From: Sunset Advisory Commission

To: Janet Wood
Subject: FW: atttention: Dawn Buckingham, M.D. and Tom Luce
Date: Monday, June 23, 2014 8:17:58 AM

From: Janie Jackson

Sent: Sunday, June 22, 2014 12:39 PM

To: Sunset Advisory Commission

Subject: atttention: Dawn Buckingham, M.D. and Tom Luce

Ladies and Gentlemen

With access to a list of names and addresses, you still did not send out even a post card
letting us know that our professions and careers were in jeopardy. Legally, you did post it
online — probably — somewhere and, for all | know, you did post it in a major metropolitan
newspaper. Wonderful and legal, but who knew to go looking? Due to this public yet
hidden notification, my letter requesting you to reconsider will arrive just barely before any
deadline!

| can’t help but remember the last Sunset Committee who thought piling more work onto the
D.S.H.S. office was a cost effective idea. Now, your committee considers it a cost
consumption. Page 43 of the report “... the Legislature routinely keeps more of the revenue
these programs generate...” indicates that the assigned tasks can and would be
accomplished if the Legislature would leave the revenue in the department that generates
it. If the previous Sunset Committee had not merged the departments under the umbrella
of the D.S.H.S. the inefficiencies [page 44 “... limited resources...”] sited in your report would
have possibly been worded slightly different.

Your document indicates some other reasons for deleting the C.M.R.T. that | will address.

¢ Radiation is a hazard to the public specifically in the hands of the untrained. The country is
aware of the risks and benefits of mammography, and the need to individualize the use of
radiation for the person’ condition/situation, the potential diagnosis, the age group, and so many
other factors that need to be considered. The untrained person is a public hazard. Deregulation
will increase the number of untrained personnel using radiation on my fellow Texas citizens.

¢ The highly regulated environments in which medical radiation is utilized is actually regulated
in terms of the radiation-producing equipment. The personnel utilizing the equipment is
regulated by the policy and ethics of the employer, the entity that pays the bills [some
insurance companies and other won't pay unless a licensed or certified person performs the
task], and/or other peripheral organizations with which it is voluntary to cooperate. Yes,
we have the American Registry of Radiologic Technologists which supports a list of trained
persons in the U.S. of A. The Registry is not designed to police the rank the file. The
Registry can’t require that only these trained people be hired to operate radiation-
producing equipment.
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¢ Medical Radiologic Technologists are not x-ray technicians! X-ray technicians is a term from
the 1950’s and -60’s. The correct title is Medical Radiologic Technologists! Yes, | know the
US Labor Department wants to minimize our contribution to the healthcare team, but we
are a vital professional part of that team. Your report states that we “... work in conjunction
with several other highly trained healthcare professionals.” [page 47] These other
professionals do not tell a trained person how to accomplish an assigned task. They just
assign the task. A Medical Radiologic Technologist must decide how to accomplish a
diagnostic image not just a radiographic image —a DIAGNOSTIC radiographic image] when
the patient and/or the equipment is not textbook with the minimal amount of radiation as
well as minimal discomfort to the patient. This requires creative, critical, and conscientious
situational analysis.

e While consumers can and some do access information online regarding radiation, this does
not make them experts. It does allow them data on which to build an informed decision on
where and when to go for professional assistance. Once this is accomplish, an intelligent
consumer wants a trained person to do the task. While the informed consumer can ask for
proof of training, most don’t, some can’t [unconscious or other], and the rare few who have
actually asked me — well, | can show proof of my training and continuing education.

e On page 49, “...merely prohibit the use of a title...”, our C.M.R.T. [prior to that previously
mentioned Sunset Committee that , well, dumped us into the DSHA] was designed to
confirm our training and continuing education and the type of education and what we could
and could not do. Your predecessors placed our people in a position where they no longer
had the funds nor the personnel to do their assigned task.

e On page 50. “... independent boards prevent administrative streamlining...” — our
professional alphabets [the ARRT, the ASRT, the TSRT, and the JRCERT] supported the CMRT
board and office prior to that other Sunset Committee’s interference and continued to
support the ongoing efforts of the DSHS personnel after that other Sunset Committee’s
interference. Any “..independent boards...” interference is coming from within the
government itself — such as the Legislation.

| will stop here as | have exceeded the one page that other organizations [Catholic Daughters
of the Americas] tell the typical government official will read.

Please reconsider your decision to delete the Texas Certified Medical Radiologic
Technologists.

19 June 2014

Janie E. Jackson, RTR

North Richland Hills, Texas





