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EXEMPTION REQUESTED 
 

In accordance with State Government Article, §10-132-1, Annotated Code of Maryland, the Secretary of Health and Mental Hygiene 
has certified to the Governor and the AELR Committee that a review of the following chapters would not be effective or cost-effective 
and therefore are exempt from the review process based on the fact that they were either initially adopted (IA) or comprehensively 
amended (CA) during the preceding 8 years: 
 
 
Subtitle 31 HEALTH OCCUPATION BOARDS  
10.31.02 Tax Compliance Regulations   I.A. December 11, 2003 
 
Subtitle 32 BOARD OF PHYSICIANS  
10.32.03 Delegation of Duties by a Licensed Physician—Physician Assistant  C.A. May 1, 2004 
10.32.10 Certification of Radiation Oncology/Therapy Technologists, Medical Radiation  C.A. 3/1/2004 
 Technologist, and Nuclear Medicine Technologists  
10.32.14 Unlicensed X-Ray Assistant  C.A. March 1, 2004 
10.32.18 Compelling Purpose Disclosure  I.A. June 10, 2002 
 
Subtitle 34 BOARD OF PHARMACY  
10.34.01 Disciplinary Proceedings  C.A. September 1, 2003 
10.34.02 Examination for Licensure and Professional Experience Programs  C.A. February 17, 2003 
10.34.04 Transfer and Outsourcing of Prescriptions and Prescription Orders  C.A. June 25, 2001 
10.34.08 Information Required on Prescriptions or Patient Drug Profiles  C.A. January 28, 2008 
10.34.09 Fees  C.A. January 28, 2008 
10.34.10  Pharmacist Code of Conduct  C.A. January 28, 2008 
10.34.11 Monetary Penalties  C.A. January 28, 2008 
10.34.14 Closure of Pharmacies  C.A. April 16, 2001 
10.34.16 Portable Drug Kits for Licensed Home Health Agencies, Hospices, & Home Infusion  C.A. April 16, 2001 
 Providers  Licensed as Residential Services Agencies    
10.34.19 Sterile Pharmaceutical Compounding  C.A. September 10, 2007 
10.34.20 Format of Prescription Transmission   C.A. December 25, 2000 
10.34.21 Standard of Practice for Unlicensed Personnel  C.A. January 28, 2008 
10.34.22 Licensing of Wholesale Prescription Drug or Device Distributors  C.A. April 7, 2008 
10.34.24 Record of Drug Inventory Acquisition  C.A. September 17, 2001 
10.34.25 Delivery of Prescriptions  I.A. December 10, 2001 
10.34.26 Patient Safety Improvement  I.A. October 27, 2003 
10.34.27 Compelling Purpose Disclosure  I.A. January 7, 2002 
10.34.28 Automated Medication Systems  I.A. August 5, 2002 
10.34.29 Drug Therapy Management  I.A. December 11, 2003 
10.34.30 Name Change—Pharmacy or Distribution Permit Holder  I.A. November 10, 2003 
10.34.31 Dispensing or Distributing at a Setting That Does Not Possess a Pharmacy Permit  I.A. March 1, 2004 
10.34.32 Pharmacist Administration of Influenza Vaccination I.A. April 24, 2006 
10.34.33 Prescription Drug Repository Program  I.A. January 29, 2007 
10.34.34 Pharmacy Technicians   I.A. January 28, 2008 
 
Subtitle 36 BOARD OF EXAMINERS OF PSYCHOLOGISTS  
10.36.05 Code of Ethics and Professional Conduct  C.A. November 10, 2003 
 
 

CHAPTERS THAT HAVE BEEN REPEALED 
 

Subtitle 32 BOARD OF PHYSICIANS 
10.32.05 Discipline of Cardiac Rescue Technician  Repealed 
10.32.06 Delegation of Duties by a Licensed Physician—Cardiac Rescue Technician  Repealed 
10.32.08 Delegation of Duties by a Licensed Physician—Emergency Medical Technician—Paramedic  Repealed 
10.32.09 Identification of Medical Specialties  Repealed 
 
Subtitle 36 BOARD OF EXAMINERS OF PSYCHOLOGISTS  
10.36.04 Expungement of Board Records  Repealed 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 

10.31.01 

Code of Conduct for Board Members and Investigators 

Health-General Article, §2-104, Health Occupations Article, §§1-203, 1A-205, 2-205, 3-
205, 5-205, 6-205, 7-205, 9-205, 10-205, 11-205, 12-205, 13-206, 14-205, 16-205, 17-205, 

July 24, 2000 

The purpose of COMAR 10.31.01 Code of Conduct for Board Members and Investigators is to 
establish a code of conduct for members of health occupation boards under the Department of 
Health and Mental Hygiene and for investigators employed by the various health occupation 
boards. 

The general public, board members and investigators were invited to comment on the regulation. 
In addition a notice was posted in the September 14, 2009 Maryland Register soliciting written 
comments. 

None 

X

X

X

X



 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 (5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 
federal government. 

 
 

 
 
 (8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 

 
 
 

C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                  Yes             No 

 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
    √ no action 
     amendment 
     repeal 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
     reorganization 

Summary: 
 
 
 

In order to solicit public comment a notice was published in the September 14, 2009 Maryland 
Register soliciting written comments relevant to this regulation.  The various board executive 
directors, administrators, and investigators were notified via e-mail and asked to comment on the 
regulation. 

No comments were received. 

None 

No scientific data available.   

No relevant data found in regulations in nearby states.   

N/A 

X

X

The Board has submitted regulations to be promulgated that coincide with the passing of HB 
654/SB 951 during the 2009 legislative session. 

No action is required at this time.  The existing regulations governing the conduct for board members and 
investigators employed by the various health boards are still valid and do not need to be altered. 



 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 

Robin Bailey 

Legislation and 
Regulations Coordinator, 
Health Occupation Boards 
and Commission 



 Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 

10.32.01 

General Licensure Regulations 

Health Occ Art, §§14-205—14-207, 14-301, 14-304—14-307, 14-310, 14-311, 14-313, 14-
314, 14-316, 14-318, 14-320, and 14-505, Annotated Code of Maryland  

November 7, 2005 (32:22 Md. R. 1756) 

This chapter specifies the minimum qualifications for licensure as a physician and the 
documentation that must be submitted with the application for licensure; defines and specifies 
requirements for an inactive license, license renewal, license reinstatement, continuing 
education; defines appropriate advertising for a physician; establishes criteria for eligibility for 
the medical licensure examination; and specifies the qualifications and limitations for a limited 
license for postgraduate teaching.

No comments received. 

No comments received. 

x

x

x

x



 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
        X no action 
            amendment 
     repeal 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
     reorganization 
 

(a) Notice published  Maryland Register 35:24 Md. R. (2067) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Fall 2008 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees & posted on the Board’s website. 

No comments were received. 

None. 

None 

The Federation of State Medical Boards “Essentials of a Modern Medical and Osteopathic Practice 
Act” continues to support the elements of the licensure process delineated in MBP regulations.   

Board members and/or staff have identified several areas for consideration of regulatory changes, 
including changes to the timeframe for completion of the USMLE exam series, updating the 
continuing education requirements, etc.  These are not major issues; overall, the regulations are 
accomplishing their purpose. 

x

X

N/A 



Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

 

No changes are needed. 

Karen R. Wulff 

Policy Analyst 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
 
Authority:   
 
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 

10.32.02 

Hearings Before the Board of Physicians 

Health Occupations Article, §14-205, 14-317, 14-404, 14-405, 14-405.1, 14-408, 14-411, 1-
401, 1-402, 14-505, 14-601, 14-606, and 15-314; State Government Article, §10-206, 10-
216, and 10-226; Annotated Code of Maryland 

August 19, 2002 (29:16 Md. R. 1288) 

These regulations establish the framework for investigations and disciplinary procedures with 
respect to the individuals licensed and regulated by the Board of Physicians (physicians, 
unlicensed medical practitioners, physician assistants, radiographers, radiation therapists, 
nuclear medicine technologists, respiratory care practitioners, and polysomnographic 
technologists). 

The Board proposed a major revamping of this chapter in December 2007.  The Board received 
comments from stakeholders including MedChi & AELR when it issued proposed amended 
regulations for COMAR 10.32.02.  This proposal was withdrawn pending action of the Task 
Force on Discipline of Health Care Professionals and Improved Patient Care, which studied 
issues relating to all health occupations boards and submitted a report to the Governor and 
legislative leaders.  The report included recommendations for making procedures of all Boards 
consistent. 

NA 

x

x

x

x



 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

(a)Notice published 36:11 Md. R. 786 (May 22, 2009) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Spring 2009 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees and posted on the Board’s 
website. 

In general, the suggestions from stakeholders would make it more difficult for the Board to take 
disciplinary actions against licensees.   

None identified. 

NA 

The Federation of State Medical Boards (FSMB) is a national, non-profit organizations of state 
medical boards which collects information about all state medical boards and makes 
recommendations with respect to medical boards.  Maryland’s Medical Practice Act is consistent 
with models recommended by FSMB.  Other states have similar laws; however, there are sufficient 
differences to make it extremely difficult to compare the results of various Boards with respect to 
discipline. 

A limited survey of surrounding states, completed by a law student working at the Board, compared 
the grounds for discipline and actual numbers of physicians disciplined under each of several 
grounds.  The conclusion was that Maryland performed more standard of care cases relative to other 
states.  These cases take a longer time period to completion than cases resulting from other grounds. 



C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
         X no action 
 
     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
             repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

 

x

x

SB 500, Chapter 252, 2003; SB 255, Chapter 529, 2007 are the statutes governing the regulations 
currently under review. 

The Maryland Board of Physicians recognizes the need to update this chapter of regulations, based on 
operational changes required by two Sunset bills, including a joint study of the Board’s investigative 
process that was required under the 2003 Sunset legislation.  However, the Board believes that it would 
not be a useful exercise to propose the changes at this time, because of the expectation of further 
legislative changes to the Medical Practice Act during the next session of the General Assembly. 

Karen R. Wulff 

Policy Analyst 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 

10.32.04 

Delegation of Duties by a Licensed Physician-Psychiatrist to a Psychiatrist Assistant 

Health Occupations Article, §§14-205, 14-302, 14-306 

Amended May 8, 1995 

This chapter concerns the registration of psychiatrist's assistants before October 1, 1993, and 
re-registration, reinstatement, and discipline of psychiatrist's assistants currently registered by 
the Board of Physicians.  

The authority to register and regulate new psychiatrist-assistants terminated on September 30, 
1993.  The Board continues to re-register a small number of psychiatrist-assistants who are still in 
practice.  No comments were received from stakeholders. 

No comments or input was received.   

x

x

x

x



(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(4)  Provide summaries of: 

(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 

 
(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 

C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
              X no action 
 

(a)Notice published Maryland Register 35:24 Md. R. (2067) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Fall 2008 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees and posted on the Board’s 
website. 

No comments received.

No conflicts identified. 

NA 

This category appears to be unique to Maryland.  I have found no equivalent programs in other 
states. 

None 

x

X

N/A 



     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

No changes since this is a profession which is being phased out in Maryland. 

Karen R. Wulff 

Policy Analyst 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 

10.32.07

Unlicensed Medical Practitioners

Health Occupations Article, §§14-205, 14-207, 14-302, and 14-404, Annotated Code of Maryland

September 11, 1995 (22:18 Md. R. 1399) 

These regulations govern the use of medical students and physicians in postgraduate training 
programs or fellowships in Maryland facilities.  The regulations allow the Board to register 
unlicensed medical practitioners and take disciplinary action against these individuals if 
necessary.   

No comments received. 

No comments received. 

x

x

x

x



 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

 

(a) Notice published Maryland Register 35:24 Md. R. (2067) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Fall 2008 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees & posted on the Board’s website. 

No comments were received. 

None. 

None 

Report on Licensure of Physicians Enrolled in Postgraduate Training Programs, Federation of State 
Medical Boards, Inc., April, 1996 summarized the authority of various states to regulate physicians 
in postgraduate training programs.  The current Maryland regulations are consistent with what most 
states are doing. 

None 

x

X

N/A 



D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
           X   no action 
 
     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 

No changes are needed. 

Karen R. Wulff 

Policy Analyst 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 

10.32.11
Licensing of Respiratory Care Practitioners 

Health Occupations Article, Title 14, Subtitle 5A, Annotated Code of Maryland

November 3, 2008 (35:22 Md. R. 1957) 

These regulations govern the licensing, regulation, and practice of respiratory care practitioners 
in Maryland. 

The Respiratory Care Professional Standards Committee is established in law as a committee of 
the Board.  It continually reviews the regulations and makes recommendations to the Board about 
changes needed.  No other comments were received. 

No comments received. 

x

x

x

x



 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(a) Notice published  Maryland Register 35:24 Md. R. (2067) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Fall 2008 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees & posted on the Board’s 
website. 

Currently, the Committee has advised us that some of the terminology needs to be updated, some 
additional changes are needed as a result of 2008 legislation and updates are needed to ensure that 
the regulations reflect the actual practices of staff in implementing the program.  Staff is in 
agreement with the recommendations. 

None. 

None 

According to the website of the National Board for Respiratory Care, most states have programs to 
regulate the profession of respiratory care/therapy.  In some cases, states have a special board for 
respiratory care regulation; others include this profession under boards governing physicians or the 
practice of medicine; a few have agencies responsible for licensing of professionals generally.  The 
federal government does not have a program to license respiratory care practitioners. 

None 

x

X

N/A 



D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
                no action 
 
           X  amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

Regulations will be amended to ensure that they reflect current law and practice. 

Karen R. Wulff 

Policy Analyst 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 

10.32.12

Delegation of Acts by a Licensed Physician to an Assistant Not Otherwise 
Authorized under the Health Occupations Article or the Education Article 

Health General Article, §§19-114 and 19-118; Health Occupations Article, §14-306; 
Annotated Code of Maryland 

September 2, 2002 (29:17 Md. R. 1380) 

These regulations govern the delegation of duties from a licensed physician to an individual 
who has no health occupational or emergency medical services licensure. 

No comments received. 

No comments received. 

x

x

x

x



 
 
 
 
 

 
(4)  Provide summaries of: 

(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
          X no action 

(a) Notice published  Maryland Register 35:24 Md. R. (2067) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Fall 2008 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees & posted on the Board’s 
website. 

No comments were received. 

None. 

None 

There is no uniform requirement for medical assistants/unlicensed assistants among the states. 

None 

x

X

N/A 



 
            amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 

No changes are needed. 

Karen R. Wulff

Policy Analyst  



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
 
Authority:   
 
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 

10.32.13 

Physician License by Conceded Eminence 

Health Occupations Article, §§14-205, 14-206, 14-301, 14-302, 14-307—319, Annotated 
Code of Maryland; Chapter 273 (1993) 

November 22, 1993 (20:23 Md. R. 1804) 

These regulations govern the licensure of an individual as a physician who has achieved 
recognized eminence in medicine but has not met all criteria for licensure as a physician in 
Maryland. 

No comments received. 

No comments received. 

x

x

x

x



(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(4)  Provide summaries of: 

(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

(a) Notice published  Maryland Register 35:24 Md. R. (2067) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Fall 2008 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees & posted on the Board’s 
website. 

No comments were received. 

None. 

None 

The website of the American Medical Association states that there is a total of 12 states which have 
provisions specifically allowing licensure by conceded eminence. 

None 

x

X

N/A 



 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
         X no action 
 
            amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 
 

No changes are needed. 

Karen R. Wulff 

Policy Analyst 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
 
Authority:   
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 

10.32.15

Registration of Physicians to Perform Acupuncture 

Health Occupations Article, §14-504, Annotated Code of Maryland 

September 11, 1995 (22:18 Md. R. 1400) 

These regulations govern the registration of licensed physicians who wish to perform 
acupuncture.  (There is a separate Board of Acupuncture which licenses applicants to be 
acupuncturists who are not Maryland licensed physicians.  These regulations do not apply to 
those individuals.) 

No comments received. 

No comments received. 

x

x

x

x



 
 
 
 
 

 
(4)  Provide summaries of: 

(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 

C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
        X no action 

(a) Notice published  Maryland Register 35:24 Md. R. (2067) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Fall 2008 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees & posted on the Board’s 
website. 

No comments were received. 

None. 

None 

According to the website of the American Academy of Medical Acupuncture, there are 44 states 
that allow physicians to perform acupuncture; of these, 11 (including Maryland) require a physician 
to receive training or pass an exam before practicing acupuncture. 

None 

x

X

N/A 



 
            amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 

No changes are needed. 

Karen R. Wulff 

Policy Analyst 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
 
Authority:   
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 

10.32.16

Petition for Declaratory Ruling 

State Government Article, §§10-301—10-305, Annotated Code of Maryland  

April 5, 1999 (26:7 Md. R. 543) 

These regulations govern submission of petitions for declaratory rulings, consideration of such 
petitions, and issuance of declaratory rulings by the Maryland Board of Physicians. 

No comments received. 

No comments received. 

x

x

x

x



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(4)  Provide summaries of: 

(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(a) Notice published  Maryland Register 35:24 Md. R. (2067) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Fall 2008 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees & posted on the Board’s 
website. 

No comments were received. 

None. 

None 

None 

None 

x

X

N/A 



D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
         X no action 
 
            amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 

No changes are needed. 

Karen R. Wulff 

Policy Analyst 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 

10.32.17

Sexual Misconduct

Health Occupations Article, §1-212, Annotated Code of Maryland  

March 6, 2000 (27:4 Md. R. 454) 

These regulations define terms and establish policies prohibiting sexual misconduct by 
physicians and other Board licensees. 

No comments received. 

No comments received. 

x

x

x

x



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(4)  Provide summaries of: 

(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 

C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

(a) Notice published  Maryland Register 35:24 Md. R. (2067) 
(b), (e) NA 
(c), (d) Notice published in Fall 2008 Newsletter; Sent to all licensees & posted on the Board’s 
website. 

No comments were received. 

None. 

None 

These regulations continue to be consistent with the regulation of physician sexual misconduct in 
other states and with the policy recommended by the Federation of State Medical Boards. 

None 

x

X

N/A 



 
D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 

(check all that apply) 
         X no action 
 
            amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 

No changes are needed. 

Karen R. Wulff

Policy Analyst 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10.33.01

Nursing Home Administrators 

Health Occupations Article, §§9-101— 9-502, Annotated Code of Maryland 

Last amended Regulation .08 – November 3, 2005 

These chapters establish the Board and govern the qualifying criteria for licensure, fees, 
examinations, continuing education, guidelines for the administrator-in-training program, 
discipline and hearing procedures, and reciprocity for nursing home administrators. 

Health Facilities Association of Maryland, Maryland Association of Nonprofit Homes for the 
Aging, and Baltimore County Association of Senior Citizens Organizations were emailed copies of 
proposed amendments, and attended board meetings when regulation amendments were discussed. 

Office of Health Care Quality - sent copies of proposed amendments, and invited to attend board 
meetings when amendments were discussed. 

√

√

√

√



(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 
(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 
 

Announcement of the Board’s regulatory review plans were posted on the Board’s website, 
published in the Maryland Register, and disseminated in the newsletter.  Email announcements of 
the intended open session discussion were sent to all interested parties. 

One nursing home administrator asked the Board to consider increasing the number of carry over 
hours of continuing education, and that regulation was amended.   

None. 

None. 

Regulations of several states were examined to aid the Board in restructuring the section concerning 
the administrator-in-training program, the Board extracted language utilized by other states, and will 
adopt similar language. 

Other states outlined the areas that should be covered in the training program, and used specific 
language of how the training program should be conducted.  Maryland’s regulations are vague, and 
the Board plans to adopt language that better defines the areas of rotation, hours of training, and 
forms that should be submitted by the trainee.    



C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
    X amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
         
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 
 

√

√

N/A 

In multiple locations, all references to the National Association of Long Term Care Administrator Boards (NAB) was changed 
to reflect their name change, and nursing home was replaced with nursing facility to reflect the current regulations of the Office 
of Health Care Quality.  Definitions were updated in 10.33.01.02.  In 10.33.01.06, the age requirement was changed from 18 to 
21.  Fees were increased in 10.33.01.08.  In 10.33.01.09, the Board feels having just the headings for subjects for examination 
is more streamlined, and will adopt this practice that other states have already done.  In 10.33.01.12, the Board has decided to 
delegate the approval of continuing education programs to NAB.  Maryland already accepts their approval process, and will 
eliminate processing programs for approval exclusively by the Maryland Board.  Section .13 in 10.33.01 has been completely 
altered.  The criteria for the training program have been outlined in a clear, specific manner to enable training candidates to 
understand the expectations of the Board regarding the training rotation and forms.  In 10.33.01.13F(1)(a) the minimum age has 
been increased. In 10.33.01.13F(3) and (5), the minimum number of beds allowed for a training program was decreased and all 
references to combining assisted living beds were eliminated.  Training can be conducted in a facility with 60 or less beds, but 
some time must be spent in a larger facility.  In 10.33.01.13G –H, the regulations were reworded for clarity, without substantive 
change to content.  The preceptor certification requirements were updated in 10.33.01.14 to include a refresher requirement for 
proposed preceptors who have not precepted for 3 years.  Finally, 10.33.01.17E(1) added language to assure proper 
representation of nursing home administrators at a hearing.

Patricia A. Hannigan 

Executive Director



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 

10.34.03

Inpatient Institutional Pharmacy 

Health Occupations Article, §12-205, Annotated Code of Maryland 

November 6, 1995

The purpose of this chapter is to provide regulations for a permit holder that operates a 
pharmacy that services an inpatient setting, other than a long term care facility. 

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders receiving notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 

X

X

X

X



(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(4)  Provide summaries of: 

(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 

 
(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                   Yes             No    

 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

In a review of other states laws and regulations through the National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy NAPLAW online pharmacy law database it is noted that Maryland’s Inpatient 
Institutional Pharmacy regulations are simply out of date.  Maryland’s regulations include no 
provisions that take into consideration the extensive advances in inpatient pharmacy technology or 
pharmacy practice since 1995.   
 

NONE 

X

X



 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed:  N/A 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     no action 

 
     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
    √ repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

 
 
 
 
 

The Board recommends establishing a workgroup to do an extensive revision of this chapter to bring it up 
to date with current inpatient institutional pharmacy practice. 

Anna D. Jeffers

Legislation and 
Regulations Manager, 
Maryland Board of 
Pharmacy 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?       Yes      No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes           No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 

10.34.05

Pharmacy Security 

Health Occupations Article, §12-205, Annotated Code of Maryland 

November 1, 1999 

The purpose of this chapter is to provide regulations for securing the pharmacy area and 
prescription records. 

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders receiving notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 

X

X

X

X



(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 

 
(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

Using the National Association of Boards of Pharmacy NAPLAW online database of pharmacy law, 
a list follows of neighboring states with pharmacy security regulations that may be utilized in 
drafting language to implement the Board’s suggested revisions: 
  
Delaware: 3.6 Security. When the pharmacist is not physically present and the operation is open for 
business, the pharmacy department shall be physically or electronically secured from floor to 
ceiling. The partitioned off section required by 24 Del.C. Section 2534 must be five feet high 
measured from the floor. A conspicuous sign with letters not less than three inches in height, 
reading "PRESCRIPTION LABORATORY TEMPORARILY CLOSED, NO PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES RENDERED," or words of similar import, must be posted in the front section of the 
operation or in front of the prescription area, room or partitioned off section where it can be seen by 
the public. 
 
See next page for continuation…. 
 



Continuation of #7. 
 
Pennsylvania: PA BReg 27.202.  
Computerized recordkeeping systems. 

(a) A computerized system used by a pharmacy for recording and maintaining information concerning 
prescriptions under State and Federal laws must be designed so that it is capable of providing immediate 
retrieval, by means of monitor, hard-copy printout or other transfer medium, of patient information for all 
prescriptions filled within the previous 12 months and retrieval within 3 working days of all prescriptions 
dispensed within the previous 24 months from the last activity date. This information must include the following 
data: 

(1) The information required to be on prescriptions under § 27.18(b)(1) (relating to standards of practice). 

(2) Identification of the pharmacist responsible for prescription information entered into the computer system. 

(b) The system must be able to transfer all patient information to hard copy within 3 working days. 

(c) Prescriptions entered into a computer system but not immediately dispensed must meet the following 
conditions: 

(1) The complete prescription information must be entered in the computer system. 

(2) The information must appear in the patient's profile. 

(3) There must be positive identification, in the computer system or on the hard-copy prescription, of the 
pharmacist who is responsible for entry of the prescription information into the system. 

(4) The original prescription shall be filed according to § 27.18(b). 

(d) If the computerized recordkeeping system experiences down time, the prescription information shall be 
entered into the computerized recordkeeping system as soon as it is available for use. 

(e) The system must have adequate safeguards to: 

(1) Prevent access by any person who is not authorized to obtain information from the system. 

(2) Identify any modification or manipulation of information concerning a prescription. 

(3) Prevent accidental erasure of information. Updated 01/2008 
 
Virginia: VA BReg 18 VAC 110-20-180.  
Security System. 
A device for the detection of breaking shall be installed in each prescription department of each pharmacy. The 
installation and the device shall be based on accepted burglar alarm industry standards, and shall be subject to 
the following conditions: 

1. The device shall be a sound, microwave, photoelectric, ultrasonic, or any other generally accepted and suitable 
device. 

2. The device shall be maintained in operating order and shall have an auxiliary source of power. 

3. The device shall fully protect the prescription department and shall be capable of detecting breaking by any 
means when activated. 

4. Access to the alarm system for the prescription department area of the pharmacy shall be restricted to the 
pharmacists working at the pharmacy, except for access by other persons in accordance with 18 VAC 110-20-
190 B 2, and the system shall be activated whenever the prescription department is closed for business. 



5. This regulation shall not apply to pharmacies which have been granted a permit prior to November 4, 1993, 
provided that a previously approved security alarm system is in place, that no structural changes are made in the 
prescription department, that no changes are made in the security system, that the prescription department is not 
closed while the rest of the business remains open, and provided further that a breaking and loss of drugs does 
not occur. 

6. If the prescription department was located in a business with extended hours prior to November 4, 1993, and 
had met the special security requirements by having a floor to ceiling enclosure, a separately activated alarm 
system shall not be required. 

7. This section shall not apply to pharmacies which are open and staffed by pharmacists 24 hours a day. If the 
pharmacy changes its hours or if it must be closed for any reason, the PIC or owner must immediately notify the 
board and have installed within 72 hours a security system which meets the requirements of subdivisions 1 
through 4 of this section. NABP 8/2008 
 

(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed:  N/A 
 

 
D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 

(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
    √ amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

 
 

The Board has recently added security regulations to COMAR 10.34.22 Licensing of Wholesale 
Prescription Drug or Device Distributors. The minimum requirements for the storage and handling 
of prescription drugs or devices in a wholesale distributor setting are set out in 10.34.22.06 and 
contain requirements for the security of a facility that reflect the current standards of security for a 
pharmacy. The Board recommends repeating that language in these regulations.  
The Board recommends including a section indicating to whom one should report when drugs or 
devices are stolen because Board staff is often asked this question and the answer is not 
consolidated in one place. 

X

X



Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 

 
 
 
 

The Board recommends adding 1) the section on pharmacy security from 10.34.22.06B; and 2) a section 
indicating to whom one should report when drugs or devices are stolen. 

Anna D. Jeffers

Legislation and 
Regulations Manager, 
Maryland Board of 
Pharmacy 
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Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 

10.34.06

Reporting Pharmacist’s Mailing Address and Location of Employment 

Health Occupations Article, §12-205, Annotated Code of Maryland 

February 19, 1990 

The purpose of this chapter is to provide regulations that require notification to the Board of 
change of address or location of employment of a pharmacist 

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders receiving notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 

X

X

X

X



(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 
(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed:  N/A 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

Most states require current mailing addresses for licensees and also location of their employment. 
This information is required so that renewal and other important notices may be sent to the licensee.  

The regulations are still relevant and the requirements appropriate. 

X

X



(check all that apply) 
    √ no action 
 
     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

 
 
 
 
 

The Board recommends no changes. 
 

Anna D. Jeffers

Legislation and 
Regulations Manager, 
Maryland Board of 
Pharmacy 
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Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
 
Authority:   
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 

10.34.07

Pharmacy Equipment 

Health Occupations Article, §§12-205 and 12-403, Annotated Code of Maryland 

August 30, 2004 

The purpose of this chapter is to require that certain pharmacy equipment be on-site in licensed 
pharmacies.  

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders who received notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 

X

X

X

X



(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 

 
(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 

 
 

 
(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 
federal government. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

Taken from the National Association of Boards of Pharmacy NAPLAW online database of 
pharmacy law.  
Reference Libraries: Alabama, California, Connecticut, D.C., Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maine, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, New Hampshire, New Mexico, Ohio, Rhode 
Island, South Carolina, South Dakota, Texas, Virginia, Washington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and 
Wyoming require current reference materials without mentioning further specificity. Delaware, 
Hawaii, Nevada, Oklahoma and Tennessee listed more specific topic areas. Kentucky listed 
references for nuclear pharmacies. North Carolina listed references for sterile compounding.  
Equipment: Connecticut, Arizona, Georgia, Iowa, Michigan, Missouri, and Nevada require 
equipment that is necessary to dispense prescription drugs; Indiana requires the pharmacist to make 
the decision what equipment is necessary.   
Alabama, Arizona, Connecticut, Florida, Illinois, Iowa, Kentucky, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma,  Rhode Island, Tennessee, and Texas list specific 
equipment for nuclear pharmacies. Alabama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky,  Maine, Minnesota, Mississippi,  Nevada, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, North Carolina, Oklahoma, Oregon,  Rhode Island, Texas, Washington, West Virginia,  
and Wyoming list specific equipment for compounding pharmacies. Delaware requires a freezer. 
Georgia, Hawaii, Maine, Minnesota, New Hampshire, New Jersey,  New York, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Texas, Vermont, and Wyoming list more specific 
equipment besides balances, weights and refrigerators. Wyoming lists equipment required of 
telepharmacies 



 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: N/A 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
    √ amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 
 
 
 
 

NONE 

X

X

The Board recommends amending the chapter by adding to the required pharmacy equipment, where 
applicable 1) freezers; 2) material safety data sheets; and 3) utilization of websites as supplemental 
reference materials.  These items are now standard for pharmacies.  

Anna D. Jeffers

Legislation and 
Regulations Manager, 
Maryland Board of 
Pharmacy 
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Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10.34.12

Removal of Expired Prescription Drugs 

Health Occupations Article, §12-205, Annotated Code of Maryland 

April 9, 1984 

The purpose of this chapter is to require that a pharmacist, pharmacy or wholesale distributor 
may not sell a prescription medication without a manufacturer’s expiration date on the 
package. 

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders who received notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 

X

X

X

X



(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 
(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 
(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

21 CFR § 211.137 is still in effect and required under federal law.  
(a) To assure that a drug product meets applicable standards of identity, strength, quality, and purity 
at the time of use, it shall bear an expiration date determined by appropriate stability testing 
described in § 211.166. 
(b) Expiration dates shall be related to any storage conditions stated on the labeling, as determined 
by stability studies described in § 211.166. 
(c) If the drug product is to be reconstituted at the time of dispensing, its labeling shall bear 
expiration information for both the reconstituted and unreconstituted drug products. 
(d) Expiration dates shall appear on labeling in accordance with the requirements of §201.17 of this 
chapter. 
(e) Homeopathic drug products shall be exempt from the requirements of this section. 
(f) Allergenic extracts that are labeled ‘‘No U.S. Standard of Potency’’ are exempt from the 
requirements of this section. 
(g) New drug products for investigational use are exempt from the requirements of this section, 
provided that they meet appropriate standards or specifications as demonstrated by stability studies 
during their use in clinical investigations. Where new drug products for investigational use are to be 
reconstituted at the time of dispensing, their labeling shall bear expiration information for the 
reconstituted drug product. 



Continuation of #7. 
 

(h) Pending consideration of a proposed exemption, published in the FEDERAL REGISTER of September 29, 
1978, the requirements in this section shall not be enforced for human OTC drug products if their labeling does 
not bear dosage limitations and they are stable for at least 3 years as supported by appropriate stability data. 
[43 FR 45077, Sept. 29, 1978, as amended at 46 FR 56412, Nov. 17, 1981; 60 FR 4091, Jan. 20, 1995 

 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed:  N/A 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
    √ repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

 
Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

 
 
 
 
 

The Board continues to utilize this regulation in disciplinary proceedings. 

X

X

The Board recommends revising COMAR 10.34.12 because the language is out of date. The revisions will 
reflect that the Board no longer regulates manufacturers or the act of manufacturing, yet regulates 
manufacturers if they distribute prescription drugs or devices into Maryland. 
 

Anna D. Jeffers

Legislation and 
Regulations Manager, 
Maryland Board of 
Pharmacy 
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Chapter Name: 
 
 
Authority:   
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 

10.34.13

Reinstatement of Expired Licenses for Pharmacists 

Health Occupations Article, §12-310, Annotated Code of Maryland 

February 17, 2003, 

The purpose of this chapter is to provide requirements for the reinstatement of expired licenses 
for pharmacists.   

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders who received notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 

X

X

X

X



(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 

 
(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 
federal government. 

 
 

 
 
 

 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 
 

C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                    Yes             No 

 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed:  N/A 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     no action 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

Reinstatement of expired pharmacists’ licenses is not specifically tracked in the 2009 National 
Association of Boards of Pharmacy Survey of Pharmacy Law.  Laws vary from state to state. 

Both the Board’s Practice Committee and Licensing Committee recommended revisions to comply 
with current practices and practices from other states. 

X

X



 
    √ amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

 
 
 
 

The Board recommends the following revisions to reflect current practice: 
1) Update the licensing exam to refer to the MPJE; 
2) Delete the definition of Practice of Pharmacy Reinstatement Examination since it is obsolete. 
3) Revise .03 Reinstatement Requirements so that it is clear what is expected for pharmacists applying for 
reinstatement after two years and before 5 years, between 5 and 10 years, and for 10 years or more after 
license expiration.  In addition to the general requirements, for between 2 and 5 years, the licensee has to 
pass the MPJE.  In addition to the general requirements, for between 5 and 10 years, the licensee has to 
pass the MPJE, and submit evidence satisfactory to the Board of having performed 1,000 hours of service 
in a pharmacy with a valid pharmacy permit under the supervision of a licensed pharmacist. In addition to 
the general requirements, for 10 years or more, the licensee has to pass the Multistate Pharmacy 
Jurisprudence Examination (MPJE); submit evidence satisfactory to the Board of having performed 1,000 
hours of service in a pharmacy with a valid pharmacy permit under the supervision of a licensed 
pharmacist; and pass NABPLEX examination. 

Anna D. Jeffers

Legislation and 
Regulations Manager, 
Maryland Board of 
Pharmacy 
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Authority:   
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Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10.34.15

Licensure by Reciprocity 

Health Occupations Article, §12-205 and 12-305, Annotated Code of Maryland 

April 6, 1998 

The purpose of this chapter is to provide regulations for pharmacists seeking licensure in 
Maryland by reciprocity. 

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders receiving notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 

X

X

X

X



(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 
(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 
(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

The 2009 National Association of Boards of Pharmacy Survey of Pharmacy Law indicates that the 
vast majority of states utilize the Multistate Pharmacy Jurisprudence Exam (MPJE) for reciprocity.  
Many states require the pharmacist be in good standing in the state where they are licensed and wish 
to reciprocate from.  Some states have additional requirements depending on the length of time a 
pharmacist has been inactive in the state where they are licensed and wish to reciprocate from.  
Some states require that the state of original licensure have similar licensing requirements to the 
state they wish to reciprocate to. 
 

Both the Board’s Practice Committee and Licensing Committee reviewed the chapter and suggested 
revisions to reflect accurate names of required exams. 



C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
    √ amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 

 
 
 

X

X

N/A 

The Board recommends correcting .01A(4) to reflect the current practice of taking the MPJE. 
 

Anna D. Jeffers 

Legislation and 
Regulations Manager, 
Maryland Board of 
Pharmacy 
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A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10.34.17

Waiver of Full Service Requirements for Recognized Pharmaceutical Specialties 

Health Occupations Article, §12-403, Annotated Code of Maryland 

January 17, 1994 

The purpose of this chapter is to create a waiver for pharmacies with pharmaceutical 
specialties, exempting them from having to provide complete pharmaceutical care, as is the 
general requirement. 

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders receiving notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 
 

X

X

X

X



 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
(4)  Provide summaries of: 

(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 
(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 

(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

NONE 

N/A 

X

X



Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     √ Pending Reproposal 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 

 
 
 
 

N/A 

In the March 27, 2009 Maryland Register, the Board of Pharmacy proposed amendments to this chapter.  
The purpose of this proposal was to clarify terms and provide more detailed explanations of: (1) what 
constitutes a pharmaceutical specialty; (2) evaluation criteria for the Board to consider when approving an 
application for a waiver permit; and (3) the restrictions placed on a waiver pharmacy.  
Based on nine (9) comments received during the public comment period, the Board voted to repropose 
this action.  The concern raised was that a pharmacy servicing a “Continuing Care in a Retirement 
Community (CCRC)" may be excluded from approval as a waiver pharmacy because it is not specifically 
listed under the services that a pharmaceutical specialty may include. To address this concern the Board 
approved adding a definition of CCRC from the Human Services Article, §10-401, Annotated Code of 
Maryland, and adding the “provision of pharmaceutical services across all settings of care within a 
CCRC” to the list of services that a pharmaceutical  
 
This reproposal was printed in the August 14, 2009 Maryland Register with the comment period ending 
September 14, 2009.  It is anticipated that this reproposal will be adopted and effective by November 
2009. 

Anna D. Jeffers

Legislation and 
Regulations Manager, 
Maryland Board of 
Pharmacy 
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10.34.18

Continuing Education for Pharmacists 

Health Occupations Article, §12-309, Annotated Code of Maryland 

November 3, 1997 

The purpose of this chapter is to provide regulations outlining the continuing education credits 
for any person who desires to renew a license to practice pharmacy in Maryland. 

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders receiving notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 

X

X

X

X



(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 
(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
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 (5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 
federal government. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

Alabama: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 3 hours live exposure. May carry over no more 
than an excess of 12 hours. 
Alaska: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
Arizona: 3 CE activities with .3 in pharmacy law subjects. 
Arkansas: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with 12 hours live exposure. Competency for 
administration of vaccines must be maintained. Nursing Home consultants must have 3 hours of CE 
in that area.  
California: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. Coursework that meets the standard of relevance to 
pharmacy practice. 
Colorado: 24 hours of approved CE biennially. 6 hours may be pharmacy related CE and 4 hours 
may be obtained by attending Board Meetings. 
Connecticut:  15 hours of approved CE each year with 5 hours live exposure. At least one of the 15 
hours must be in pharmacy law. 
Delaware: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
D.C.: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
Florida: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with 10 hours live exposure.  2 hours on medication 
errors. 24 hours additional hours for consultant pharmacists and nuclear pharmacists. 
Georgia: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
Guam: 15 hours of approved CE 
Hawaii: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 



 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Idaho: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 3 hours live exposure. One hour must be pharmacy 
law related and 8 hours must be combination of ACPE or CME approved programs. 
Illinois: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
Indiana: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with no more than 6 hours business or computer-
related. 
Iowa: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 50% must be in drug therapy-related coursework. 
Kansas: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
Kentucky: 15 hours of approved CE each year.  
Louisiana: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 3 hours live exposure. If no live exposure add 
an additional 5 hours each year. 
Maine: 15 hours of approved CE each year.  
Massachusetts: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with 20 hours of live exposure. 2 hours must be 
in pharmacy law. May not earn more than 8 hours in a calendar day. 
Michigan: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with 10 hours of live exposure. 
Minnesota: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
Mississippi: 10 hours of approved CE each year.  
Missouri: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
Montana: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 5 hours of live exposure. 
Nebraska: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
Nevada: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with 1 hour in Nevada jurisprudence program. 3 hours 
may be obtained by attending Board Meetings. 
New Hampshire: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 5 hours of live exposure. 
New Jersey: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
New Mexico: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with 2 hours in pharmacy law. Residents must 
attend a program presented by the inspection staff. 
New York: 45 hours of approved CE every 3 years with no more than 22 hours of self-study 
courses. 3 hours must be in reduction of medication errors. 
North Carolina: 15 hours of approved CE each year with no more than 7 in home study. 
North Dakota: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. 
Ohio: 6 Continuing Education Units at interval of three years. 
Oklahoma: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 3 hours of live exposure. 
Oregon: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 11 hours in therapeutics, 1 hour in law, 7 hours in 
pain management.  
Pennsylvania: 30 hours of approved CE biennially. For licensees that administer vaccines 2 hours 
shall concern administration of injectables.  
Puerto Rico: 35 hours of approved CE every 3 years with no more than 15 hours of home study. 3 
hours on infection control and 3 hours on breast feeding. 
Rhode Island: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 5 hours of live exposure. 
South Carolina: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 6 hours of live exposure. 7.5 hours must be 
in drug therapy management. 
South Dakota: 12 hours of approved CE each year. 
Tennessee: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with 15 hours of live exposure. 
Texas: 30 hours of approved CE biennially 
Utah: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with 12 hours through attendance at approved lectures, 15 
hours in drug therapy management and 1 hour in law and ethics. 
Vermont: 15 hours of approved CE each year with 3 hours of didactic discussion. 
Virginia: 15 hours of approved CE each year with up to 2 hours in the pharmacists area of practice. 
Washington: 15 hours of approved CE each year. 
West Virginia: 30 hours of approved CE biennially with 2 hours in end-of-life care.  6 hours of live 
CE every 2 years.  
Wisconsin: 30 hours of approved CE biennially.  
Wyoming: 12 hours of approved CE each year. 
Extracted from the 2009 National Association of Boards of Pharmacy Survey of Pharmacy Law. 



 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 

 
 
 
 
 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 

standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes             No 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
    √ amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Both the Board’s Practice Committee and Licensing Committee recommended revisions to comply 
with current practices and practices from other states. 
CA, CO, and NV allow attendance at Public Board Meetings to qualify as Continuing Education. 

X

X

N/A

The Board recommends the following revisions: 
1) Move .07B and C from the .07 Miscellaneous to a new .02 titled “Exceptions.”  This provides the 
reader with any exceptions at the beginning of the chapter; 
2) Add a section to .03 Requirements for Pharmacists Practicing in Maryland that sets forth when a 
pharmacist’s license may expire and the three basic requirements that must be met; 
3) Delete .05 Responsibility for Accrediting Programs because it does not reflect the current practice of 
the Board. The programs are no longer evaluated by a Board Committee. 
4) Rename .06 to be Accredited Continuing Education Programs (instead of Providers). Update the 
original list of approved providers under Section A. Rewrite Section B to require providers to request 
approval for individual program(s) by submitting a Board application prior to the date of offering of their 
individual program(s). Require providers to meet requirements set forth in Health Occ., § 12-309(g). Add 
a record keeping section in Section C. Add “to include measurable learning objectives, course outline, and 
self-assessment questions” to the description of course work. 
5) Add a new .07 Acceptance of Previously Unapproved Continuing Education Programs that would set 
forth for the pharmacist how they can have CE counted that was not previously approved by the Board.  
Addition revisions set forth below. 
6) Make changes to .08 Miscellaneous that include: a) Any continuing education requirement imposed by 
the Board upon a pharmacist as part of a letter of agreement, consent order, or final order, as defined in 
10.34.01.02, shall be in addition to the requirements of this regulation; and b) Pharmacists shall receive 2 
continuing education credits for attending a Public Board Meeting in its entirety so long as they limit it to 
two meetings per renewal period.  
7) Delete the entire .08 License Renewal Transition Period because it is obsolete 
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10.34.23

Pharmaceutical Services to Residents in Long-Term Care Facilities 

Health Occupations Article, §§12-205, 12-301, 12-401, 12-403, 12-501, 12-503, 12-504, 12-
505, 12-506, 12-509, Annotated Code of Maryland 

October 7, 1996

The purpose of this chapter is to provide regulations for all pharmacies and pharmacists 
serving a number of different facilities which arrange for the provision of pharmaceutical 
services to residents, except for pharmacies providing only emergency services for these 
facilities. 

See (2) below for a list of stakeholders receiving notification by email. No comments were 
received.

The following individuals received notification by email on January 5, 2009 that this chapter 
would be reviewed and to submit comments: Health Occupation Boards’ Legislative Liaison, 
Health Occupation Boards’ Legal Counsel, Director of the Laboratory Administration, Board of 
Nursing Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Lifespan, National Association of Boards of 
Pharmacy, HFAM,  Board of Dental Examiners Executive Director and Legislative Liaison, Board 
of Physicians Executive Director and Legislative Liaisons, Director and Chief Nurse of the Office 
of Health Care Quality, University of Maryland School of Pharmacy, Director and Deputy 
Director, Division of Drug Control, Maryland Pharmacists Association, and the Executive Director 
Board of Podiatric Medical Examiners. 
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X

X

X



(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 
(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 (5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 
federal government. 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

A notice was published in 36:2 Md.R. 95 (January 16, 2009) 
A notice was published on the MD Board of Pharmacy website on February 10, 2009 – April 2009 
A notice was published in the MD Board of Pharmacy Newsletter Fall 2008 Edition 
An email was sent to stakeholders listed in (2) above on January 5, 2009 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

Board staff prepared a survey chart of the States of Alabama, Delaware, Indiana, Illinois, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Missouri, Montana, Nevada, North Carolina, North Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, 
Washington and Wisconsin, which addressed many issues that are common to Long Term Care 
facilities throughout the country.  The questions concerned: 1) what constitutes a valid prescription 
order; 2) whether the state allows the use of emergency kits; 3) whether the state recognizes long 
term care pharmacies as its own category of licensure; 4) controlled dangerous substance being 
included in emergency kits; 5) nursing facility staff recognized as agents of the prescriber; 6) 
whether your state allows central prescription processing; 7) whether your state define 
“prepackaging;” and 8) whether your state defines and regulates remote pharmacy practices.  
Almost all of the states responded that they included these items in their laws and regulations.  Eight 
states responded that they did not define “prepackaging.”  As the Long Term Care Workgroup, 
described below, began revisions of Maryland’s Long Term Care Regulations, it took into 
consideration the results of the survey. 
Additionally the Workgroup utilized the NABP/ASCP Joint Report: Model Rules for Long-Term 
Care Pharmacy Practice, when considering revisions to COMAR 10.34.23. 



(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                  Yes             No 

 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
    √ amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Board established a Workgroup in the fall of 2008 to review and revise this chapter. The 
Workgroup consists of industry stakeholders, Board Members and Board staff.  The Workgroup met 
5 times between September 2008 and January 2009. The revisions of the Workgroup were also 
reviewed and revised by the Board of Pharmacy Practice Committee and the full Board at a public 
Board Meeting.  The current draft will be reviewed one last time by the reconvened Long Term 
Care Workgroup on June 29, 2009.  If there are any further revisions the draft will again be 
reviewed by the Board of Pharmacy Practice Committee and the full Board.  If there are no further 
revisions, then the full Board will approve the final regulations at an upcoming Board Meeting 
during the summer/fall of 2009. 

X

X

N/A 

The Board recommends extensive revisions due to the recommendations of the Long Term Care 
Workgroup, the Board Practice Committee and the full Board.  Those revisions include: 1) the addition of 
definitions for chart order, comprehensive care facilities, and packaging; 2) the deletion of the definitions 
for correctional facility and long term care facility; 3) the restriction of the scope of the regulations to only 
comprehensive care facilities; 4) the removal of Regulation .03 due to redundancy; 5) revisions to correct 
terminology to current usage; 6) the addition of existing labeling and security requirements; 7) a 
clarification of pharmacies packaging medications from bulk to unit dose and from another pharmacy;  8) 
additional updates and revisions to reflect the current standard of practice and current Md and federal laws 
and regulations. 



 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 
 

Anna D. Jeffers

Legislation and 
Regulations Manager, 
Maryland Board of 
Pharmacy 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?      X  Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?  X    Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?            Yes        X    No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?      X     Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
 

(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 
and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10.35.01 

Medical Examiner’s Cases 

Health-General Article, §§5-301 et seq., 10-714, 18-213; Estates and Trusts Article §§4-509 and 4-509.1; 
Annotated Cod of Maryland 

October 1, 2008 

The purpose of this action was to increase the fees paid for a requested certified copy of an 
autopsy report and other requested materials.  In addition, the fees paid for body transportation 
were increased in order to maintain current service providers and encourage more funeral 
homes to transport bodies for the Office of the Chief Medical Examiner. 
 

Stakeholders (families, funeral directors, media, and court officials) access the Office of the Chief 
Medical Examiner website, which details current regulations and affords an opportunity for 
feedback via email.  Additionally, the Chief Medical Examiner collaborates, regularly, with 
stakeholders, maintaining ongoing public dialogue.

 
Office of the Attorney General, State of Maryland; Maryland Board of Morticians 
 
 



(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 
(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 
 

(5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 
 
(8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 
 
 
 
 

C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?              Yes       X    No 
  
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?         X   Yes             No 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 

Publication of notice in the Maryland Register 
Posting Notice on Division of State Documents website 
Posting Notice on Department website 

To date, no public comments have been received. 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 



 
D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 

(check all that apply) 
       No Action   
 
     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

N/A 

David R. Fowler, M.D. 

Chief Medical Examiner 

√



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10.36.01 

Procedures 

Health Occupations Article, §§18-206, 18-301(b)(3) and (d) 18-302-18305 and 18-317, 
Annotated Code of Maryland 

June 24, 2002 

The purpose of COMAR 10.36.01 PROCEDURES is to provide information pertaining the 
requirements for licensure, and requirements of the Board. Subheadings in this chapter include, 
Definitions; Application Required for Licensure; Education Required for Licensure; 
Professional Supervised Experience Required for Licensure; Applications for Licensure from 
nonresidents; Examinations Required for Licensure; Exceptions to Licensure; License 
Renewal; Expiration and Inactive Status; Petitioning for Reinstatement Following Revocation; 
Board Meetings; Annual Report of the Board; and Petitions.    

All licensed psychologists, the Maryland Psychological Association, regional psychological 
associations, school psychology programs, and the public were invited to review the regulations.  
The Board announced its review of the regulations in the Maryland Register and on the Board’s 
web site. 
 In addition, stakeholders attended a  retreat held by the Board on October 13, 2007 and 
stakeholders attended an Open Board Meeting held on June 12, 2009.  During these meetings, 
stakeholders provided input on changing the regulations.  This input was used by the Board to 
guide their activities. 

X

X

X

X



(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 
their participation in and input into the review process. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 (5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

 
 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 

 
 (8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 

 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                  Yes             No 

 

In addition to the stakeholders named above, the Association of State and Provincial Psychology 
Boards (ASPPB) was consulted about eliminating the requirement of the post doctorate year. 

In order to solicit public comment the Board published a notice in the January 30, 2009 Maryland 
Register (page 205), requested input on the Board’s website, invited stakeholders to a board retreat, 
and to an Open Board Meeting. 

The stakeholders all supported the elimination of the post doctorate year requirement. 

NONE 

Unlike psychology graduate degree programs of the past, programs today require much more 
supervised training experience before they complete the program.  Therefore, graduates are more 
prepared to practice upon graduation.  

Many other states are also eliminating the post doc year requirement.   

N/A 

X



 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
    √ amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 
 
 

X

The Board has submitted regulations to be promulgated that coincide with the passing of HB 
654/SB 951 during the 2009 legislative session. 

The Board has submitted the following amendments for processing: 
- Repeal regulations a – d under COMAR 10.36.01.01. (6) Professional Supervised Experience;   
- Repeal regulations A- E and adopting new regulations A –E under COMAR 10.36.01.04 Professional 
Supervised Experience Required for Licensure; and 
- Adopt new Regulations A –K as COMAR 10.36.01.05 Supervised Professional Experience Required for 
Applicants Graduating from Clinical, Counseling, or School Psychology Programs, or from Programs 
combining any of these three specialties, of from respecialization programs.   
These actions were considered by the Board of Examiners of Psychologists at a public meeting on July 10, 
2009.  
 

Lorraine Smith 

Executive Director, Board 
of Examiners of 
Psychologists 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 

10.36.02 

Continuing Education 

Health Occupations Article, §18-309, Annotated Code of Maryland 

May 1, 2000 

The purpose of 10.36.02 is to define the requirements for continuing education (CE) activities, 
CE sponsors, and Board actions taken when CE requirements are not met.   

All licensed psychologists, the Maryland Psychological Association, national and  regional 
psychological associations were invited to review the regulations.  The Board announced its 
review of the regulations in the Maryland Register and on the Board’s web site in addition, 
representatives from the Maryland Psychological Association (MPA) have attended every board 
meeting when CEs were on the agenda. During the June 13, 2008 Board meeting, the Board 
discussed a letter received from MPA voicing their  concerns about the proposed CE regulations 
that the Board provided to them to review. 

N/A 

X

X

X

X



(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 
 
 (5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 
federal government. 

 
 

 
 
 (8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 

 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                  Yes             No 

 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 

In order to solicit public comment the Board published a notice in the January 30, 2009 Maryland 
Register (page 205), requested input on the Board’s website, invited stakeholders to a board retreat, 
and to an Open Board Meeting. 
In addition, the Board has provided the Maryland Psychological Association (MPA) with proposed 
CE regulatory changes to review. 

MPA's main concern was that the Board had removed them from being a CE Sponsor.  The 
compromise was, the Board made all American Psychological Association approved sponsors 
automated sponsors of the Board.  MPA is approved by APA. 

NONE 

N/A   

In the United States, most psychology boards required continuing education hours in order to renew 
ones license.

N/A 

X

X

N/A 



(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
    √ repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 
 
 

The psychology board is repealing regulations .01—.06 and adopting new regulations .01—.09 under 
COMAR 10.36.02 Continuing Education. This action was considered by the Board of Examiners of 
Psychologists at a public meeting on February 13, 2009. 
 
This proposal will be printed in the August 28, 2009 Maryland Register with the comment period ending 
September 28, 2009. Anticipated effective of this proposal is November, 2009. 

Lorraine Smith 

Executive Director, Board 
of Examiners of 
Psychologists 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10.36.03 

Procedures for Hearings 

Health Occupations Article, §§18-206 and 18-315; State Government Article, §10-206, 
Annotated Code of Maryland 

 September 4, 2000 

This chapter applies to the procedures used in all contested case hearings regarding the 
licensure or discipline of psychologists. 

All licensed psychologists, the Maryland Psychological Association, regional psychological 
associations, school psychology programs, and the public were invited to review the regulations.  
The Board announced its review of the regulations in the Maryland Register and on the Board’s 
web site. 
  

The Maryland Psychological Association, the National Register and the Association of State 
Provincial Psychology Boards were also made aware of the Board’s review of these regulations 
and comments were solicited.    

X

X

X

X



(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 
(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 
 (5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 
federal government. 

 
 

 
 
 (8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 

 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                  Yes             No 

 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 

In order to solicit public comment the Board published a notice in the January 30, 2009 Maryland 
Register (page 205), requested input on the Board’s website, invited stakeholders to a board retreat, 
and to an Open Board Meeting. 

None 

NONE 

N/A   

Other states have similar processes. 

N/A 

X

X

N/A 



 
D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 

(check all that apply) 
    √ no action 
 
     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 
 
 

No additional or amended regulations are needed at this time. 

Lorraine Smith 

Executive Director, Board 
of Examiners of 
Psychologists 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 
(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 

10.36.06 

Fee Schedule 

Health Occupations Article, §18-207, Annotated Code of Maryland 

March 18, 2002 

These regulations list the fees that are associated with licensure and registering as a psychology 
associate. 

All licensed psychologists, the Maryland Psychological Association, regional psychological 
associations, school psychology programs, and the public were invited to review the regulations.  
The Board announced its review of the regulations in the Maryland Register and on the Board’s 
web site. 
 
In addition, the board has discussed the need to increase fees in the future in order to cover 
expenses during the open board meeting on several occasions.  The input received will be used to 
guide the Board’s amendments. 

N/A 

X

X

X

X



(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 
regulation review; 

(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 
 (5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 

 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 

 
 (8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 

 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                  Yes             No 

 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 

In order to solicit public comment the Board published a notice in the January 30, 2009 Maryland 
Register (page 205), requested input on the Board’s website, invited stakeholders to a board retreat, 
and to an Open Board Meeting.  

None 

NONE 

Like other businesses, the cost to conduct the business of the psychology board has also increased. 
Therefore, it is necessary to raise the fees in order to continue to provide services. 

Other boards both in and out of state are raising fees to cover operating cost.   

N/A 

X

X

N/A 



(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
    √ amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 
 
 

In 2010 the Board will amend these regulations in order to repeal information that is obsolete, combine 
fees, and increase some fees.  This action is necessary for the following reasons: 
  -  Lost revenue due to the restructuring of processes; 
  -  Lost revenue due to the cost incurred in automating services; 
  -  New expenditures associated with enhancing work processes, such as the implementation of an 
integrated management system; and  
  - And the overall increase in operating cost. 
 

Lorraine Smith 

Executive Director, Board 
of Examiners of 
Psychologists 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 

10.36.07 

Psychology Associates 

Health Occupations Article, §§18-206 and 18-301, Annotated Code of Maryland 

April 16, 2001 

These regulations outline the requirements of a licensed psychologist and their psychology 
associate.  

All licensed psychologists, the Maryland Psychological Association, regional psychological 
associations, school psychology programs, and the public were invited to review the regulations.  
The Board announced its review of the regulations in the Maryland Register and on the Board’s 
web site. 
In addition, the board has discussed the need to change the requirements of psychology associates 
during the open board meeting on several occasions. The input received will be used to guide the 
Board’s amendments. 

N/A 

X

X

X

X



(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 (5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 (8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 

 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                  Yes             No 

 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 

In order to solicit public comment the Board published a notice in the January 30, 2009 Maryland 
Register (page 205), requested input on the Board’s website, invited stakeholders to a board retreat, 
and to an Open Board Meeting. 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

Most states have mental health providers that are equivalent to that of a psychology associate. 
However, in other states these mental health providers are required to renew or reapply. In 
Maryland once you are approved as a psychology associate it never expires.     

N/A 

X

X

N/A 



 
D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 

(check all that apply) 
     no action 
 
    √ amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 
 
 
 

In 2010 the Board will amend these regulations.  Psychology associate status will be changed from 
indefinite status to requiring a new application every 2 years.    
 

Lorraine Smith 

Executive Director, Board 
of Examiners of 
Psychologists 



Regulatory Review and Evaluation Act 
Evaluation Report Form 

2003 – 2011 
 

 
Chapter Codification: 
 
Chapter Name: 
 
Authority:   
 
 
Date Originally Adopted or Last Amended:   
 
Purpose:   
 
 
 
A.  Review Criteria. (State Government Article, §10-132(1)(i), Annotated Code of Maryland; COMAR 
01.01.3002.20E) 
 

(1) Do the regulations continue to be necessary for the public interest?             Yes             No 
 
(2) Do the regulations continue to be supported by statutory authority and judicial opinion?         Yes        No 
 
(3) Are the regulations obsolete or otherwise appropriate for amendment or repeal?             Yes             No 
 
(4) Are the regulations effective in accomplishing their intended purpose?             Yes             No 
 

B.  Outreach and Research. (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(i)–(viii), Annotated Code of Maryland) 
(1)  List any stakeholders invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of their participation in 

and input into the review process. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(2)  List any other affected agencies that were invited to review the regulations and provide a summary of 

their participation in and input into the review process. 
 
 
 
 
(3)  Describe the process used to solicit public comment, including: 

(a) any notice published in the Maryland Register; 

10.36.08

Monetary Penalties 

Health Occupations Article, §18-313.1, Annotated Code of Maryland 

October 2, 2000 

These regulations establish standards for the imposition of penalties not exceeding $10,000 
against a licensed psychologist. 

All licensed psychologists, the Maryland Psychological Association, regional psychological 
associations, school psychology programs, and the public were invited to review the regulations.  
The Board announced its review of the regulations in the Maryland Register and on the Board’s 
web site. 
  
 

N/A 

X

X

X

X



(b) any notice published in newspapers of general circulation; 
(c) any notice posted on the unit’s website or on a Statewide website created for units to post notices of 

regulation review; 
(d) any mailing by the adopting authority; and 
(e) any public hearing held. 
 
 
 
 
 

(4)  Provide summaries of: 
(a) all comments received from stakeholders, affected units, or the public; and 
(b) the adopting authority’s responses to those comments. 
 
 
 

 (5)  Describe any interunit conflict reviewed and the resolution or proposed resolution of that conflict. 
 
 
 

(6)  Provide a summary of any relevant scientific data gathered. 
 

 
 

 
(7)  Provide a summary of any relevant information gathered related to the regulations of other states or the 

federal government. 
 

 
 

 
 (8)  Provide a summary of any other relevant information gathered. 

 
 
 

 
C.  Under COMAR 01.01.2003.20E(3), does the agency have any existing policy statements, guidelines, or 
standards being applied or enforced which should be promulgated as regulations, in accordance with the 
Administrative Procedure Act?                  Yes             No 

 
 
Has the agency promulgated all regulations required by recent legislation?              Yes             No 
 
 
Provide explanations of the above responses, as needed: 
 
 
 
 
 

D.  Actions Needed.  (State Government Article, §10-135(a)(2)(ix) – (xi), Annotated Code of Maryland) 

In order to solicit public comment the Board published a notice in the January 30, 2009 Maryland 
Register (page 205), requested input on the Board’s website, invited stakeholders to a board retreat, 
and to an Open Board Meeting. 

NONE 

NONE 

N/A 

Other states have similar processes.

N/A 

X

X

N/A 



(check all that apply) 
    √ no action 
 
     amendment 
 
     repeal 
 
     repeal and adopt new regulations 
 
     reorganization 
 

Summary: 
 
 
 
 
 
        Person performing review: 
 
                    Title: 

 
 

No additional or amended regulations are needed at this time. 
 

Lorraine Smith 

Executive Director, Board 
of Examiners of 
Psychologists 


