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Haberman?

SENATOR WESELY: I f you would l i k e .

SENATOR HABERMAN: You say that the Department on recommendation
of the board may waive continuing education requirements in part
or in total for any two year licensing period. Now is this all
l i censes o r j u st a p a r t i cu l ar on e '? When a licensee submits
documentation of c i r cumstances be yo n d his or her control to
prevent a completion of such requirements. Now is t hat all
licenses or just a specific one'?

SENATOR WESELY: Whe r e is that specific l anguage, Senato r

SENATOR HABERMAN: Well, I have got AM2000. I t i s pa g e 5 . I t
i s i n n u mber ( I ) h er e , i n Sect i o n 5 2.

SENATOR WESELY: Oh . ye s , I think that is a uniform provision
for the different licenses.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Is that all of them?

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, I t h i nk so .

SENATOR HABERMAN: Well, Senator Wesely, I have a l i t t l e pr ob l em
with this. We had a problem trying to get a course, a two-weeks
course , t h at was t aken f o r t o b e c ertified of t h e law
enforcement agency personnel, and the course wasn't even held at
the particular time. The course was never held before the time
came up to be certified, and they would not allow any v a r i anc e
or waiver from f ulfilling those courses to be certified under
the rules and regulations. So I guess I am questioning how far,
how big of a hole does this make in being able to be certified
if they can just waive the continuing education requirements? I
don't understand the rationale behind giving that authority to

SENATOR WESELY: What was the specific occupation?

SENATOR HABERMAN: Any of them.

SENATOR WESELY: T his o n l y de a l s wi t h hea l t h c ar e l i cen s e s . It
doesn't deal with, did you say law enforcement?

SENATOR HABERPIAN: I appreciate that b u t I use t h a t as an
example that they are not doing it in other fields, Senator
Wesely.

waive i t .

11557


