first time in September
1960. A four-year Bachelor of Arts degree program
in speech was inaugurated in 1961.

The four-year undergraduate curriculum was de-
signed specifically as a preprofessional liberal arts
program in the study of normal processes and systems
underlying human symbolization and deviations
therefrom.

In 1966 the Department of Communication Arts
and Sciences was awarded a Program Development
Grant by the U. S. Office of Education, under Public
Law 85-926, as amended, for the development of the
graduate program in communication pathology lead-
ing to the Master of Arts degree. The grant provided
“seed money” for additional teaching faculty for a
period of two years. The Master of Arts degree in
speech with the major in communication pathology
will be awarded in September 1969.

Undergraduate Program

The undergraduate program consists of a sequence
of courses in academic subjects which distinctly de-
lincate the normal processes and the disorders of
human symbolization and oral communication. These
courses are supplemented by background courses in
the biological, physical, and social sciences. Of the
total course offerings, approximately one-third are in
specialized arcas of speech pathology and audiology.

MAX C. NORTON, Ph.D., Director of the Speech and
Hearing Program, Stanislaus State College, Turlock, California,
prepared this Special Report. This is the fifth in a series
of reports which several program directors have been asked
to prepare on undergraduate education in speech pathology
and audiclogy. Publication of these reports does not con-
stitute endorsement of the programs described.
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The curriculum is designed to provide an academic
foundation for the more specialized, professionally
oriented graduate curriculum.

~ The pattern of the program is described in the
following outline: '

Physical, Biological, and Psychological Systems Upon
Which the Normal Process Depends

Principles of Biology

Genetics

Human Development

Introduction to Psychoacoustics

Educational Psychology

Psychology of Personality

Development of the Speech and Language Function
Human Development ~
Mental Hygiene
Language Behavior and Development
Speech and Hearing Science
Theory and Research in Learning

Study of Linguistic Systems
Phonetics
Structural Linguistics and Phonology
Spanish Phonetics
Dialectology (1969)

Study of the Communication Process
Speech Communication
General Semantics
Communication Theory
Group Communication

Deviations from Normal Communication Process
Abnormal Psychology
Communication Disorders I (Language)
Communication Disorders II (Speech)
Language Development of the Hard of Hearing

534
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Assessment and Management of Deviations in
Communication

Introduction to Communication Disorders
Diagnostic Methods of Communication Disorders
Group Psychological Testing

Principles of Audiology

Speech Reading and Auditory Training

Tests, Measurements, and Evaluation
Exceptional Children and Youth

Counseling and Guidance

Graduate Program

The graduate program, in contrast to_the ljberal
arts undergraduate program, provides professional
specialization in studies pertaining to deviations from
the normal communication process, assessment and
m?m':ge_ment of deviations in communication, and
practicum_experience in off campus_and on campus

professional settings.
~—The following courses are required of all students

who plan to enter the fifth-year professional program
leading to the master’s degree in speech; the Ameri-
can Speech and Hearing Association Certificate of
Clinical Competence in Speech Pathology; and the
Restricted Credential Authorizing Service as a Speech

EXHIBIT F il November 1968

and Hearing Specialist, California State Department
of Education:

Clinical Practice in Communication Disorders

Psycholinguistics 7

Seminar: Aphasia and Symbolic Disorders

Seminar: Stuttering and Neurological Disorders

Seminar: Cleft Palate Speech ’

Seminar: Delayed Speech and Articulation Disorders

Seminar; Principles of Clinical Audiology

Seminar: Voice Disorders

Advanced Clinical Practice: Speech and Language
Pathology

Advanced Clinical Practice: Hearing Pathology

Research Methods in Speech

Thesis

Practicum in Communication Disorders in Public
Schools

Clinical Practice in Communication Disorders in the
Public Schools

The bachelor’s and master’s degree programs are
viewed as a continuing five-year program in the
science and pathology of communication, Within the
next five years, the curriculum will be expanded to
include additional specializations in speech science,
language pathology, and audiology. The college has
committed itself to the development of these special-
izations in its staffing patterns, facilities, and
equipment.
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PREPROFESSIONAL EDUCATION IN SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY

1ms described.

1. THI UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN

response to ASIIA’s decision to require the
s degree as the basic preparation for profes-
practice in speech pathology and audiology,
niversity of Michigan has taken several steps to
ts students attain academic and clinical com-
se. These steps have been based on three pre-
sitions:

‘ndergraduate training should be a broad prep-
aation for graduate study.
aduate training should represent an extension
enrichment of training begun in the under-
uate years; not a delay of training until the
aduate years.
Tinical training should prepare the potential
rofessional to diagnose, in the true sense of the
ord; to treat, through direct intervention and
rough-the indirect approaches of counseling; to
msult with members of ancillary professions;
ad to take a scholarly approach to the practice
" his profession through continued study, re-
arch, and dissemination of clinical findings.

accomplish these aims several changes are being
in our curricula.

present teaching major in speech correction
rminate as an undergraduate program in 1970
wreafter can only be completed as part of the
rrogram in speech. The catalog indicates that
esent terminal program can not be entered by
ts who enroll in the fall term of 1968.
v undergraduate  programs  (Concentration  in
1 Pathology and Audiology, and an interde-
ntal program in Psychology-Speech and lear-
icnee) have been established to prepare stu-
for graduate study in specch pathology, audi-

LAN BLOOMLER, Ph.D., Director of the Speech

1w Institute for Human Adjustment and Professor of

{ the University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, prepared
cial Report.
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‘ditor's Note: Since ASITA began to require graduate education as preparation for the Certificate of Clinical
«etence, we have received numerous requests for information about preprofessional education. There is now
lerable interest in planning bachelor's degree programs to prepare students adequatcly  for graduate
tion in speech pathology and audiology. Several program directors have been asked to report on their
ofessional undergraduate programs and the first of these reports is published below. Subsequent issues of
v will carry other reports. Publication of these reports does not constitute endorsement of the preprofessional

ology, and the speech and hearing sciences, and for
master’s level preparation for teaching certification.

Three M.S. programs have been designed. The M.S.
with emphasis in speech pathology and the M.S.
with emphasis in audiology are designed to enable
students to meet academic and clinical requirements
for the professional practice of speech pathology
and audiology, respectively. The third program is in
specch and hearing science.

As part of the program to meet ASHA’s goals and
standards, the University of Michigan Speech Clinic
has prepared its request for accreditation by the
Education and Training Board of ABESPA and has
recently forwarded it to the ASHA National Office.

The University has also joined the majority of
Michigan training institutions in requesting that the
State Department of Public Instruction change its
certification requirements by:

(1) defining speech correction personnel as clinicians,
rather than teachers;

deleting the present teacher-education require-
ments which are appropriate to the training of
special education teachers but are not properly a
part of the professional training of speech and
hearing clinicians; and

designating the ASHA requirements of academic
preparation, clinical practice, and degree status
as the basic requirements for state certification.

(3)

More specific details of Michigan’s undergraduate
training programs in speech and hearing follow. They
are taken directly from the university catalog’s
descriptions of the two ficlds of concentration.

Concentration in Speech Pathology and Audiology

This undergraduate program is designed to prepare
students to enter professional training at the graduate
level in speech pathology, audiology, or speech and
hearing science. The program includes the f()llowing
requirements:

Prerequisites (15 hours): Introductory courses in
physiology, zoology, psychology, and speech.
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Dauvice
Resources—where and where not to seek help

among adults such as dysphasia or csophageal speech. As a group,
public school speech patholegists are more experienced and bet-
ter qualificd to deal with articulatory and language disorders
among children than they are to work with voice and stuttering
disorders among adults, but there are many exceptions.

By the very nature of their primary prolfessional responsibil-
ity, the services of public school speech pathologists may not be
obtained as conveniently as speech pathologists working in clinics
or in private practice. Aside from their school case loads, they
can see clients only after working hours or during summer vaca-
tion. Furthermore, they may have to work in- their homes or in
the homes of the clients, which may be a disadvantage. If done
in their homes, therapy may be less expensive because their over-
head expenses are also considerably less than those of private
clinics or private practitioners working clsewhere,

SPEECH PATHOLOGISTS AND AUDIOLOGISTS
IN PRIVATE PRACTICE

Several decades ago speech pathologists and audiologists in
private practice were scarce. Today they can be found in all major
cities and in a number of smaller cities. Full-time practitioners are
listed in the telephone directory; part-time practitioners may be
contacted  through state speech and hearing associations or
through private practice resources. Their qualifications should be
at least a master’s degree in speech pathology or audiology, cer-

tification by the 1 American Speech and Hearing Assocnatxo&gun
those states that lmve a licensure law, an lxnexp)rul license to

practice privately.
* Private practitioners are usually excellent sources of help.
They are typically experienced, competent, and qualified to work
with persons having various kinds of communication disorders.
They generally have been exposed to a wide range of clients not
only in terms of age but also in terms of disorders. Unfortu-
nately, you may occasionally encounter unqualified practitioners
in private practice, but this is becoming less common as the
standards are upgraded and as new consumer protection laws
arc cnacted. To safeguard against such practitioners, you should
contact a state or private speech and hearing association for in-
formation.

As with practitioners in other professions, speech pathologists
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Guidelines for Speech Pathology
and Audiology
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EXHIBIT F

Il. PRACTITIONER QUALIFICATIONS
AND CASE TYPES

The success or failure of his private practice depends upon the
personal qualifications of the practitioner. These include his academic
preparation, clinical competence, judgment, and emotional maturity.
These factors will also determine the types of cases he accepts.

The development of professional competence begins with a
thorough background in academic training and clinical experience.
The criteria for clinical certification established by the American
Speech and Hearing Association specify the attainment of a Master’s
degree or equivalent and the minimum hours of supervised practicum
experience with specific hours in the area of specialization, speech
pathology or audiology. This foundation is considered sufficient to
cnable the-speech pathologist or audiologist to begin clinical work in
a closely supervised environment. After a year of supervised em-
ployment in a clinical program accredited by the professional services
board of the American Board of Examiners in Speech Pathology and
Audiology, and a national examination, the Certificate of Clinical
Competence in Speech Pathology and Audiology is granted.

The future private practitioner should meet an even greater de-
mand. He should obtain his academic and clinical practicum experi-
ence in a college or university that has a specialized department in
speech pathology and audiology. The student should maintain a dis-
ciplined regimen of personal reading and study of journals and books
rclated not only to his own field, but also to the areas of psychology,
special education, biological sciences, and those pertinent to medicine
and dentistry. Speech pathology and audiology are not static fields of
knowledge and clinical procedures. Research, theoretical contributions
and clinical experience are constantly changing perspectives in these
fields. The speech pathologist/audiologist who was trained several years
ago can be out of contact with current knowledge and outmoded in
his clinical procedures unless he maintains a faithful regimen of study
and rescarch. Because most private practitioners in communicative
disorders work independently, discipline in study habits and self im-
provement is most important.

The Doctor of Philosophy degree is important for the speech
pathologist/audiologist in order that he may communicate with psy-

5
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REPORT ON STATE CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS
IN SPEECII AND HEARING

An item of continuing interest in the ficld of special on the topic; and (2) the states that had supervisors
education is that of state certification requirements. in this area would more than likely have speech and
In recent years persons in speech and hearing have hearing programs developed to the point where they
peen especially concerned with this matter as a result would be influenced by actions of professional or- :
of the changes in membership and certification re- ganizations. We realized this would be a biased sam- ; |
girements of the American Speech and Ilearing As- pling of the states, but hoped it would give some indi- i B
sociation. Recognizing that not only training pro- cation of certification trends. 1
gams but state cducation agencies were being af- Each state supervisor in speech and hearing was ;
tected by the new ASIIA requirements, we at the U.S. contacted by telephone and asked whether his state
ce of Education decided to examine certification were moving toward requiring a master’s degree or its
gements for public school speech clinicians in equivalent for state certification of speech clinicians.
15 states, 1f they replied that they were not planning to require
Ve decided to contact those state departments of this level of training, we asked their reasons for not
oducation that had supervisors in the area of speech doing so. Below is a chart (Table 1) listing the 30 (
qnd hearing because: (1) state supervisors in speech states and the District of Columbia that were con-
and hearing would be knowledgeable on the matter tacted.! The status of their certification code and any ik
of certification and could readily provide information rationale they may have given is listed. Note that states :
TasLk 1. Survey of state certification standards—fall 1967. i+
tate Are you moving toward the master's degree require- Reasons for not moving in this direction.
ment for certification? ih
Slifornia Yes. Effective 1968. Will certify bachelor’s level person
for 7 years with additional work required every 2 years. i
. Zolorado Yes. Effective 1970. Master’s degree required to work i
v in the schools, !
ennecticut Yes. Effective presently. Will certify bachelor’s level
for 3 years after which a master’s degree is required. ;
Yelaware No. The matter won't be considered until at least 1970.

There are no training programs in the state at the
present time. Awaiting stabilization of training pro-
grams and adequate supply.

Jistrict of Yes. Certification recommendation has not been acted
Columbia upon so it is not known when it may become effective.
Jorida Yes. Agreed in principle but no steps have been taken Is concerned about the quality of graduate programs

in terms of whether they will accomplish the desired

to implement the new code.
goals.

Includes three states that reported their information in.

CIIOLAS W. BANKSON, MA, Consultant, United
writing at a later time.

wtes Office of Education, prepared this Special Report.
201
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Tasre 1. (Cont.)
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State Are you moving toward the master’s degree require- Reasons for not mocing in this direction. 3
ment for certification?

Georgia Yes.. Agreed in principle but no date set for adoption. Shortage of clinicians will not allow raising existing
certification requirements,

W — T —— y o ila e £ .

1Hinois Yes. Adoption will be a gradual process with no date Reflected concern over quality of training at the arad-

set at present. Is considering certifying clinicians for wate level. :
differing roles.
Indiana Yes, hopefully. The matter has not been resolved by - T
the advisory committee to the Indiana State Depart-
ment of Public Instruction. Present requirements are
being evaluated.

Towa Yes. Effective January 1, 1968. Will issue a temporary
certificate at B.A. level if person has been accepted
into a graduate program in speech pathology and
audiology, and satisfactorily completes 8 semester hours
on such program each year. The temporary certificate
may be renewed for 7 years.

Kansas Yes. Effcctive Scptember, 1970. Master’s degree re- i

quired to work in the schools.

Kentucky No. o 7 Shortage of clinicians precludes this move.

Louisiana No. There has been some discussion of the matter. Shortage of clinicians will not allow it.

Maryland Yes. Elfective, perhaps 1970, Temporary certification o

may be allowed for the bachelor’s degree. The matter
will be acted upon in the near future.

Massachusetts No. Shortage of clinicians prevents increasing  certifica-
tion requirements. However, over 65% already have a
mastor's degree.

Michigan No. After 5 years with a bachelor’s degree one must CGreat shortage of clinicians. ’ -

have master’s degree or 10 graduate hours.

Minnesota Yes. Proposal not yet given final approval. Will certify i -

at bachelor’s degree level for 5 years and then must
have the M.A. degree or its equivalent.

Mississippi Yes. Certification requirement change is under con- T

sideration. Outcome uncertain,

Missouri Yes. Proposal not given final approval. Will certify at B

the B.A. level for 3 yvears and then require a master’s
degree.
Nebraska Yes, but the matter is only in the planning stages.
North Yes, agreed in principle. Will move toward the require- Shortage of speech clinicians makes this change too
Carolina ment when possible. difficult at the present time.
Ohio No. Shortage of clinicians precludes this step.
Oregon Yes. Effective presently. Will certify at the B.A. level T
for 3 years, after which a fifth year of training is
required. -
Pennsylvania Not by legislation. Presently require a B.A. for pro- Pennsylvania Bureau of Teacher Education certifies
visional certification, and must have 24 hrs. post-bac. in college programs, therefore the decision for level of
3 years for permanent certification. training is dependent upon college program.
South No. Three colleges are considering establishing under- There are presently no training programs offering the
Carolina graduate and graduate programs in the fall of 1968. If master’s degree in the state.

established will consider changing the requirements.

South Dakota

Yes, but not in the immediate future.

Shortage of clinicians in rural population,

Tennessce Yes. The shortage of clinicians makes this change a dit-
ficult step.
Texas No. Shortage of clinicians prevents this. Also the othe:r
arcas of special education have not made this chanue
Utah Yes. Effective 1968, Will certify at the bachelor’s level -
with 60 professional hours for 4 years, after which a
master’s degree will be required. Clinicians must ob-
tain 12 quarter hours to renew a B.A. certificate for
cach year. Nine quarter hours every 3 years will be
required to renew a master’s certificate.
Virginia No. State just completed increasing the bachelor’s leve
requirements. Shortage of clinicians is a problem.
Wisconsin No. State department certifies training programs there

fore it is up to the colleges to take the first step it
this matter.




*ere asked whether they were moving toward the new

tertification standard. Thus an affirmative response

s not necessarily imply that a definite decision had

reached. .

The chart indicates that, of the 30 states contacted,

I states plus the District of Columbia are taking

- %eps to require the master’s degree for state certifi-

Qtion. Of this group, California, Colorado, Connecti-

~ @, Towa, Kansas, Oregon, and Utah have already

- Passed the new requirement, while Maryland, Min-

£% 3 Desota, Mississippi, Missouri, and the District of Co-

ia have yet to take final action on their proposals.

addition, -eight states reported that they were in

~ te process of either considering or preparing a pro-
. posal of this nature. ‘

Effective dates for the seven proposals alrcady

. :ﬁsed ranged from the present to 1970. It should also

noted that, with the exception of Colorado and Kan-

"‘3,, the states that require or will require the mas-

ter's degree also allow for temporary certification at

he bachelor’s degree level for preseribed lengths of

time, usually with certain contingencies such as sum-

-mer school included.

: ‘E]even states reported that they were not at this

t}me moving to require the master’s- degree for cer-

. tification. The most frequent reasons for not chang-

5. Mg certification requirements are listed in Table 2.

In summary, it appears that there is a trend to-

ward state certification standards paralleling the mem-

bership requirements of ASHA. In spite of this trend,

owever, many states presently do not plan to alter

.
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TABLE 2.

EXHIBIT F _o

Number reporting

Reason for not changing

Current shortage of clinicians when
certification is granted at the
bachelor’s degree level 11

Lack of training programs in the
stute or programs that are just
developing

[N]

Concern for the quality of
training that will be received
at the graduate level

(&)

State department certifics
training programs, therefore
the decision is up to the
training programs

o

their certification requirements. The current shortage
of speech clinicians seems to be the most frequently
stated reason for continuing certification at the bach-
elor’s degree level. In order to have a truly com-
prehensive survey, however, it would be necessary
to contact those states without state supervisors in
speech and hearing.

This study was completed while the author was Con-
sultant in Speech and Hearing to the Burcau of Education
for the Handicapped, U.S. Office of Education. The Assistance
of Michael Marge in the development of the study is gratefully
acknowledged.




$200,000.00 each claim
" $600,000.00 total claims per year

THE NEED FOR PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY INSURANCE

In the performance of your services as a speech-language pathologist and/or audiologist there is always the
possibility that you may be held responsible for some alleged malpractice, error or mistake in the rendering or
failure to render professional services.

Whether valid or not a claim for a professional act or omission could mean, at the least, an expensive court
action. Further, if an award is rendered against you, you could be faced with paying an expensive, even staggering
{udgment.

| “The Professional Liability Policy available to all members of the American Speech and Hearing Association

rotects your legal liability for claims arising out of your practice. Furthermore, the policy pays all costs of defend-
g suits against you, even iT they are groundless, false, or fraudulent.

In view of an increasing number of suits involving professional personnel, you may find it wise and prudent to
Igrcl)tect yourself against the possiblility of an unexpected lawsuit for damages by applying for a Professional Liability

olicy today.

insurance advisors generally recommend high limits of protection in view of the low cost involved and the
occasional occurrence which, frequently, resuits in extensive litigation and high judgments for damages. Therefore,
only one plan of high limits is being made available.

This is the broadest coverage available. This is an “‘occurence’’ form. You will be fully protected at any future
date even though your policy may not be in effect at that time, provided that your policy was in effect when the
incident occurred. Most policies are written under a “’claims made” form which provides that in the event of a loss,
the policy must be in effect on the date of notice. Under such a pian any claim filed after the date the policy has
lapsed would not be covered. (Some ‘‘claims made’’ policies have an extended discovery period, normally not more
tt;?n 3) years. Losses reported during that limited time period would be covered even though the policy was not in
effect.

If you apply for the “‘occurrence’” form plan, you will have the broadest coverage available.

If you are an employee, unless you have received a Certificate of Insurance from the facility where you are
employed or their company stating the conditions of any such coverage, it is very unlikely that you are covered by
their Liability Insurance.

Specifically designed for members of the

AMERICAN SPEECH cng HI AT ME AZICCIATION
¢ Administered by
itten by: VICE OFFICE
AGO INSURANCE COMPANY ASSOCIAgigSOigiOUSE
go, lilinois Wyncote, Pennsylvania 19095
- Or another company of the (215) 885-2280
- Interstate Insurance Group.
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PROCEDURES RELATING TO MEDICARE AND OTHER THIRD-PARTY PAYMENTS ’

Providing quality patient care as well as receiving
payment for services rendered are two important
concerns of the private practitioner. Since many of us
receive our payments from fees through third parties,
that is, fees are not directly paid by the person re-
ceiving the services, this paper explains some basic
procedures and discusses some common problems
arising from third-party billing. Included in this
paper are discussions of contract arrangements, doc-
umentation procedures, billing problems, proposed
legislation, current Medicare rulings, along with a
sample contract, treatment plan, and financial re-
sponsibility form.

Since we, as speech pathologists in private prac-
tice, are still unable to bill Medicare directly for our
services, contracts with providers are essential in
order to receive reimbursement for speech pathology
services rendered to Medicare patients.! A provider
according to Medicare regulations is defined as a
physician, hospital, skilled nursing facility, home-
health agency, clinic, or rehabilitation agency.?

The speech pathologist should meet with the ad-
ministrator of the hospital, skilled nursing facility,
or home-health agency to discuss the terms of the
contractual arrangement. In addition, it is usually
necessary for the speech pathologist to apply for a
position on the staft of the hospital or skilled nursing
facility as a consultant in speech pathology. Some-
times there is difficulty in establishing the need for a
contract and it may be necessary to talk with the
physicians on the medical staff and with the patients’
families to stress the importance of speech pathology
services explaining that such services are covered by
Medicare only when the hospital agrees to do the
Medicare billing for the contract speech pathologist
under arrangement. Perseverance to sccure a con-
tracttmay be necessarv and is usually worthwhile.

A contract® should include both the responsibilities
of the speech pathologist and the responsibilities of
the provider. The amount of fees for services ren-
dered should be stated, as well as when the fees
will be paid, for example, by the end of the month,
or by the fifteenth of the month. All services should be
promptly billed for the previous month. A statement
should also be included to the effect that pavment will
be made to the speech pathologist for services ren-
dered and that the pmvicller will collect the fees from
Medicare. The speech pathologist mayv in addition

"Federal Register, 40, 119, June 19, 1975 (Sect. 405.1721).
2Federal Register, 40, 119, June 1975 (Sect. 405.1121(h))
Brock bill S. 1465 proposed April 1973, secks to clarify defi-
nition of a provider ()}Nout-patient speech pathology services.
3Federal Register, 40. 119, June 19,1975 (Sect. 405.1721(a)).

STEPHANIE STRYKER, M.A., a full-time private practi-
tioner in Miami Beach, Florida, prepared this Special Report.

See p. Y94
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agree to pay the hospital a percentage of the fee billed
for this service. The customary fee for billing in the
south Florida area ranges from 13 to 23%. For exam-
ple, if the charge is $35 per visit and the contract calls
for a 20% billing fee, the hospital would retain $7 per
visit for billing services and guarantee payment at the
end of each month. The amount of time it takes to
receive pavment depends on the stipulated terms
of the individual contract.

Some contracts with hospitals or home-health agen-
cies state that the hospital and the home-health agen-
cy will transmit the money to the speech pathologist
when they are paid bv Medicare. This may mean
waiting three to six months in some cases. Other con-
tracts may provide for payment at the end of each
month. Some insurance companies may take from
two to three months before pavment is forthcoming,
It is necessary to be aware of the terms of the con-
tract and it is advisable to consult your attorney be-
fore signing any contract.

In addition to a suitable contract (see Appendix
A), proper documentation and good report writing
are essential to the collection of fees, especially in
this age of accountability.

According to the Medicare regulations,* a patient
must be under the care of a licensed physician, and
speech pathology services must be furnished under
a plan established by the physician® after any needed
consultation with the speech pathologist and re-
viewed periodically at least once every 30 davs. The
treatment plan (see Appendix B) must accompany
progress notes and the monthly bill. The plan must
be signed each month by the referring phyvsician and
must include complete medical diagnosis, date of
onset of illness, type, severity, and prognosis of speech
and language disorder, specific treatment goals, tvpe,
frequency of the treatment, and the duration of
treatment. Each month a new treatment plan must
be signed by the physician. If this treatment plan is
a renewal, the doctor must recertify® that there is a
need for continuing treatment, that the patient has
made observable progress, and that the treatment will
be needed for an estimated time period. Only the
physician mayv make changes regarding the treatment
plan, however, he usually relies on the clinician’s rec-
ommendations.

Each treatment session must he documented on the
patient’s chart stating specific goals, procedures, and
techniques used, along with the patient’s progress
and response to treatment procedures. An initial eval-
uation report describing the patient’s speech and lan-
guage disabilities, a prognosis for improvement, and

iSect. 1861(p) of the Social Security Act (42 US.C. 1395
x (p)).

3Federal Register, 40, 119, June 19, 1975 { Sect. 405.1717(b} ).

6Sect. 1831(a) (2) (D) of the Social Security Act (42
US.C. 1395 n (a} (2) (D).
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a statement of treatment goals should be sent to the
referring physician with a copy to the third-party
billing as well. A progress report at 30- or 60-day
intervals should be recorded. Family conferences and
staff meetings should also be noted.

When the patient is ready for discharge, the doctor
should be contacted and this decision should be dis-
cussed. A discharge summary report should include
speech and language diagnosis, length of time pa-
tient was in treatment, number of treatment sessions,
date of onset of illness, treatment goals, patient’s
progress in achieving these goals, and the reason for
his discharge. A copy of the discharge summary
should accompany the bill to the third party.

In addition to Medicare third-party payments, other
agencies such as private insurance companies, Work-
men’s Compensations, CHHAMPUS (Civilian Ifealth
and Medical Program for the Uniformed Services),
and Division of Vocational Rehabilitation require the
completion of special billing forms. The proper bill-
ing procedures should be discussed at the time of the
referral with the third-party representative.

Before beginning treatment, it is wise to obtain a
letter from the insurance company stating that the
services that will be provided are covered by the pa-
tient’s individual policy and that the patient’s de-
ductible has been met. A telephone confirmation is
not sufficient, whereas a follow-up letter is legally
binding. It is wiser to have the patient pay the bill at
the time services are rendéred and be furnished with
a paid receipt. Then have the patient file for reim-
bursement from his own insurance company. In ad-
dition, it is a good idea to have all non-Medicare
patients sign a financial responsibility form (see Ap-
pendix C) to ensure payment for services since the
patient is responsible for the bill if the insurance
company does not pay. Certain problems in the col-
lection of fees from third-party agents may stem
from these reasons:

1. Insufficient documentation—omission of informa-
tion or of a valid physician’s treatment plan (one
that is not updated or signed properly or does not
contain specific treatment goals, amount, and du-
ration), or missing progress notes or ones that do
not coincide with billing dates or unsigned prog-
ress notes will result in nonpayment or delay of
payment.

2. Use of certain nonacceptable descriptive terms—
use of words denoting poor progress, status quo,
maintenance therapy with no improvement noted
within the last month, inferring that the patient
has reached his maximum potential and that no
further treatment is indicated. Therefore, payment
will not be forthcommg as determined by fiscal
intermediaries or carriers.

3. Continuation of treatment after exhaustion of pa-
tient’'s Medicare bencfits—a Medicare patient is
entitled to up to 100 visits under Part A and up to
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100 visits under Part B as an outpatient or a
home-health patient. It is wise to keep checking
with the Medicare secretary to find out when the
patient has used up his Part A benefits. When
the patient’'s Part A benefits have been exhausted,
one should bill under Part B. The patient is en-
titled to up to 100 visits under Part B during any
one calendar year as long as the physician signs
the treatment plan and the speech pathologist
documents the patient’s continuing progress. On
]ammrv first of each new year, the patient may
receive up to 100 additional visits under Part B3
as long as his deductible has been met for the
year and continued treatment is warranted, rea-
sonable, and necessary as ordered by his physician.
In addition, if the patient who has been receiving
home-health services is readmitted to the hospital
and stayvs there for more than 72 hours for a re-
lated illness, he is then entitled to up to 100 more
home-health visits on Part A of Medicare. If the
speech pathologist feels that a patient needs con-
tinuing speech pathology treatment after his Part
A and Part B Medicare benefits have been ex-
hausted, he should speak to the family and discuss
either continuing speech pathology treatments on
a private-paying basis or, if the family is unable
to assume financial responsibility, an alternate
means of financing continued treatment and com-
munity resources should be discussed. A state or
locally funded agency may be able to provide the
services at a nominal fee, such as Easter Seal So-
cieties, state hospitals, university clinics, or United
Fund agencies. A social worker might be con-
tacted to help make the referral to other com-
munity services.

4. Treatment of chronic illnesses—certain diagnoses
infer chronic illnesses, such as organic brain syn-
drome, organic mental syndrome, arteriosclerotic
cerebrovascular disease, chronic Parkinsonism,
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, and have resulted in
nonpayment for speech pathology services beyond
one or two months. However, payment beyond this
time may be made in individual cases if poten-
tial and progress are appropriately documented.
If the speech pathologist feels that a patient re-
quires treatment even though he has a chronic
illness, he must document that the treatment is
reasonable and necessary and that there is an
expectation that the patient’s condition will im-
prove significantlv in a reasonable period of
time, restoring function in speech or hearing’
If it can be shown that the specialized knowl-
edge and judgment of a qualified speech pa-
thologist is required to design and establish a
maintenance program® based on initial evaluation

7Health Insurance Manual 10 Coverage of Hospital Services,

Sect. 210.8, Rev. 91, August 1973,
8Federal Register, 40, 186, September 24,
105.127).

1975 (Sect.
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- and reassessment of patient’s needs, then payvment
will most likely be made in most instances for the
evaluation and preparation of the plan. If there
are Medicare denials, one should submit a sup-
portive letter from the physician along with strong
arguments to justifv one’s viewpoint to the claims
department of Medicare for further adjustment
and processing. If there is a basis for further re-
view and the amount of benefits in question is
more than $100, one may request a hearing by
writing to the Social Security district office. If
progress in speech and language skills s well
documented, benefits may be extended even be-
vond one vear.

5. Individual policy stipulations—according to the
patient’s individual policy some insurance com-
panies will pay for speech “treatment™ or “ther-

apy” only and will not pay for a speech “evalua-
tion.” In these cases, one should use proper word-

ing to conform to the insurance company regula-
tions. Other policies will not allow payment for of-
fice visits, limiting treatments and billing to be done
through the hospital or skilled nursing facility.
Since the patient is responsible for his bill, he
should read the fine print of his contract And ad-
vise the speech pathologist of what terminology is
acceptable in order for him to be reimbursed. The
speech pathologist should advise the patient to
contact his insurance agent to get u:speciﬁc mling
for his individual case before beginning treatment.

Just as it is important to be informed of treatment
techniques, it is imperative that we, as speech pa-
thologists keep up to date on new governmental reg-
ulations. One can do so by reading the “9030” sec-
tion of Asha, a Journal of the American Speech and
Hearing Association where pertinent current rulings
and proposed legislation are reported each month.

A new regulation entitled “salary equivalency” was
published in the Federal Register on February 7,
1975 This law is intended to determine reasonable
costs by cquating the prevailing hourly salarv paid to
(mpl()\ ed physical therapists amounts up to $9.20 per
hour. In addition, a travel allowance of $4.60 per
hour will be given to contract therapists, regardless
of thé number of p(m(ntx seen at any one site. A
home health visit, however, mav be valued at one
lour plus one standard travel allowance equaling
$13.50.10

The regulations apply to all therapy services and all
hicalth-care specialists furnished under arrangements,
but the initial guidelines with specific salary equiv-
alency scales according to states has heen set onlyv for

9Fcderal Register, 41, 34, 7213, February 19, 1976, Revised
Salarv: Equivalency Scale for "Contract Physical Therapists in
Florida. April 1, 1976 a rate of 310.10 per ‘hour and 55 035 per
travel .l“()\‘.lHCC will be effective.

WEederal Register. 40, 27, Februarv 7, 1975 (Sect. 405.432)
on Public Law 92-603, Title 20 Code of Federal Regulations
Part 403, Subpart B.
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physical therapy, since physical thempv is the most
common therapy under arrangements. The salary
scale does not aftect the speech patholomst immedi-
atelv. The cost of speech pathology services continues

to be governed by the reasonable cost prudent- l)uvcr~

concept guidelines for speech pathology ™ Guidelines
for speech pathology salary schedules will be de-
veloped at a later date after consultation with the ap-
propriate speech pathology organizations.

Another new regulation'® effective January 5, 1975,
states that the Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare has aunthorized that “a public or non-profit
home health agencey may contract with a proprietary
organization to provide speech pathology services.”
This means that speech pathologists and audiologists
who are organized as partnerships or corporations for
profit mav, nndcr the new regulations, contract with
a public or n(mproﬁt home hea]th agency or organiza-
tion to provide services.

A new regulation'® entitled “Post Hospital Standard
Care Benefits” states that “until now an individual
could qualify for extended care (posthospital Medi-
care benefits) only if he required skilled nursing ser-
vices provided by a nurse. Retroactive to January
1973, an individual is now eligible for such benefits if
he needs skilled nursing or other skilled rehabilita-
tion as a Medicare reimbursible service (only where
provided in a recognized skilled nursing facility as a
posthospital service).

Another new regulation' regarding outpanent phvs-
ical therapy and speech pathology services states that
“the patient has the option under Part B Home-
Iealth-related benefits of having reimbursement for
speech pathology services under either Medicare
home-health benefit or Medicare outpatient speech
pathology benefits, as long as the plan of treatment
requirements are met and the physician certifies and
recertifies the need for these benefits.”

Another new regulation' is that of advanced ap-
proval for posthospital health-care services in which
the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare
plans to establish basic periods appropriate for reim-
bursement for treatment of speciﬁc illnesses. Recent
regulations implmnenting Section 228 of Public Law
92-603 published in the Federal Register on May 253,
1976, provides for presumed coverage of posthmpltal
extended care and posthospital home-health services
advanced approval under the Medicare program. It
provides that pavment can be guaranteed in advance
for an initial period of care f()r a limited number of
skilled nursing facility davs of home-health agency
visits for a speufm medical condition listed in the

11Public Law 92-603, Sect. 251(c¢).

2Federal Register, 40, 234, December 4, 1976 (Sect.
1405.1221).

WFederal Register, 40, 186, September 24, 1975 (Sect.
247A of Public Law 92-603, Sect. 405.123).

Ylederal Register, 40, 188, September 26, 1976 (Sect.

403.239).
BFederal Register, 41, 102, May 23, 1976 (Sect. 405.133).
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regulations. It was stated that for a cerebral vascular
accident with hemiplegia or aphasia, that a Medicare
patient would be allowed five physical-therapy or five
speech-therapy visits in a two-week period. In addi-
tion, it was proposed that a patient be entitled to 15
days of posthospital care in skilled nursing facilities.
Beneficiaries who do not have a medical condition
that is described in the regulations or who have a con-
dition listed in the regulations, but who need. services
or care. in addition to or beyond the presumed cov-
erage period, will still be eligible to have payment
made for additional care they need up to the maxi-
mum number of days of visits provided for in the
law. As in the past, payment for such additional care
would not be guaranteed, but must be predicated on
a finding by an intermediary from a review of the
facts in the individual case that such care or addi-
tional care was reasonable and necessary to the treat-
ment of the patient’s condition. Thus, good documen-
tation is important.

Another recent regulation't effective June 21, 1976,
expands the definition of a provider of outpatient ser-
vices to Medicare patients to include a rehabilitation
agency which provides social or vocational adjust-
ment services in addition to speech pathology or
physical-therapy services. These regulations  permit
speech and hearing centers that qualify by providing
social or vocational services, to become independent
Medicare providers. As in the pust, the physician must
authorize the treatment plan and recertify the need
for additional care every 30 davs in order that the
speech pathology services may be covered.

Several other proposed changes are still pending.
One such proposal is the Brock Bill S 1465, introduced
by Senator Bill Brock of Tenunessee into the Senate
in April 1975. It seeks to expand Medicare reimburse-
ment for speech Kathology services in ()utputient set-
tings to clarify the meaning of a “provider of out-
patient speech pathology services” to include any such
provider, clinic, or agency which provides only speech
pathology services, as well as those providers which
offer both physical therapy and speech pathology ser-
vices. If this law passes, it would mean that as well as
clinics, rehabilitation facilities, and public health
agencies, approved providers in private practice will
be able to bill Medicare directlv for outpatient ser-
vices. Senate Bill 1783, the Communicative Health
Care Amendments of 1973, would clarify the phvsi-
cian-speech pathologist relationship by eliminating the
requirement of a ph}'Siciz\fo prescription for services
and substituting a physician’s referral: permitting the
speech pathologist and andiologist in private practice
to be a provider; and expanding audiology services to
cover aural rehabilitation, hearing aid cxaminations,
and speech-reading training, under the Medicare um-
brella. Further clarification is still pending.

These proposed regulations still pending, can and
should be commented on and challenged it necessary

16Federal Register, 41, 100, May 21, 1976 (Sect. 103.1701).
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by professionals and lay people by writing to individ-
ual congressmen and senators. In addition, the author
suggests that the speech pathologist or audiologist
with specitic problems or questions should contact
Richard [. Dowling or Vickie Dempsey in the Gov-
ernmental Affairs Departiment of the American Speech
and ITearing Association, 9030 Old Georgetown Road,
Washington, D.C. 20014. They are available to assist
ASHA Members in such matters.

Thus a discussion of contract arrangements, docu-
mentation procedures, billing problems, and current
Medicare rulings and proposed legislation have been
presented. With knowledge of these fundamental bus-
iness and financial management procedures, one can
then be tree to devote his energies to providing quali-
tv services.

APPENDIX A
SAMPLE CONTRACT
STEPHANIE STRYKER, M.A. & ASSOCIATES
Certified Speech Patholoyists

1674 Meridian Avenue
Miami Beach, Florida 33139

Date
TO WHONM IT MAY CONCERN:
Address
Dear Sir:

This office agrees to provide diagnostic speech and lan-
gnage evaluations and the necessary treatment follow-up ser-
vices to any patient in the hospital/skilled nursing facility,
whose physician requests such service.

We will promptly notify the referring physician and the
hospital/SNF of the results of these procedures via letter and
a resume of our test finds, We will keep daily progress notes,
outlining treatment goals and procedures in the patient’s chart.
We will provide a summary of progress at regular intervals,
along with a discharge summary. In-service training programs
will be provided on request. We will provide our own equip-
ment and treatnient materials.

Fees for the speech evaluation are $ and for the
speech pathology treatment sessions 3 . These fees
for services rendered will be due and pavable by the fifteenth
of the month following the billing period. The hospital/SNF
will receive 20 pereent of the charges as a billing fee and
for gnarantecing payment for all services rendered regardless
of anv Medicare denials. The fee for in-service training is
P J

As a qualified speech pathologist, T hold the Certificate of
Clinical Competence in Specch Pathology issued by the Amer-
icin Speech and Hearing Association in Washington, D.C.
toam licensed by the state of .My
. (List other pertinent
personal gualifications, such as, publications, consultantships,
hospital, and university affiliations.) I have professional labili-
tv malpractice insurance coverage of $200,000 each claim,
$600,000 aggregate issued by
company policy number

I and my associates will be happy to be of service to any of
vour patients with speech and language disorders.

This agreement will be in effect from the date of your ap-

license munber is #_

2 '(
-

A
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proval but may be terminated by either party or throngh mu-
tual agreement to dissolve this contract with 30 days natice.

Sincerely vours,

Signed (CCC/Sp)
Dated
AGREED UPON and signed by:
(Title) Administrator, Comptroller
APPENDIX B
SPEECH PATHOLOGY SERVICES
Patient's name Age:
Address
Phone

Date pt. examined ———_ Soc. Scc. #

PHYSICIAN'S PLAN OF TREATMENT

Complete dingnosis:

Date of onset of illness

( Date of surgery, if any )

Tvpe of treatment:
Speech evaluation only
Speech evaluation and treatment

Anticipated goals:

I‘rvrlnvnc_\' of treatiment

IO 2«0 3O &x[O 5¢[3 per week
(check desired amt.)
Duration of treatment
Pweek 0 2 weeks O 3 weeks [3 4 woeeks 0

If this is a coutinnation of treatment previously authorized,
is there a noticeable improvement in patient’s  condition:
1 certify that the above-named patient is under my care
and the speech treatments ordered for this patient are medi- |
L'Zl”'\ n(‘('('\\i“‘r\\

Date: M.D.
Signature of Physician

Address of Physician

KINDLY FILL OUT AND SIGN THIS FORM AND
RETURN IT TO MY OFFICE.

APPENDIX C

STEPHANIE STRYKER, M. A, & ASSOC.
CERTIFIED SPEECIH PATHOLOGCISTS
1674 MERIDIAN AVE,, SUITE 201
MIAMI BEACH, FLORIDA 33139
TELEPHONE 334-3676

Date:

I hereby anthovize and guarantee pavmient for all speech
pathology services rendered to the following patient, includ-
ing costs of collection and reasonable attorney's fees.
Patient’s name:
Authorized  signature:
Relationship to patient:
Witness:
I'ees:
Initial evaloation:  $
Follow-up treatment $

per session
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SUPPLEMENTARY PROGRAM INFORMATION FOR ACCRED!! } Exnipil F
Scwucce b '
Minimum Reguired Record of Graduates on | Doctoral Degrees
. ; National Exar ] :
Typical Length of Master's Programs Thesis | Practicum Hours g‘oau:‘ :t'e . 4 » gm:w/
y % . Academic Spaec \dioogy isad
wan Undrgradae | Wanout Under (%) Req et Pathology Smeth Jsiict | Copaceiata
apor Not Under Grad |Requwed Number {Number [Number|Number| Path | ogy
i sg’fh g 5‘52‘.’:“ A‘:gf— 3123‘“"‘“ oree Taking |Passing|Taking |Passing
at ogy
LA 46 | 43| 20| 18 | No | - -
U. ot Alabama 15 mos | 15 mos | 24 mos|24 mOSi 8 25% fg?, ‘:;253;{,7 14 | 14| 81 7| No |No o
© Aubum U. 4qus | 4qtrs | 8atrs | Bqtrs MA.
50 qtr/
MSC
= 1 11 | Yes | Yes 3
‘L‘ngAArizona 2yrs | 2yrs | 2yrs | 2yrs 2 1% ag serr:: 318 2?3 Ni NA | No | = 154
Arizona State U. 2yrs | 2yrs | 3:3% | 33%| O G | @M ; a0ce
yrs yrs
P
HHIA - - | - | NA| NA| No | No 2:1 z
"U- ‘o Catifornia- 2yrs | 2yrs |34yrs|34yrs) R10-30 ) 300 T
a Barbara - - | NA| NA| No | No 91 =
CaSli?:‘mia State tayrs | - |2nwys| - | O |5075 1200+ 30 4 -
~Fullerton _ - _ _ | No |.No - o
CaLlJifomiaeState 3 sems | 3 sems | 6 sems|6 sems| O 90 210 | 30 sem g
U.-Long Beach - - NA | NA | No | No 31 3
U. of the ?’aciﬁc Tyr+ | Tyr+ | 2ys | = e - 300 % - D
sum sum NA | NA | No No i ~
6 88 | 30 sem| 13 13 g
San Diego State U. 18 mos | 18 mos [2yrs +{2yrs +| O & + thasis . o | no Lo - =
San Francisco 1ve2yrs| 1%ayrs |vayrs| 223 | O | 90 | 210 | 33sem | 4 4 =
L yrs _ N No 11 =
Sasn‘a.}gsg State U. 2yrs | 2yrs | 4yrs | 4yrs | R 90 2 30 - NA | NA ° =
COLORADO
a%%bsrfdo y 2yrs 2yrs [ 3yrs | 3yrs| R NA 1350+ | 26sem| 23 | 21 | NA | NA | Yes | Yes 2:1 =
ate U. 20 mos | 16 mos {32 mos{28 mos| O 0 700 {32sem|{ 33 | 33 | 20 18 | No | No 14:5 <
Denver 4-6 qtrs [4-6qtrs| 8-10 | 8-10 (@] 100 300 S2qtr | 49 49 8 6 | Yes | Yes 3:1 3
atrs | qtrs =
- CONNECTICUT ] <
: gbot' h(e:or:\r&%cr:icutt. l 2yrs | 2yrs [ 3yrs | 3yrs | O 20 300 - 31 | 31 | 13 (.13 | Yes |Yes - =3
uther necticul <
State C. 3sems | - |5sems| - o] 0 [300 | 3642 | - [ - | NA|NA|No | - 3:1 3
ISTRICT OF ”
OLUMBIA
Catholic U. of America | 2 yrs 2yrs | 3yrs [ 3yrs| O 0 300 |40sem | 30 | 26 | NA{ NA | No | No 3:1
George Washington U. {12 mos [12mos | 2yrs | 2yrs | O 0 150 | 36sem | - - ~ - No [ No 10:9
LORIDA '
U. of Florida Bqtrs | 6qgtrs - - R=MA. 80 250 60qtr | 46 | 45 10 9 | Yes |Yes 31
. 0O=M.Ed
3EORGIA '
Emory U. 7qtrs | 7qtrs | 7qtrs | 7 qtrs | NA NA 450 72qtr | 10 9 | NA | NA | No | No 32
U. of Georgia 4qtrs. | 4qtrs | 8qtrs j Bgtrs| O 40 300 60 qgtr | 39 38 9 6 | Yes | No 31
LLINOIS
Bradley U. 3 sems |3 sems |4 sems|4 sems| O 150 150 | 36 sem | 11 10 | NA | NA | No | No 1:1
+ sum | + sum
Eastern llinois U. 11 mos - 22 mos| - (0] 125 150 | 34sem | - - NA | NA | No - -
U. of lllinois 2 sems |2 sems |4 sems|4 sems| O 100 150- | 32sem | 101 | 93 | 21 16 | Yes |Yes 32
+ + + + 200
sum sum sum |2 sums
-~ Northern lllincis U. 3sems {3sems | NA NA (0] 80 300 36 27 | 25 11 11 No | No 3:2
: + sum | + sum
Northwestern U. Sqgtrs | 4qirs | 8qtrs | 7qgtrs| O 100 275 | Sp=72 | 104 {103 | 28 | 28 | Yes |Yes 21
s qtr
Aud=
52 gtr
rn Hlinois A
"—Carbondale 12 mos {12 mos |24 mos |24 mos| O 150 | 150 {30sem | - - - - |Yes | No 3:1 ©
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Typical Length of Master's Programs [Thesis Practicum Hours {Hours of Nationa! Examinations Awarded n: ..tj_ﬁ I l
Graduate P
With Undergradusts Without Under-  {(R) Req Academic PSp-och Audiology Conuct;.l:u/ : I
el s el gOnt Under | Grad |Required Speech | Audioi- | Contact Ratio
PROGRAM Audiol- | Speech | ‘Audiol- |[Aveliablel Grad Number |Number |Number [Number | Path | ogy
Path ogy Path ogy [NA) Taking |Passing|Taking |Passing
INDIANA -
tate U. 12 mos |12 mos | 21-24 |24 o 150 150 45 gtr 16 12 8 No | No 7:2
mos
U. 3 sems - 6 sems{ - (0] 100 300 |36 sems| 58 | 56 |13 12 | Yes | Yes 145
Indiana State U. 1ayrs | 1ayrs | 2-2% - o 200 150 | 32sem| - - | NAJ NA | No | No 2:1
yrs
Purdue U. 4sems [4semg | 2yrs | 2yrs | O |0-150 | 150- | 33 sem| - - - - | Yes | Yes 21
300
IOWA _
U. of lowa 15mos |21 mos | 3yrs | 3yrs| O 0 300 | 38sem| 83 | 81 16 | 15 | Yes | Yes 21
U. of Northern lowa | 2 sems + - Jyrs - o 150 150 { 30sem | 23 | 22 |"NA | NA | No | No 3
sum
KANSAS
U. of Kansas 1% yrs tyr 2yrs {1ayrs| O |0-100 | 75- Sp= 36 | 35| 10 | 10 | Yes | Yes 5:3
300 | 36-48 C=3
sem s:
Aud= &
30 sem =
Kansas State U. 3 sems |3 sems |5 sems|{5 sems| O 0 150 | 30sem | 28 | 25 | NA | NA [ No | No 4:1 a
b
LOUISIANA ;
Louisiana State U. 2yrs 2yrs {2y 1 2yrs | O 200 200 [ 36sem | 29 | 29 5 5-1 Yes | Yes 3:1 S
B.S. b=y
15 B.A. Il
Tulane U. 18-24 | 18-24 | 24-30 | 24-30 = 0 vVar | 30-36 | 12 | 12 | NA | NA | No | No 21 2
mos mos mos | mos | M.S. 3
0= =
MAT 2
o
>
2
3sems |3sams | NA NA | O 0 150- | 3040 | 66 | 65 | 13 | 12 | Yes | Yes 3:1 3
+ sum | + sum 300 sem o
N B
MASSACHUSETTS 5
Boston U. 3 sems |4 sems |5 sems|6 sems Sp=0| 50 250 | 33sem| 79 | 70 7 6 | Yes | Yes 2:1 3
. Aud=R R
U. of Massachusetts | 1-1% yrs[1-1%2yrs| 2yrs | 2yrs O | - - |30sem| 28 | 28| 6| 5 |Yes |Yes - 3
3
=]
MICHIGAN .
Centrai Michigan U. tyr+ [1yr+ [2%yrsi2%yrs| O {100+ |300+ | 30sem | - - - - No | No 4:1
sum sum
Eastemn Michigan U. tyr NA 2yrs | NA o] - 300 {30sem| - - | NA | NA | No | No 31
U. of Michigan 3 3 5 5 (o] 0 10hrs| 30 sem | - - - - | Yes | Yes 3:1
terms | terms | terms | terms wk
Michigan State U. 12 mos {12 mos [24 mos{24 mos| O - 150 45qtr { 67 | 60 | 24 | 21 | Yes | Yes 31
Northen Michigan U. 2yrs - 2Y%ayrs| - o] 100 200 | 32 sem 9 9 | NA | NA | No - 31
+ plus 8
-12
intern
sem hrs
Wayne State U. 1yr+ - 2yrs - 200 {150+ | 48qgtr | 36 | 33 | NA | NA | Yes | No 2:1
{Speech)
Wayne State U. 7qtrs | 7qtrs |7 qtrs| 7 qtrs 0 16~ 54 gtr | NA | NA - - No |Yes 1:1-
(Audiology) 2yrs 20 hrs/ 4:1
wk
Westam Michigan U. 1yr 1yr 2yrs | 2yrs | O Var 150 | 35sem | - - - - No | No 32
MINNESOTA-
U. of Minnesota 2yrs 12%yrs | 2yrs |2%yrs| O 0 300 | 60-75 - - NA | NA |Yes |Yes 11
qtr
Sqtrs | 5gtrs [8qtrs 89qtrs| O 200 150 |34sem | 29 | 22 | 13 11 | Yes |Yes 3:1 o
okt
£ A2
u’.&.@
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Typical Length of Master's Programs Thesis Practicum Hours  {Hours of Nationai Examinations Awarded in;
Graduate cht#m' ¥
With Undergracuate Without Under-  |(R) Req Academic Speech Audiology Contact B T F
Major graduate Major  [(O) Opt Cradit Pathology Supervissd
Not Under Grad |Required hi Audiol- | Contact Ratio -
PROGRAM Speech Audiol- Speech | Audiol- |Avaablej Grad Number [Number [Number INumber | Path ogy
Path ogy Path ogy |(NA) Taking |Passing|Taking [Passing
MI URI
al Missouri 12 mos | 12 mos | 18 mos|18 mosl 120~ | 150+ | 32 sem| - - NA | NA | No [ No 41
te U. 160
Missouri- 2 sems | 2 sems | 4 sems |4 sems| 100 | 150+ | 30sem| - - NA | NA | No | Yes 21
Columbia + + + +
1sum | 1sum | 2sum |2 sum
Northeast Missouri
State U. 1yr NA 2yrs | NA o 200 { 300 {32sem{ 22 | 19| NA| NA | No | No -
St Louis U. 1Ve- 1Y 3yrs [ 3yrs| O 150 150 | Sp/A=| 32 | 29 8 4 | No | No 6:1
2yrs 2yrs 30 sem
Lrng
: Dis=36
Central Institute for 2acad | 2 acad | 2 acad |2 acad] O NA 325 | 33sem| 16 16 9 6 | No | Yes 31
the Deaf-Washington U. yrs yrs yrs
MONTANA
U. of Montana 2 2 3 3 | O | 0 | 150 | 45qr | 15 | 14 | NA | NA | No | No <R Q
NEW MEXICO <
U. of New Mexico 1Yayrs | 1V2yrs | 2yrs | 2yrs | O - 300 [32sem| 30 | 29 { NA| NA | No | No 21~ =
31 o
54
NEW YORK =~
Adelphi U. iyr 1yr | 2yrs | 2yrs | O 150 | 200 [ 33sem| 31 | 24 | NA| NA | No | No - =
+ + + + <
2sum | 2 sum | 2 sum |2 sum o
Brookiyn C.-City &
U. of New York 2yrs 2yrs | 4yrs {4yrs | O 0 300 |39 sem| - - - - No | No 2:1 2
City C.~City U. 3sem | 3sem | 45 4-5 o 125 300 33 6- 51 NA | NA | - - 31 b
of New York sem | sem 2
Wistra U. 2sem | 2sems|6sems|6semgd O | 30 | 150 | 30- | 38| 27| 7| 6| - | - 43 =
+ sum | + sum 33 sem 3
Hunter C.—City =
U. of New York 2yrs 2yrs | 3yrs | 3yrs | Rfor {45 Sp| 150 | A&S= 27 1 22 11 8 | Yes| Yes 1:1 T
A & S |45 Aud 30 sem =
Q for Teach z
Teach Ed = =
Ed. 36 sem =
Quoona C.-City =
U. of New York 3sems | 3 sams |5 sems)5 sems] Q 0 300 | 37sem| - - - - No | No 1:1 h
State U, C.
at Geneseo tyr tyr |[2%yrsi2Vayrs| O 80 150 | 33 sem| 40 34 | NA| NA | No | No 311
Teachers C., Tacad | tacad | 1%-2 | 1%-2| O - 200- | 40sem| 121 | 109 21 20 | Yes | Yes 2:1
Columbia U. yr + yr + | acad yr{acad yn 300
sum sum | + sum| + sum
NORTH DAKOTA
Minot State C. 4qtrs | 4qtrs | Bgtrs | 8qtrs| O 200 150 45qtr | 25| 20 | NA|{ NA | No | No -
OHIO
Case Western 12mos | 12mos| 1% | 1% o - 300 | 27sem| 46 | 44 8 8 | Yes| Yes 31
Reserve U. 2yrs | 2yrs . ;
Cleveland State U. 12 mos | 12 mos |24 mos{24 mos| O 100 200 53 qtr 9 7] NA| NA| No | No 21
Ker)t State U. 4 qgtrs 4 gtrs NA NA O 150 175 48 qtr Yes | Yes 5:1
Ohio State U. 4-5 4-5 6-7 6-7 R 0 300 45 qgtr - - NA | NA | Yes | Yes -
. gtrs qtrs qtrs qtrs
Ohio U. 1yr 1yr 2yrs 1 2yrs | O var 300 | S2qtrs| - - - - | Yes | Yes -
OKLAHOMA
U, _o? Oklahoma 12-2yrs| 1n 2yrs [ 2yrs | O NA 300 | 32sem| 40 | 40 9 9 | Yes | Yes 17:10
Phillips U. 3 sems | 3 sems |4 sems|4 sems| O 200 200 | 38 sem 5 5§ NA| NA | No | No 1:1
+ + + +
1sum | 1sum |2 sums|{2 sums
2yrs 2yrs | 3yrs | 3yrs | O 0 150- | 48qtr | 22 | 22 | NA | NA [ No | No 3:1 &
300 &

)na
ot

w
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Typical Langh o Mesters Programe _[Thesls | Prackcum Hours|Hours of e Practcum /0/]'
With Undergraduate Without Under-  |(R) Req Academic Pm Audiology Supervised
Makx il % Under | Grag g(::'aiod SMPm Audicl- | Contact Ratio
! y Number | Number| Nt Number ogy |
Procuu A G R ks e i
ANSYLVANIA 741 721 12| 10 | Yes | Yes 41
: 2 2ytrs | O 250 | 300 | 36-40
ania State U. 1yr 1yr yrs yr it v Vos .
of Pittsburgh 2§ 36 | 2yrs | 2yrs | var 0 | 400 var 38 | 36 6 6 | Yes | Ye :
| Temple U 173: tze';': 2-2% | 2-2n| O 0| 300 | 36sem| 73| 68| 30 | 27 | Yes | Yes 21
2yrs yrs | yrs
N
souH JAKOTA 1acad | 2acad [2acad|2acad] O | 0| 300 |32sem| 22| 20 | NA| NA [ No | No | 3
+ yrs | yrs +
Dakota 1Yl’m yrs 3
TENNESSEE 31 9 8 | Yes | Yes 21
Memphis State U, 3-4 sems3-4 sems! 2yrs | 2yrs | O - 1%1:3 36 sem | 34 ) . ?
- = - - | Yes es - =
U. of Tennessee 4-5 qtrs | 5-8 qirs [8-9 qirs|8-9 qtry O ;gg' 15 | Ban a
A o
12mos [ 12mos | 18-24 | 18-24| O NA | 300 {30sem| 51 | 46 { 31 | 28 | Yes | Yes 3 )
mos | mos g:)
a.
. NA | NA | No | No 41 2
sems - +yrs| - O |200 | 150 | 36sem| 41 | 40 ‘ s
:132 mos - 32—2'y/: - O (100 | 150 | 36sem| 35 | 32 | NA| NA | No | No 21 Sy
™
" + 1 sum yrs 40 10 10 No No 4:1 A
4 24 mos| O - 150 | 36 sem | 41 ; =
Southemn Methodist U. }gm 12r.nos ;m m 5 560 150 | 36 sem | - - I NAI NA | No | No 11 g
. 7 | Yes | Yes 31 )
U. of Texas-Austin 2yrs | 2yrs | 3yrs | 3yrs | O 150 | 150 | 30sem| 22 | 21 | 8 3
2
L)
~
1ayr | 1%yr 2yrs [ 2yrs|{ O 300 800 | 34 sem| -~ - - - No | No 4:1 f.i_
ayr | 1vyr 2yrs | 2yrs| O 50 300 45 qtr 15 15 6 § | Yes { Yes 14:5 §
Utah State U, dqs | 4qrs | 8aqrs|8qrs| O | 80 | 220 | a5+ | _ | _ -1 - | No | No 2:1- 3
qtr 3:1 =
B
VIRGINIA . §
U. of Virginia 1yr Ay 2yrs | 2yrs M.Q.a 25-50 | 150- | 36 sem| 80 | 75 13 12 | Yes | Yes 3:1 °
300
M.Ed=
-l O
WASHINGTON
U. of Washington Sqtrs | S5qtrs | 2 y's | 2yrs| O 50-100 2250%- 45 qtr - - - - | Yes | Yes 3:1
Washington State U, 2+ s:"nr: - NA :.1 sems| NA (o] 150 150 | 30 sem 7 6 NA| NA | No | No ~
sum
WISCONSIN :
Marquette U. 2 s:ms + NA 12 sems] NA 0 0 150 | 30sem; 40 | 32 | NA | NA No | No 4:1
um + sum
U. of Wisconsin- 12 yr 2yrs 2V yrs|2v, yrs| O 0 200 | 30sem | - - - - | Yes | Yes 2:1
Madison
u. hgifhxljfgzsin- 12 mos NA 3yrs NA O 150 150 1 30sem| 32 | 30 | NA | NA No ! No 26:1
U.Sotfev V\éi::o;;irr"nt- 2 szms 2sems 2V yrs| 2yrs | O 150 150 | Aud= | 23 | 20 9 9 | No | No 3:1
+ 30 sem
2 sums | 2 sums Sp=
P
37 sem
NYOMING
U. of Wyoming 2yrs | 2yrs [3yrs [3yrs | O | 150 150 | 30 sem | 11 S| NA| NA | No | No 3:1
)
911
£ 1
@i




SUPPLEMENTARY PROGRAM INFORMATION FOR NONACCREDITED PROGRAM% XHIBIT F

Minimum Required Record of Graduates on Doctoral Degrees
Typical Length of Master's Programs Thesis Practicum Hours |Hours of National Examinations Awarded In:
Graduate Practicum
With Undergraduate Without Under-  {(R) Req Academic Spaech Audiology Contact Hour!
Magor graduate Major  |{O) Opt Credit Pathology Supervised
Not Under Grad |Required Speech | Audiol- | Contact Ratio
Speech Audiol- Speech { Audiol- |Available | Grad Numbaer |Number|Number [Number | Path ogy
Path ogy Path ogy |(NA) Taking {PassingjTaking |Passing
U. of Montevallo 4sems | 2yrs |6sems| 2yrs | O 200 150 | 36sem| NA | NA| NA| NA | - - 72
2 sems | 2 sems | 60 sem|60 sem| O - - 30sem| NA| NA| NA| NA | No | No 31
+ + hr hr +6
1sum | 1 sum sem hrs
pract
18 mos - 30 mos| - (0] 200 150 | 36sem| NA| NA| NA | NA | No | No 4:1
12 ~ - 3yrs - O 90 210 36 6 5|1 NA|[ NA | No | No 31
C.-Stanislaus 2yrs
alifornia State 4-5 4-5 8-10 | 8-10 (0] 125 | 250- | 45qtr - - - - No | No 4:1
U.-Los Angeles qtrs qtrs qtrs atrs | 300
3 sems NA [ 7 sems| NA (0] 40 260 36-46 | NA | NA| NA | NA | No | No 4:1
2yrs 2yrs | 3-3% | 332 O 150 150 | 30 sem - - - - No | No Therapy
yrs yrs 3:1-4:1
Diagnosis
1:1-3:2
2-3 2-3 2V 2%- o} 150 150 | 30sem| 29 | 28 | NA | NA | No | No 31
sem sem 3yrs | 3yrs
1%2-2 1%2-2 | 3%-4 | 3%z2-4 70 180 | 26sem| - - NA | NA | No | No -
U.-Sacramento yrs yrs yrs yrs
- Chapman C. 2yrs - 3yrs - o 225 150 | 37 sem| - - NA | NA [ No | No 8:1
ldt State U. 4 gtrs - 2% yr - (0] 100 200 48 qtr - - NA | NA| No | No -
La Verne C. 2-3 - 2-3 sum| - R 250 150 [ 32sem| NA| NA| NA| NA| No | No 3:1-4:2
E sums +
) 3 sems
Loma Linda U. 4 gtrs 4qtrs | 8qtrs | Batrs| O .0 150 | 48 qtrs| NA| NAJ NA| NA| No [ No 3:1
U. of Redlands 1Vayrs [ 1%2yrs | 2%2 yrs|2V2yrsf O  10-150 | 150- [ 34 sem| ~ - NA | NA| No | No 3:1
300
U. of Southern 1yr = 2yrs - - - | 28 units| 41 | 40 8 7| Yes | No -
California
ZOLORADO
Adams State C. 4 qtrs - 2yrs | - O |100 | 200 | 45qtr | NA| NA| NA| NA| No | No 20:1
U. of Northern 4-5 5 qtrs 10 10 NA | 100 | 300-| S55qtr{ 15| 15 5 5 Yes | Yes | Sp:3:1
Colorado qtrs qtrs qtrs 500 Aud: 1:1
JISTRICT OF
- .SOLUMBIA .
Federal City C. 1-1% yr - 2yrs | - O |125 | 300 | 54qtr 6 3] NA| NA| No | No 15:7
Gallaudet C. NA 2yrs - NA NA NA 320 | 42sem| NA | NA | 16 14 | No | No -
*LORIDA
Florida State U. 4-5qtrs | 4-5qtrs | 10 gtrs |10 qtrs{ O 75-100| 200- | 48 qtr 45 45 11 9 | Yes | Yes 4:1
. 225
U. of Miami 12-18 - 2-2'2 - MA.=R 150 150 3537 | NA| NA| NA T NA | No | No 1
mos yrs M.Ed=
o
U. of South 1yr 1yr 2yrs | 2yrs | O NA 300 | 45qtr | 59 | S1 6 5| No | No 31
Florida
HAWAIll
U. of Hawaii 3sems | 3sems {34 yrs {34 yrs| O - 150+ | 44 sem| 21 20 | NA| NA | No | No 3:1
+ sum | + sum
State U. 1% sems|1Yz sems|4 sems |4 sems| O 150 150 | 30 sem 7 5 8 6 | No | No 3
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Minimum Required Record of Graduates on Doctoral Degrees )
Typical Length of Master's Programs Thesis Practicum Hours ;‘o:; ao:a National Examinations Awarded in: P'm (o]
Gr.
With Undergraduate Without Under-  |(R) Req Academic Speech Audiology ] cs:sgtm ks 'H | B T
il sl (:;)(Opt Under Grad S';dl;:red Fe Speech | Audiol- | Contact Ratio
Speec Audiol- Audiol- |Avail Grad Number INumber | Number Number Path ogy
PROGRAM Pathh ogy Path ogy |(NA) ‘ Taking |Passing{Taking |Passing
4 :
ors State U. 12 yrs - 2% yrs| - o] 0 150 | 32sem| NA | NA | NA} NA rrjg :2 :5; .
| State U. 34 34 4-5 4-5 (o] 150 150 | 32 sem - - - - X
sems sems | sems | sems or0 _
Southern lilinois U.- 4qtrs | 4qtrs | 9qtrs {9grs| O 200 150 48qtr | NA| NA| NA| NA | No | No 31
Edwardsville ‘
Western lllinois U. 1yr 1yr 2yrs | 2yrs | O 150 150 52 qtr 11 9| NA| NA | No | No 14:5
1yr NA [2yrs +{ NA 0] 100 200- | 32sem| NA | NA| NA| NA | No | No 1582
300
Wichita State U 1-1% yrs|1-1vayrs| 2yrs | 2yrs 100 200 35 - - - - | Yes | Yes 31
{ENTUCKY .
U. of Kentucky 3-4 sems| NA NA NA O | 150+ | 150 { 30sem| - - :lA\ m: m :jg g:“l
U. of Louisville 3 sems | 3 sems |5 sems |5 sems| O 13%%— 33-60 | 10 9 : a
sem &
Murray State U 12 mos - 2yrs - (o] 175 200 | 30sem| 15 | 11 | NA | NA | No | No 3:1 %_
<
LOUISIANA i
Louisiana Tech. U. 5 qgtrs - 7 gtrs - o} 200 200 { 33sem| NA | NA :l‘: m zg N.o 53.2 E\
Northwestern State 12 mos - 24 mos| - NR | 100 | 200- | 39-45 14 g | | g
U. of Louisiana 350 sem a b | wd s L me | e » :
U. of Southwestern 18 mos NA [2%yrs! - o] EZ‘;)O 200 { 30sem| N 1 2
Louisiana (Educ)
175 | (LA) gz
AINE 3
M _ 2
- U. of Maine~ 12 mos - 24 mos| - o 100 200 | 30 sem 5 5| NA | NA | No - 8:3 g
Orono -
LAND g
¥ Hoplang U, = I I - - | 400 | 2yrs | NA| NA| NA| NA| Yas | Yes 1:1 z
resid =
Loyola C. tacadyq - |2acad| - | O | 100-| 150-| 36sem| - | -| - | - | No | No 3:1- 3
+ sum yr+ 1 on 150 300 41 o
2 sums 3
Towson State C. equiv of | equiv of | 2-3 yrs [2-3 yrs| NA - 150 | 36sem| NA| NA| NA| NA| No | No - =
3 sems | 3 sems ;:,
=
MASSACHUSETTS » 5
Emerson C. teyrs| - |22%| - | R | open| 300 | 39sem| - | - | NA| NA | No | No | tstyr= E
. yrs . 11
2nd =
43
Northeastern U. 4-6 qtrs | -8 qtrs | 8-10 | 8-10 O [Nomin| 150-| 48qtr | 59 | 46 10 71 No | No 21
qtrs qtrs req 300
MINNESOTA
Mankato State C. 2yrs NA 4 yrs NA o} 150 150 S4qtr | NA| NA| NA| NA | No | No 3:2
U. of Minnesota- 1yr - 2Ya yrs - NR | 200+ | 44 qtr NA NA| NA| NA| No | No 5:2
Duluth
Moorhead State C. | tyr+ | - [2yrs+| - | O | 200 | 150 | 45qr | NA| NA| NA| NA | No | No 7:2
1 or 2 adj 20r3
sums adj
sums
- St. Cloud State C. acad yr +| - 2yrs - o] 100 | 200 | 45-48 9 8| NA| NA | No | No 31
2 sums
MISSISSIPPI
U. of Mississippi 12 mos | 12 mos {24 mos 24 mos| O 150 200 | 36sem| - - NA | NA | No | No 41
Mississippi U. 1 acad NA 2acad| NA (o] 150 150 | 30 sem - - NA | NA | No - 3:1
for Women yr + yr +
\ 1 sum sum
URI '
utheast Missouri 12 mos - 18mos| - 0 200 150 | 32 sem 5 21 NA | NA - - 41 =
State U. =
F e,
2id

E
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Minimuim Required » RNooord of Ef:xamatas on oo:wal Do?roes
‘s P T .| P m Hours |Howrs of ationai Examinations warded In:
Typecal Langth of Master's Programs hewns actcu g d B E mﬂi I
With Undergraduate Without Under- | (R) Req Academic Speech Audiology Contact 8 T
Mayor oraduste Maor  1(O) Opt Credit Pathology | Supervised
Not Under | Grad |Required Speach | Audiol- | Contact Rato
PROGRAM Speech Audoi- | Speech | Aucil- [Avaslable | Grad Number [Number [Humber (Number| Path | ogy
Ftn ogy Fath ogy (A Taung {Passng [Taking [Passing
E KA
U. of Nebraska— 1yr 1yr 2yrs | 2yrs O 150 150 | 36 sem | 45 44 8 8 | Yes | Yes -
Lincoin
| A
%Y?Nevada 3-4 sems - 2yrs - o 150 150 j32sems| NA | NA | NA | NA | No | No -
{EW JERSEY
Douglass C. of 12 mos - |24 mos| - NR | 100 [100+| 33sem| - - | NA| NA | No | - 11
Rutgers U. ’
Kean C. 33 sem |33 sem |54 semi54 sem| R 150 200 | 33sem| NA | NA | NA| NA | No | No 72
“hrs+ |hrs+ | hrs | hrs
clin hrs | clin hrs
Montclair State C. 2sems |2sems| 34 3-4 NA | 200 300 | 37sem | - - NA | NA | No | No 1:1
. + + sems | sems
2 sums |2 sums ]
Seton Hall U. tyr | 1ty | 2yrs f2ys| O | -~ 300 | 3869 | 13| 11 | 12 | 10 | No | No i
+ sum |+ sum | +sum |+ sum
Trenton State C. 1yr 2yrs :
FT FT
2yrs - 3yrs - |0 150 Var { 30sem | NA | NA | NA | NA | No | No 2:1
PT PT
William Paterson C. 36 sem 36 sem |51 sem 51 sem 150 150 [ 3Bsem | 12 10 { NA | NA | No | No 3:1
hr hr hr hr or
300
NEW MEXICO
New Mexico State U. | 1¥ayrs {1%eyrs | 2yrs [2yrs | O [160 | 350 36 - | =] =-1- |No [No 41
U PRI WA Tl it s ;s - -
ORK
C.W. Post Center 1yr 1yr | 1%ayrsi1v2yrs| O - - 36sem| - - NA| NA| No | No 4:1
of Long Isiand U. FT FT
City U. of
New York (DOCTORAL PROGRAM ONLY) Yes | Yes NA
Herbert H. Lehman C. | 1%2yrs | 1% yrs | 21z yrs| 22 yrs; O 0 0 33 sem 7 5| NA| NA| No | No -
Ithaca C. 12 mos | 12 mos| var. var. (0] 150 150 | 30 sem| 22 15 13 9] No | No 31
Nazareth C. of 3yrs - 8 sems| - NA 110 - 30sem| NA! NA| NA| NA| No | No 5:1
Rochester
State U. of New York | 12 mos ~ 2yrs - O [75-150 {150+ ]| 30sem| NA| NA | NA| NA| No | No 4:1
C. - Buffalo
State U. of 2 sems - 2yrs - e} 64 64 | 31sem| 20| 14 | NA| NA| No | No 1:.07
New York - Albany |+ 1 sum
State U. of New 2yrs 2yrs | 3yrs | 3yrs | O 0 | 150-| 48sem| NA| NA | NA| NA | Yes | Yes 3:1
York - Buffalo 300
State U. of New 10-12 - 2V2 yrs - NR | 285 225 | 30sem| NA| NA| NA| NA| No | No 9:2
York C. - Fredonia mos
New York U. J sems | 3 sems | 5 sems|5 sems| NR - 150- | 34 sem| - - - - | Yes | Yes %1
300
C. of St. Rose 1yr+ - 2yrs +| - 140 160 36 - - NA | NA| No | No
2 sums 1 sum
Syracuse U. 2sem |2 sems|4 sems|4 sems| O 0 [150-| 30sem| 35 31 11 9 | Yes | Yes 3:1
+ + + + 300
1sum | 1sum |2 sums|2 sums
NORTH CAROLINA
Appalachian State U. 1yr 0 2yrs | 0O O 200 | 200 | 36sem| NA| NA| NA| NA| No | No 2:1
East Carolina U. 12-15 | 1215 | 2yrs | 2yrs | R 200 | 175 | 45-48 9 9 | NA| NA| No | No 53
- mos mos qtrs
U. of North 12 mos |12 mos | 24 mos|24 mos{ R - 300 | 30sem | - - NA | NA| No | No 3:1
Carolina—Chapel Hiil
i of North 3 sems |3 sems 5-6 5-6 (¢} 125 175 | 33sem | 16 15 NA | NA | No No 5:1
arolina-Greensboro sems | sems
stern Carolina U, 1yr+ - 2yrs - o} 150 [ 150- | 45qtr | NA | NA | NA | NA| No | No 2:1-
175 53
£
w ¥
M




Minimum Required| Record of Graduales on Jo0CTR @ vogr E—
Typical Length of Master's Programs Thesis Practicum Hours  {Hours of National Examinations Awarded tn: :
Graduate Practicum
With Undergraduate Without Under-  {(R) Req Academic Speech Audiclogy Conlactszu}
Major graduate Major (O) Opt Credit Pathology ! Supervt /7,
Not Under Grad |Required Speach | Audiol- { Contact Ratio / B
PROGRAM Speech | Audiol | Speech | Audiol- |Avalable| Grad Number |Number [Number|Number | Path | ogy / b
Path ogy Path ogy [(NA) , Taking |Passing{Taking [Passing _ F
0 AKOTA
orth Avayrs | 1Vayrs | 22 yrS 2v,yrs] R 150 150 30+ 11 11 6 5] No { No 14:5
ta sem
= JHIO
U. of Akron 1y yrs | 12 yrs | 2 yrs+| 2 yrs+ o 100 0 57+ 10| 10 | NA| NA | No | No -
Bowling Green State Uj 4 qlrs 4qtrs | 8qtrs| 8qtrs 0] 60 150 50 qtr | 37 35 8 6 | Yes | Yes 2:1
U. of Cincinnati 6qirs | 6qtrs | 8atrs | 8ats (0] 50 300 a8qr | 23| 28 14 10 | Yes | Yes 3:1
Miami U. 12mos H - 3yrs +| - 0 150 150 45 - -~ | NA} NA | No | No 2:1
KLAHOMA
Northeastern State C. | 1v2-2 yrs| NA 2v2yrs| - O | 150- | 150 | 32sem| NA NA| NA| NA | No | No 1:1
200 ’
Oklahoma State U. 4 terms - 6 terms| - O 1150+ | 200- { 38sem| - - I NA| NA | No | No 4:1
incl sum | incl sum 300
U. of Tulsa 18 mos | 18mos| 3yrs | 3yrs Sp=0] 450 500 | 32sem| - - - - No | No 4:1
A=R Q
OREGON &
Oregon C. of 4 terms | 4 terms | 7 terms|7 term O |open | 200- | 45atr 23 | 22 9 7 | No | No 3t g
Education 300 ~
U. of Oregon 2yrs 2yrs [2yrs +j2yrs + e} - 300 51 gtr - - NA | NA | Yes | Yes 5:1 3
PENNSYLVANIA : z
Bloomsburg State C. | 12 mos | 12 mos |24 mos 24mos| O | 300- | 150 | 30sem| 23 21 7 5 | No | No 31 =
400 !
California State C. 1yr NA 2yrs | NA (o) 275 | 150- 36 - - NA | NA | No | No 5:1 =
200 S
Clarion State C. 12 mos - 24 mos! - 0 150 150 | 30sem| 22 | 14 | NA NA | No | No 2:1 !‘}_
Indiana U. of 12 mos 0 2yrs + 0 R |60-80 | 150 | 30 sem NA | NA | NA I NA No - 31 ':_::
Pennsyivania 2 sums
. of Rhode Island 2yrs 2
yrs [2yrs +[2yrs +| O - 00 ‘ -
sums | sums 3 39sem| 12 | 11 | NA| NA | No | No 1:1 §
50ng1-| CAROLINA S
uth Carolina 2 sems +| - 2
y State C. 1sum | 2yrs | - | O | 200 | 175 | 36sem| NA [ NA | NA | NA | No | No 34 3
- of South ayrs | 1% ) =
Carolina & yrs| 2yrs [2yrs | R | - | 300 | 4563 | 12 | 12 | NA| NA | No | No 34 2
Winthrop C. 11 _ sem : ~
V2 yrs 1eyrs| - [ NA | - 200 | 36sem| NA | NA | NA | NA | No | No 5.4 3
TENNESSEE ' 3
East Tennessee 1 1 ) 3
State U. . yo | 2ys {2ys| R | 200 | 150 | 45qr | NA | NA | NA | NA | No | No 219 A
Tennessee 12 mos = y ’
State U. amps) - | B [0 2222- 45sem | NA | NA | NA | NA | No | No -
TEXAS
Abilene 1% yrs _
Christian C. y 2yrs = (0] 200 200 | 36sem | NA | NA | NA | NA | No | No 1:1
Baylor U. 3 sems | 3 sem:
East Texas 12 m = s [6 semsi6sems] O | 200 | 200 | 36 sem 9 7 | NA | NA | No | No 30
0S 18 mos| - O | 200 d
State U. 150 | 36sem | NA | NA | NA [ NA | No | No 92
Lamar U. 12mos |12 m '
0s |24 mos |24 mos| O 200
North Texas 12 200 | 30-36 7 6 | NA | NA | No | - 4:1
s 1| mos | 12 mos |24 mos|{24 mos| O 200 150 | 42sem | - - = - | No | No 3:1
Texas 1yr+ 2 2 :
Christian U. sums 1ysr3 ": - o 125 150 [ 36sem| 18 | 18 | NA | NA { No | No 5:1
Texas Tech U. 1 1 2+ 24 o li10o- | 100- |23
acad | acad | acad | acad 200 | 200 sem| - | - | - | - [ No |No 4:1
yr+ yr + yrs yrs
A Te 2 sums | 2 sums
St xas- 12mos | 12
%l Paso mos |24 mos |24 mos| O 150 200 | 36sem | NA | NA | NA | NA | No | No P
“ixas Woman's U. 3 sems - 4
i sems (0] 400 150 - - - NA | NA | No | No 5:2
VERMONT
U. of Vermont b sems +| N :
A 3 ot
5 sums 2 yrs NA R lvaries | 300 [30sem | - - NA | NA | No | No 3:2 o




Minimum Required

Record of Graduates on

Doctoral Degrees

Typicat Length of Master's Programs Thesis Practicum Hours  [Hours of National Examinations Awarded in:
porms Graduate Practicum
With Undergraduate Without Under- | (R) Req Academic Speech Audiology Condact Hour/
Major graduate Major {(O) Opt Credit Pathology Supervised
Not Under Grad {Required Speech | Audiol- | Contact Rato
PROGRAM Speech Audioi- Speech | Audiol- {Available | Grad Number [Number [NumberfNumbar{ Path ogy
Path ogy Path ogy |(NA) Taking [Passing|Taking |Passing
VIRGINIA ‘
Old Dominion U. 33-36 - 45-50 - (e] 250 250 3336 | NA| NA| NA| NA| No | No -
- hrs hrs sem
& WASHINGTON
i Central Washington 4-6 qtrs = 9-12 - 125 60 | 45qtr [ NA | NA | NA| NA| No | No 31
State C. qtrs
Eastern Washington 4 qtrs - 7 qurs - 250 150 45 qgtr 16 16 { NA| NA | No | No 31
State C.
Western Washington Sqtrs | Sqtrs | 7qtrs | 7 gqtrs 50 150 | 48qtr | NA | NA | NA| NA | No | No 31
State C.
WEST VIRGINIA
Marshall U. 12 mos =3 24 mos| - 200 150 | 36 sem| - - NA | NA | No | No 13:10-
' 3:1
West Virginia U. 12 yrs [ 1Y2yrs | 2% yrs |2V2 yrs 200 150 | 36sem| - - - - No | No 21
0
WISCONSIN . 7 s
U. of Wisconsin- 2sems |2sems| 2yrs = (o) 125 175 | 30sem| - - | NA| NA | No | No 31 =
Eau Claire - + -
sum sum =
U. of Wisconsin— 12 mos | 12 mos | 24 mos {12 mos 150 150 | 30sem| NA | NA | NA | NA | No ‘| No A-5:3 L:
Oshkosh Sp-2:1 g
U. of Wisconsin- 2 sems + - 1V - 150- 150 | 30sem| NA | NA | NA| NA | No | No 15:1 s
Whitewater sum 2yrs 200 =
CANADA g
McGill U. 2 yrs 2yrs | 2yrs | 2yrs = 116 | 60sem| - - | NA| NA | Yes |Yes varies &
days =
Montreal U. tyr+ | 1yr+ NA NA 270 540 21 cr NA | NA{ NA | NA | No | No = §
thesis | thesis hrs hrs =
n
Se
T

|
|
|
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- Exhibit G

1979 REGULAR SESSION (60TH)

: nTA? m 5 Senate N veoas .
‘SEI.IBLY ACTION SENATE ACTION AMENDMENT BLAWK
Adopted | Adopted 1| AMENDMENTS to Senate
Lost 1| Lost | 231  Fedak
Date: Date: Bill No. Resodatien=l>,
Initial: Initial: 5L-gul
Concurred in 0| Concurred in [J! BDR -

Not concurred in [J| Not concurredin [J .
Date : Dates . - _ Proposed by Committee on Commerce and
Initial: Initial: -

. Labor

Amentment N(.) ] 185

Amend section 1, page 1, line 2, by deleting "34," and inserting
"32,".

Amend section 9, page 2, lines 16 and 17, by deleting "the

. University of Nevada,".

Amend the bill as a whole by deleting section lO‘and renumbering
sections 11 through 17 as sections 10 through 16;

Amend section 11, page 2, line 41, by deleting "and of" and
inserting "or of".

Amend section 1#, page 3, by deleting lines 11 through 13 and
insertiﬁg:

"Sec. 13. Members of the board are not entitled to receive
compensation for seivice as members, but are entitled to receive
the subsistence allowance and-travel expenses provided by law.".

Amend the bill as a whole by deleting section 18 and renumbering

~sections 19 through 35 as sections 17 through 33.

‘Iia: E & E

LCB File .
urnal—" 218
ngrossment Can_ : .

Bill Date_ 228777 Drafted by Doo iRl




EXHIBIT §

. Amendment No, 185 wo_ Senate  gyi1Ro. 231 (gpr 287844 ) page 2

amend section 21, page 4, lines 17 and 18, by deleting
"July 1, 1980.">and inserting "December 31, 1979;".

Amend section 21, page 4, line 21 by deleting ﬁhe period and
inserting "; and".

Amend section 27, page 5, by deleting lines 18 through 31
and inserting:

"1. Unprofessional conduct.

2. Conviction of:

(a) A violation of any federal or state law regarding the
‘ possession, distribution or use of any controlled substance as

defined in chapter 453 of NRS or dangerous drug as defined in

chapter U454 of NRS;

(b) A felony; ox

(c) Any offense involving moral turpitude.

3. Suspension or revocation of a license to practice audiology
or speech pathology by any other jurisdiction.

L. Gross or repeated malgractice.

5. Professional incompetence.".

ra
"‘x.ii
AS Form 1b  (Amendment Blank) 2437




Exhibit H

¢

POSITICY DPRPER CF
MEVADA STATS BOASD CF DXAMDNERS IN IPTOVETTY
e
SEMATE BIIT 172

The Navada Stats 3card of Sxeminers in Cptoretxy is in opposi-

. ticn to proposed revisions of the dispensing otpicians law (NRS 637 et
seq.) for the following reasons: -

1. On page 1, line 7, the change of designation of "dispensing
optician” to "cpthalmic dispenser” is unnecessary. The use of the
initials "0.D." which might be used to descrike cpthalmic dispenser
would pe confused with the degrese of Dector of Cotomeory, whizh also
uses the initials "O.D."; hence a grcblem of Identificaticn hetwesn 2
dispensing optician and a "D.0." would exist.

2. npage 1, line 12, (designatsd Section 1, Subsecticn 3)
which defines "cpthalmic dispensing" and contirmued thrcugh zage 2,
lires 1 through 11 — this is, in ‘he cpinion of the Scard, entirely
uncalled for, misleading, and not in the hest intarast of <he public.
Specifically, we call your attsnticn to line 18, (page 1) through line
21, in which the defirition calls for "prescription znalvsis and inter-
pretation," (designatsd as subsection a) at line 21 — it is the cpinicn
of the Board that thera is no analysis and/cr intsrprataticn of an
cpthalmic prascripticn. ’Ihé orascripticn as desighated oy the pra-
scribing doctor leaves no roam for intarpretaticn. The cpthalmic pre-
scripticn is no diffarant then a prescrigticn writtsn tv a licensed
physicien to curs an illness which is fillsd by a pharmacist.

3. On page 2, lines 1-3, (desigratad as subsection b) the -
wording "or lens forms best suited to the wearer's nzeds," — there is
cnce again allcwance for the perszan filling the prescripticns to chance

the prescription in scre manner as ocpcsed o the intent of the prescriber.

** 4, The Bcard cbiects to the srincipal address of tha board
of dispensing cpticians EJ: the place of business of the secratary as
oprosaed to an officz in the Stacas capicol.

5. Cn page 3, linas 19 through 50, the sudject of licensurs,
(Cesignated as Section 6, subsecticn S(a)) — w2 s2= no resascn o

Cf"""":' e ot ]V. Salan? £ing "i calerdar” vears znd ingartd bgiad e WCrds

o
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EXHIBIT H _.

"3 vears' full-time employment in an cpiical establistmenct whers pre-
scr:'.pﬁons for [opzical jlasses] scectacles or contact lenses" are
£illed.

6. On page 3, line 31, we ask that the wording be changed
fram "under the direct supervisicn of a licensed opthalmic dispenser” to
"undsr the immediate dirsct personal supervision of a...”

7. Cn page 3, lines 37 through 50 — we cbject to the waiver
of examination of an applicant for licensure as an cpthalmic dispenser.

8. Cn page 3, line 42 (designated as Sacticn 7, subsection 3)
— wa ask that the bcard re racuirsd to keep all examinaticn cagers of
all applicants for a pericd of Zive (3) years, nct just those who failed
to cbtain a grads of less then 73% cn any examinaticn.

9. Cn page 4, lires 7 through 12, (designated as Section 9,
subsecticn 1) — this again concarns the erployment of persens designatad
as an "apprentice." It is the cpinien .of the Board that the wording is
not specific nor does it cover the duties and respensikilities of the
"aperentice" or his supervisor.

10. ©On page 4, limes 27, 23 and 29, (dasignatad as Secticn 9, .
subsection 5) —— The Beard is dafinitely coccsed to this entirs secticn,
which allcws an cptical dispenser to erploy persons who are not license&
oy the cpticians Bcard or who are registarsd with the same board asv
apprenticss in performing work as indicated on line 28 "in making
cptical repairs.” This type of work is included under the dsfiniticn of
cptician; therefore, we strongly object to nonlicensed and nanregistered
persomel performing in such capacity.-

11. Cn page 4, line 31, (designated Section 10, subsecticns 2
and 3) ard specifically lines 33 through 45, the Becard cbjects to the .
waiving cf the raquirsments of continuing education Ior thoss perscns
who are cvar the ags cf 60 or who "have been continvcusly engaced in
full-tire cpthalmic dispensing for a minimm of 15 years..."” It is the
3card's opinion that no cne showld ke ‘grandfathered' under a waiver of

this irportant recuirement.
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EXHIBIT y

12, Cn page ¢, line 43, (Jssigmated as sutseczion 2{(d) —
change the word "maximm" o "minimm.

13. Cn pag2 5, line 6, (dassignated as Secticn 11, subseéticn
2), there is no allowanca for a grace pericd for rerewal of licensure.
We respectfully submit that a licensee should be allcwed the privilege
of fulfilling requirements for rel.xcensure within a grace pericd as is
the practice with almost all licensing beards and cormissicns.

14. On page 3, lines 9 to 13, (dssignatad as Secticn 12) — we
s2e no reascn to change the word "license” to "certificare" as used in
this varagragh. The Stats, through its powers given 0 the 2card,
licenses parsons o sexfsorm certain work undar its jurizdicticon, and

does not certifv; hence, tha retanticn of the word "license" is desirablsa.

15. On page 6, lines 42 through 350, (dasignated as Secticn 16,
subsecﬁions 2 and 3) — the rscammendaticn of this section is contrary
to the newly acceptad FIC rulings on advertising. The FIC rulings -cn
advertising concerming truth in advertising are very specific, and this
section, if ramoved, would he contrary to the FIC's intent.

16. ©n page 7, lines 1 and 2, (dasigrated as' Seczicn 1s,
subsection ¢4) - wa objsct to the removal of the prohibition against
“furnishing or advartising the Surnishing of the services of a refrac-
tionist, cptometrist, or physician or sx_.wrgé:m." MNowhere is the cptician
charged with the responsibility or allowed to adrertise the services of
samecne other than himself. We screngly chiect to the ramoval of this
secticn.

17. On page 7, lines 8 through 50 and page 8, lines 1 through
4, {(Cesignatad as Secticns 18 and 19) - This is an entirely new section
added to this Chapter c&':cer:*.i.ng the fitzing of contact lenses. The
Beard objects to the intent of this full secticn, specifically, line 13,

page 7, which allews cnly those "who Zitted contact lenses befors
January 1, 1973, and submits an" aporepriate Vapolication with affidavits®
for certificaticn by the coticians board to it contact lenses widhout
examinaticn. It is the faeling cf <he Zcaxd that mo cne ke 3zllcwed

oractice contack lens Ifittinc withcucs showing the agproprizse nrclficiency.
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S.B.201

SENATE BILL NO. 201-—SENATOR KOSINSKI
FEBRUARY 9, 1979

—_
‘ Referred to Committee on Commerce and Labor
SUMMARY—Requires certain public buildings, sidewalks and curbs to be con-
structed for accessibility byp;ll;ysically handicapped. (BDR 54-941)

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: Yes.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: Yes.

-~
EXPLANATION—Matter in ifalics is new; matter in brackets [ ] is material to be omitted.

AN ACT relating to public accommodations; requiring adoption and enforcement

" of standards of construction for certain buildings, sidewalks and curbs to
permit accessibility by the physically handicapped; and providing other matters
prqparlymhnngium.

The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,
: do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. Chapter 651 of NRS is hereby amended-by adding

thereto a new section which shall read as follows:

1. As used in this section, “public building” means a building open
to the public or intended for public use, The term includes, but is not
limited to, any auditorium, convention center, health care facility, hotel,
motel, restaurant, stadium or theater. -

2. The state public works board shall by January 1, 1980, adopt
sidewalks intended

standards for making public buildings and curbs and si
for public use accessible to and usuable by the physically handicapped.
3. Plans and specifications for all public buildings and for any curbs
and sidewalks intended for public use which are constructed in this state
after July 1, 1980, must conform to the standards adopted by the state
public works board. ;
4. The state public works board shall enforce thé requirements of
this section and may delegate its powers of enforcement to the appro-

~ priate governing body of any county, city or other political subdivision.

Sec. 2. NRS 341.110is h amended to read as follows:

341.110 In general, the bo: shall have] has such powers as may
be necessary to enable it to [ its functions and to carry out the
purposes of this chapter.] carry out its duties as imposed by law.

£
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: " FIRST REPRINT A.B.23
ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 23—ASSEMBLYMAN BANNER
JANUARY 16, 1979

Referred to Committee on Commerce
SUMMARY—Requires recipient’s costs to return unsolicited
: dksormdefendngagumemmweouwtpaymmhrit. (BDR 52-699)

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.

-

mm—umhmhmmul;chhM[ Jhmwum

AN ACT relating to trade practices; providin, addiﬂonalremediumlheiedphm
of unsolicited “mmmmwmwmm

' The Peaple of !ke State o:f Nevada, represented in Senate and Awnbly

3325&23&35;:;azzzusemqam;aﬁ_

-

do enact as follows:

SecTioN 1. NRS 598.090 is hmby amended to md as follows:
598.090 1. Any fpm'-acm who receives -unsolicited goods, wares or
merchandise offered for sa.le but not actually ordered or
him orally or in writing, [shall be] is entitled to consider [such] those
goods, wares or merchandise an unconditional gift, and he may use or

- dispose of them as he sees fit without obligation on his part to the sender. -

2. The sender of unsolicited goods, wares or merchandise must pay
actual and reasonable costs incurred by the recipient:

(a) In returning the goods, wares or merchandise to the sender; or

(b) In defending against unwarranted attempts by the sender to collect
payment for the goods, wares or merchandise.

3. The sender of unsolicited goods, wares or merchandise is liable to

the recipient for any impairment of the credit of the recipient caused by

unwarranted attempts by the sender to collect payment for the goods,
™. “The provisions of subsection 1 & ly to the foll,
e provisions of su on 1 do not a; e following:
(a)Wheredehveryofgoods,waresor : y dise is by mistake in
to an order to the sender for other goods, wares or merchandise.
) Where delivery is made by mistake to someone other than a per-
son who ordered goods, wares or merchandise from the scnder

(c) Where the sender has sent a substitute or substitutes in response
to an order for certain goods, wares or merchandise.

(d) Where someone has ordered a gift for another from the sender,
a;u:h the wares or merchandise were sent directly to the recipient
of the

(e) Where dehvery of goods, wares or merchandise is made by mistake
to'a member of a subscription-type plan (such as a book club or record
club) operated by the sender.
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5.B.270

SENATE BILL NO. 270—COMMITTEE ON
: COMMERCE AND LABOR -

FEBRUARY 27, 1979

————
_RefenedtoCoﬁ:mitteconCommcrceandLabor
SUMM ARY—Reduces amount of unemplo: benefits by certain amounts
. received from private pension p| (BDR 53-1202)
FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.
T

3 3
ExrranaTioN—Matter in italics is new; matter in brackets [ ] is material to be omitted.

AN ACT relating to compensation; reducing the amount of unem-
memw“mw‘mmmh
pension plan; and providing other matters properly relating thereto.

The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,
' do enact as follows: :

SEcTION 1. Chapter 612 of NRS is hereby amended by adding

thereto a new section which shall read as follows:

For any week which a person is receiving a private pension and claim-
ing unemployment compensation, the weekly benefit amount payable to
that person for those weeks must be reduced:

I BL’one-half the prorated weekly amount of the private pension if
at least half the cost of the private pension plan was contributed by an
employer who employed the person during the base period.

2. By the entire prorated weekly amount of the private pension if the
entire cost of the private pension plan was contributed by an employer
who employed the person during the base period.

Sec. 2. NRS 612.375 is hereby amended to read as follows:

612.375 An ungl:lxrl?]ed person is eligible to receive benefits with

to any week if the executive director finds that:

. He has registered for work at, and thereafter has continued to
report at, an office of the employment security department in such man-
ner as the executive director may prescribe, except that the executive
director may by regulation waive or alter either or both of the require-
ments of this subsection for persons attached to regular jobs and as to
such other types of cases or situations with respect to which he finds
that compliance with such requirements would be oppressive or incon-
sistent with the purposes of this chapter.

Original bill is_2  pages long.
Contact the Research Library for
a copy of the complete bill.
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(REPRINTED WITH ADOPTED AMENDMENTS)
FIRST REPRINT S.B. 271

SENATE BILL NO. 271—COMMITTEE ON
COMMERCE AND LABOR

FEBRUARY 27, 1979

Referred to Committee on Commerce and Labor

SUMMARY—Changes minimum amount which may be provided for insurance
coverage against uninsured vehicles. (BDR 57-1096)

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.

e

FEXPLANATION—Matter in ifalics is new; matter in brackets [ ] is material to be omitted.

AN ACT relating to_casualty insurance; requiring insurers to offer wider choicgs
of coverage against uninsured vehicles; and providing other matters properiy
relating thereto.

The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,
do enact as follows:

SecTioN 1. NRS 690B.020 is hereby amended to read as follows:

690B.020 1. No policy insuring against liability arising out of the
ownership, maintenance or use of any motor vehicle [shall] may be
delivered or issued for delivery in this state with respect to any motor
vehicle registered or principally garaged in this state unless coverage is
provided therein or supplemertal thereto for the protection of persons
insured thereunder who are legally entitled to recover damages, from
owners or operators of uninsured or hit-and-run motor vehicles, for
bodily injury, sickness or disease, including death, resulting from the
ownership, maintenance or use of such uninsured or hit-and-run motor
vehicle; but [no suchJ rhis coverage [shall beJ is not required in or
supplemental to a policy issued to the State of Nevada or any political
subdivision thereof, or where rejected in writing, on a form furnished
by the insurer describing the coverage being rejected, by an insured
named therein, or upon any renewal of [such] the policy unless the cov-
erage is then requested in writing by the named insured. The coverage
required in this section may be referred to as “uninsured vehicle cover-
age.”

2. The amount of coverage to be provided [shall be] must not be
less than the [minimum] limits for bodily injury liability insurance
provided for under the Motor Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act (chap-
ter 485 of NRS), but [may be in an amount not to exceed the bodily

Original bill is_3  pages long.

Contact the Research Library for
a copy of the complete bill.
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S.B.271

SENATE BILL NO. 271—COMMITTEE ON
COMMERCE AND LABOR

 FEBRUARY 27, 1979
Referred to Committee on Commerce and Labor
SUMMARY—Changes minimum amount which be provided for
coverage against uninsured vehicles. m(.gDR 57-1096)
FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.
T

EXPLANATION—Matter in Malics is new; matter in brackets [ ] is material to be omitted.

T B}

ANACI‘ to casualty insurance; changing the amount which may
be uninsured - )
mhrmmw and mvidincoﬂw

The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,
s do enact as follows: : _

s 1 e s ey il e m ol
¥ 2 0 - . gagaimt - g ) ou‘d tb
ownership, maintenance or use of any motor vehicle [shall] may be
delivered or issued for delivery in this state with respect to any motor
vehmler‘egistegedorpﬁncipall;;afamgedinthisstate unless coverage is

provided therein or supplemental thereto for the protection of persons -

insured thereunder who are legally entitled to recover

owners or operators of unins or_hit-and-run motor v for
bodily injury, sickness or disease, including death, ing from the
) _mfntmwgkmdmhmoghﬁ Tun motor
vehicle; no coverage J is not required in or
%Mmmtaltoa ] iasuedtothe'étateofﬁevadao:anypohwd” ]
sul ion thereof, or where rejected in writing, on a form furnished
bytheinmrcrdescribingthecoverage ing rejected, by an insured
namedtherein,oruponanyrenewalo‘gjsuch the policy unless the cov~
erage is then requested in writing by the named insured. The coverage
requ};redinthisaectionmaybeteferredtoas“tminmredvehidem-

age,
2. 'The amount of coverage to be provided ':Shauhﬂm not be
less than the [minimum] limits for bodily injury liability insurance
[provided for under the Motor Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act (chaj

ter 485 of NRS), but may be in an amount not to exceed the -

injury coverage purch carried by the policyholder.

Original bill is_3 pages long.
Contact the Research Library for
a copy of the complete bill.
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“A.B.69

ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 69—ASSEMBLYMEN HAYES,
~ GLOVER, JEFFREY, BARENGO AND HORN :

JANUARY 16, 1979

e——————
Referred to Committee on Judiciary

SUMMARY—Provides for enforcement o f:ubgum
of public service commission. (BDR 58-16)

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No.
Bﬂcctonthe&ucoronlndmtmllm.ﬂo
' : 5
amm—muummuaaw;mmml ]kmluhlbhm

AN ACT to trans; dnmfnmunnlotm o!
thepum como N bpenas
erly relating thereto.

The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,
do enact as follows:

SBCI'ION 1. Chapter 703 of NRS is hereby amended by addmgr

thereto a new section which shall read as follows:

or hearing is being conducted by the commission pursuant to the pro-
visions of this Title may compel the attendance of witnesses, the giving
of testimony and the production of books and papers as required by any
subpena issued by the commission.

2. If any witness refuses to attend or testify or produce any papers

required by such subpena the commission may report to the district

court in and for the county in which the investigation or hearing is
pending by petition, setting forth:

(a) That due notice has been given of the time and place of attend-
ance of the witness or the production of the books and papers;

(}b:fs Thhztp the witness has been subpenaed in the manner prescribed
in this chapter;

(c) That the witness has failed and rejused to attend or produce the
papers required by subpena before the commission in the investigation
or hearing named in the subpena, or has refused to answer questions
propounded to him in the course of such investigation or hearing,

asking an order of the court compelling the witness to attend and '

testify or produce the books or papers before the commission.
3. The court, upon petition of the commission, shall enter an order
du-ecung the witness to appear before the court at a time and place to

Original bill is _2  pages long.
Contact the Research Library for
a copy of the complete bill.
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ASSEMBLY BILL NO W—M'I'EE ON IUDICMRY

JANUARY 25, 1979
e rre——

Referred to Comminee on Commerce
’ m%"&mm%mm& -

Mmmn—umhm.shmunshhﬂnl umnuw

ACT relating to annunity ; resolving eoncaminc q:an-
A ﬁwmwmdmvﬂh;mhummpuiymm

ThePcopleoftthmdNevnda represented in Senate and Assembly,
do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. "NRS 688A.361 is hereby amended to read as follows:
688A.361 No contract of annuity [issued on or after July 1, 1977,

mb);bedclgcr:dnamuedhrddzvayhmknamnnm“nwmamgm%‘
substance the following provisions, or corresponding provisions which -
in the opinion of the commissioner are at least as favorable to the con-

“tract holder:

1. A statement that upon cessation of pa t of considerations
under a contract, the company will grant a ity benefit on
a plan stipulated in the contract of such v ueasxs i inNRS'

688A.3631 to 688A.3637, inclusive, and 688A.366 [.] ;

2. If a contract provxdes for a lump-sum settlement at maturity or

be¥ other time, a statement that upon surrender of the contract at or

ore the commencement of any annuity payments, the company will
pay in lieu of any paid-up annuity benefit a cash surrender benefit of an
amount specified in 688A.3631, 688A.3633, 688A.3637 and
688A.366, and that the compan{ reserves the right to defer the payment
of such cash surrender benefit a period of 6 months after demand
therefor with surrender of the contract [.] ;

3. A statement of the mortality table, if any, and interest rates used
in calculatin ci any minimum paid-up annuity, cash surrender or death
benefits which are guaranteed under the contract, together thh sufficient
information to determine the amounts of those benefits [.] ; and

4. A statement that any -up annuity, cash surrender or death
benefits which may be avmlab under the contract are not less than the

Original bill is_2  pages long.
Contact the Research Library for
a copy of the complete bill.
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Original bill is _2 _ pages long.
Contact the Research Library for
a copy of the complete bill.
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