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of good faith but inadequate education . Our eye s a re
precious enough to be entrusted to physicians.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Time is up.

SENATOR V. JO HNSON: This a m endment retains t he d r u g
practice in the hands of the physician a nd keeps i t aw a y
from the optometrist.

SENATOR CARSTEN PRESIDING

SENATOR CARSTEN: Senator Chronister, please.

SENATOR CHRONISTER: Tha n k you, Mr. Speaker. Well, no
surprise , I oppo s e t he amendment a nd, believe me,
colleagues, this is nothing n ew. T h is ha s b e e n goi n g o n
s ince 1978 . I t has b e e n h a shed and rehashed. In fact, the
T echnica l R e v i e w Commit te e c o n s i d e r e d t h i s i n t he i r me e t i n g s
and they rejected it. Actually, this amendment would gut
the bill, and please remember, the bill in its present form
has made its way through the 4 07 process . Th e Te c h n i c a l
Review Committee has accepted it. We have played the games
by their rules and have successfully received approval. In
spite of what Senator Hoagland says, t hi s b i l l si mp l y a l l o w s
the applicatior. of eye drops and ointments that are not even
as strong as the drugs you and I and anyone can buy over the
counter i n ou r d r ug stores. T his s ame amendment was
proposed to the Technical Review Committee last year and the
committee rejected it. I would like to tell you a l i t t l e
more about this i llustrious report b y t he Pen n s y l v a n i a
committee. It is interesting to know a little bit of
history about this. Only the chairmar. of that committee
took it upon himself to go across Pennsylvania talking with
various doctors. T here was a deadline for him to meet in
turning in this report. He completed the report c lose t o
the deadline and presented it to his committee who had no
time at all to look at the contents of this report and they
simply s i g ne d i t , r ubb e r - s t a mped i t , and presented it. I
think this thing has happened here b efore ou r b o d y on t h e
last day of the Legislature w hen we have passed r e s o l u t i o n s
t hat no o ne h as had a chance t o re ad . Th i s v er y th ing
h appened i n Pen n s y l v a n i a . Now, after the committee itself
had a ch a n c e t o r ev i ew these findings, they were a l a r med.
They went to their chairman and asked him to amend the
report and the chairman, h aving t h e p ow e r t h ey d o i n
Pennsylvania, refused and so the r epor t s t a n d s o n p a p e r . In
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