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Oregon Board of Radiologic Technology (OBRT)  
Special OAR Rules Public Meeting 

May 17
th

, 2010 MINUTES 
 

State Office Building    800 NE Oregon Street, Room 1A     Portland, Oregon 97232 
 

ATTENDANCE 
Members and Staff:  Frank Erickson, MD, OAR Rules Hearing Officer; Margaret Lut, RPS 
Advisory Member; Linda Russell, Executive Director; Sarah Anderson, Administrative 

Licensing Specialist; Vincent Mandina, Administrative LEDS Specialist.  Kim Earp, LRT, LRTT. 
 

Also Present: Carol Parks, Senior Assistant Attorney General.     
 

EXECUTIVE SESSION – CALL TO ORDER – ORS 192.660 (1) (K) 
There was no Executive Session held at this meeting. 
 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY SESSION – CALL TO ORDER 

OAR Rules Hearing Officer and OBRT Vice Chair called the Public Meeting Testimony 
Session to order at 10:30 AM.   Frank Erickson stated,  “The purpose of this meeting was to 
provide the general public the opportunity to comment on the proposed rule making concerning 
newly adopted Administrative Rules Chapter 337 under Divisions 1, 10, 20, 21, and 30.”  OAR 
Chair Erickson also stated, “Additional proposed rule changes will also change the name of the 
Oregon Board of Radiologic Technology (OBRT) to the Oregon Board of Medical Imaging 
(OBMI).  Other changes to the rules include fees or composition, fingerprint cards, or 
background requirements, and further clarification of existing modalities, a national title change 
for the Limited Permit holders to Limited X-Ray Machine Operators (LXMO).   These rules 
assist in implementation of statutory changes made by House Bill 2245 that were approved 
during the 2009 legislative session.  These changes include regulatory oversights, along with 
three additional modalities which are diagnostic medical sonography, magnetic resonance 
Imaging, and nuclear medicine technology.   There will be no responses to questions that are 
made at this meeting.   
 
Each person wishing to comment orally at this hearing needs to complete an Oral Comment 
Registration Card and place it in the basket at the information table.   Those forms will be used 
to call each person wishing to testify.  It is your turn when I call your name.  When I call you 
forward, you will be asked to state your name; spell your last name; and for the record state 
your modality and where you’re from.  If you represent an Oregon station please state that 
name.  You can then present your comments.   If you have written testimony to enter into the 
record, please state so and summarize it.   Please do not read your entire statement or 
testimony.  Your written testimony will be part of the record, and it will be reviewed and 
considered by Board members.   If a copy of your materials has not already been submitted to 
Linda Russell, please leave a copy for her.  Linda Russell is the Executive Director and Rules 
Coordinator for the Board.  Copies of the proposed OAR’s are available at the door if you don’t 
already have a copy.  We are now going to begin hearing your comments in about five 
minutes.  If you haven’t already filled out an oral comment card if you wish to testify, the break 
will give you an opportunity to do so.”  Frank also asked, “Are there any questions about how 
the hearing would be conducted?”  No one present from the public had any questions.  The 
meeting was then adjourned for a break.  
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PUBLIC COMMENT & ADJOURNMENT 
 

The meeting was reconvened at 10:37 AM.  The public was told that their comments were 
being digitally recorded to maintain a permanent record of these proceedings.  Hearing Officer 
Chair Frank Erickson reintroduced himself.  Officer Erickson stated again, “The Board will 
review issues raised during the public comment period and the hearings officer report will 
contain those responses.    Comments from today’s hearing will be reviewed and considered 
by the Board along with written comments received by 5:00 PM May 31st, 2010.  Comments 
should be addressed to Linda Russell, Executive Director, 800 NE Oregon Street – Suite 
1160A, Portland, OR 97232.  Comments received after May 31st, 2010 will not be reviewed or 
considered by the Board, unless the Board decides to extend the Public Comment Period for 
everyone.  The purpose of this Public Meeting is to allow people the opportunity to provide 
testimony to the Board pertaining to the proposed rules changes.  Before I start taking 
comment, is there anyone else that wants to sign up to make a statement?”  There were no 
more additional proposed comments offered.  Frank said, “Ok, I will start taking comment 
now.”  
 
 

For Public Record, all those present at the Public Rules Meeting audience besides members, 
staff, Carol Parks, Senior Assistant Attorney General were as follows:  Erie Grier;  Bobbi 
Guzman;  Janet Roshak:  Robert McDonald;  Darryn Matsushima;  Aaron Carroll;  Peter Chin;  
Becky Anderson;  Ross Bronwen;  Vickie Mettler, Del Shepard;  J.H. Batten;  Monica Quintero-
DeVlaeminck;  Brock Price;  Randy Harp;  Randy Lawson.      
 
 

The first Public Comment came from Randy Lawson, Ultrasound Technologist from Legacy 
Meridian Park Hospital.   Randy stated that he had never been to one of these kinds of 
meetings before, and that he was presenting questions that they had at their facility.  Randy 
asked, “What is the State of Oregon going to do differently than the (American Registry of 
Diagnostic Registered Sonographers (ARDMS) already does, which seem to control all of our 
licensing very well?  Randy’s second question was what is the State going to do to stop non-
licensed Ultrasound Techs that are from the small facilities, and will there be additional fees for 
someone that has a radiology license and an ultrasound license?   
 
 

Second to present public comment was Randy Harp.  Randy introduced himself and stated 
shared that he was a Radiologic Technologist for 30 years.  Randy also stated, “I have been 
an instructor at Allied Medical X-Ray Institute for the last 20 years.  I have a Bachelors degree 
from the Oregon Institute of Technology.  I am here to support the Oregon Board of Radiologic 
Technology’s (OBRT) work.  They’ve done I think, an excellent job of researching and 
checking into things.   Some things I would like some testimony on are; I do support a 
Radiation Use and Safety test prior to students ionizing patients.  I think this is a good public 
safety thing to do.  We do it for driving cars.  We have to get a permit, pass a test and show 
knowledge.  It only makes sense on the public safety side to that for anyone that would ionize 
the public.  That should be for any type of student.  So I am in support of that position.  I do 
have question on the positioning modules.  Generally after a student finishes their course, they 
have a one year to finish their peer review which is the check off of the views they need to do.   
Since my programs are in southern, eastern, and the middle Oregon; my students generally 
come from rural settings where may only do ten x-rays a week.   
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The examination process which requires them to do the core first.   I think that’s reasonable to 
give them enough time to pass that.  I think that generally takes a couple of months after 
training.  I make them go through another program too prior to taking the Board.  That gives 
them three months to get the core passed.  Then to only be able to do positioning only gives 
them nine months to get their views done.   This kind of restricts the rural setting.   
 
I think it going to cut back on people being able to get their views.   I know that we can do a 
waiver process for the views they don’t normally do in a year.  But I am concerned that we 
won’t be able to see enough x-rays from these folks to able to know that they are clinically and 
adaptively qualified to take the x-rays.  So I want to provide them with an entire year to get 
those views done so I can really analyze when I have them come in to get checked off 
because I don’t want to waiver them.  Wavering them is a demonstration that they know how to 
do the view but they don’t have to provide proof of that.   I really like to see the proof in front of 
me before I check a person off.  So I don’t want to see a lot of wavering going on, and I’ve 
seen that just happen.  That is my only fall back on that.  But the radiation use and safety 
course up front; I’m all for that and I think it’s a great idea - I support that.  That’s all I have to 
say.  I don’t have a written testimony.  My oral testimony will have to do. 
 
 

Next to testify was Monica Quintero-DeVlaeminck.  Monica is a Radiologic Technologist and 
the Director of Limited X-Ray program at Pioneer Pacific College.  Monica stated, “I am here 
on behalf of the Limited X-Ray Machine Operators.  Two of my concerns are the raise of the 
fees for the Limited X-Ray Machine Operators (LXMO) due to the fact that when they do get a 
job that the hourly wage is very low – sometimes just $10.00 an hour.  And due to that would 
create more of a damper with these constant increases in fees for them.   And the other one is 
also; I do agree with Mr. Randy Harp to taking a test prior to making application, but my other 
concern on their behalf for the students is the cost.  Living as a student is very costly – barely 
making enough to live.  For them to have to take test that takes lots of money from them and 
puts a burden on them.   Can we see if there is something we can do? 
 
 

The last testimony came from Bobbi Guzman.  Bobbi is a Radiologic Technologist (RT) and is 
current working with the Oregon Society Radiologic Technologist (OSRT) as the Secretary 
Treasurer and is also an Instructional Aide for the Diagnostic Program at Linn-Benton 
Community College.   Bobbi stated, “My concerns or comments today are in regards that 
students being required to obtain a license before they are begin imaging patients.  I agree 
with Randy Harp that there should be some kind of Radiation Use & Safety exam.   If it is our 
job as Oregon Board of Radiologic Technologist (OBRT) and the Oregon Society of Radiologic 
Technologist (OSRT) to protect our patients and to make sure that the people administrating 
the radiation filters are aware of the effects radiation have on our patients, and that they are 
trying to keep that amount of radiation at the lowest amount possible.  I also have some 
concern about the cost of not only the student’s license but also the test that may be required.  
I understand that OBRT has worked to reduce that costs prior to even putting this into effect, 
so I appreciate and acknowledge that.  I also think too, that sometimes unfortunately you have 
to make some kind of sacrifices.  Those are my comments. 

 
In closing, OAR Rules Hearing Officer Frank Erickson asked if there were any other people 
wanting to comment?  No one else wanted to comment.   In closing Frank said that I he 
wanted to thank everyone that came and wanted to comment.    
 
The meeting was adjourned at 10:53 AM.  


