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RADIOLOGIC TECHNOLOGY CERTIFICATION COMMITTEE (RTCC)
DRAFT MEETING MINUTES

April 24, 2025

California Department of Public Health
Auditorium
1500 Capitol Avenue
East End Complex
Building 172 Auditorium
Sacramento, California 95814

Rajiv Mishra, PhD, Chairman
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT

James Bronk, MD, FACR

Dawn Buratti, DPM, ABFAS, FACFAS
Rachelle Campbell, MSHA, RT(R)ARRT, CRT
Tyler Fisher MS, DABR

Lisa Schmidt, PhD, RT(R)(M), ARRT, CRT
Steven Wang, MD, MBA

PRESENTERS/PUBLIC SPEAKERS

Truyen Nguyen, Health Program Specialist, Registration, Regulations, and Quality
Assurance Section

Phillip L. Scott, MA, CRT; Supervising Health Physicist, Registration, Regulations, and
Quality Assurance (RRQA) Section

Juan Garcia, Associate Health Physicist, California ROSS Coordinator, Radiologic
Health Branch

Diane Przepiorski, Executive Director, California Orthopedic Association
Sara Svob
Mina Trevis, Program Director, Casa Loma College

MEETING SUMMARY

l. WELCOME / OPENING REMARKS

Chairman Mishra called the meeting to order at 9:31 a.m. He introduced the
RTCC members as well as the California Department of Public Health-Radiologic
Health Branch (CDPH-RHB) staff.
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Il. APPROVAL OF APRIL 24, 2024, RTCC MEETING MINUTES
Chairman Mishra
MOTION I

That the Committee approve the April 24, 2024, RTCC meeting minutes as
submitted.

Motion: Committee Member Bronk
Second: Committee Member Wang

Vote:

6 Yes: Dr. James Bronk, Dr. Dawn Buratti, Rachelle Campbell, Tyler Fisher,
Dr. Lisa Schmidt, Dr. Steven Wang

0 No

0 Abstain

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

Chairman Mishra noted that the approved minutes would be visible on the
CDPH-RHB website no later than 30 days from today.

M. LEGISLATIVE REGULATORY UPDATE

Truyen Nguyen
Health Program Specialist
Registration, Regulations, and Quality Assurance (RRQA) Section

Some salient information presented by Mr. Nguyen:

Assembly Bill (AB) 460

e Introduced February 6, 2025, and sent to Appropriations April 23, 2025.

e Revises the definition of “direct supervision” in the Health and Safety Code,
section 106985 to mean the direction of procedures by a licensed physician
and surgeon who shall be either physically present or within the facility and
immediately available to intervene or available immediately via telephone
or other real-time audio communication with access to the patient’s
electronic medical records and have the ability to intervene through
standing orders or protocols.

e Requires onsite safety protocols and personnel capable of responding to
adverse events at the physician’s direction.

Assembly Bill (AB) 511
e Introduced February 10, 2025, and sent to Appropriations April 23, 2025.
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Would prohibit a person from holding themselves out as a radiologist
assistant (RA) unless the listed requirements are met.

Would authorize a supervising radiologist to delegate radiologist tasks to
the radiologist assistant’s competence levels.

Assembly Bill (AB) 876

Introduced February 19, 2025, and sent to Business & Professions on
April 22, 2025.

Proposes changes to the Business and Professions Code (BPC), section
2827 that pertains to the use of fluoroscopy.

Adds procedures and services a nurse anesthetist may perform in an
acute care facility, outpatient setting, or dental office.

Amended April 23, 2025, and no longer affects fluoroscopy.

Assembly Bill 460 and Assembly Bill 511 have been put on the suspense file due
to their fiscal impact on the General Fund and/or the Special Fund. The
necessary discussions date will be put on the suspense calendar.

IV.  CONTINUING EDUCATION CREDITS (CEC) - DISCUSSION

Phillip L. Scott, MA, CRT
Supervising Health Physicist
Registration, Regulations, and Quality Assurance Section

Some highlights from Mr. Scott’s presentation:

This will be a continuation of our last meeting’s discussion on continuing
education credits (CE).

Discussion will center around RTCC Motion & Issues, Rulemaking History,
Authorization & Purpose, Optional Approaches, and Proposal for
Consideration.

The previous RTCC motion was that RHB find ways to modify the current
CE definition as well as evaluating the topics approval process.

CE applies not only to Radiologic Technologists (RTs) but also to X-ray
technicians (XTs) and to certified supervisors and operators (S&Os).

The CE legislative purpose and validity will be discussed.

The RT Act (Radiologic Technology Act) specified that authorization
holders must complete a specified number of credits within a time period
prior to expiration of authorization.

Certification is currently handled by six different boards, ARRT being one of
the largest and best known.

Currently Radiologic Health Branch (RHB) accepts approval of CE by these
six boards.
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e RHB reviews submitted renewal information related to X-ray on a random
basis.

e In 2001 RTCC recommended the use of CE to ensure that you maintain
some level of competency within the industry to protect the public health
and safety from excessive and improper exposure to ionizing radiation.

e The California Legislature adopted the RT Act to carry out this public health
policy.

e Some potential options for RHB to implement the requirements of the RT
Act could be to: specify the actual topics not just the word subjects,
require all CEs to be from one provider or specific providers, attestation or
an acknowledgement of expectations, responsibilities, duties, good
practices or things RHB deems appropriate, or a combination of the
above.

e We have categorized our Proposal for Consideration into two groups:
1. For CRTs & XTs, and 2. For Licentiates.

e Proposal 1 — CRTs and XTs: Complete 24 ARRT category A/A+ CEs
excluding MRI, ultrasound, and billing practices (e.g., CPT, ICD-9 coding),
if mammo is held, 10 of the 24 in mammo, and, if fluoro is held, 4 in fluoro.

e Proposal 2 - S&0Os:
a. Submit 10 ARRT category A/A+ CEs excluding MRI, ultrasound,
and billing practices (e.g., CPT, ICD-9 coding), 4 in fluoro if fluoro
permit held; or
b. Submit attestation of acknowledgement of the document
“Supervision under the Radiologic Technology Act”.

Committee Discussion

Committee Member Schmidt:
e Some terms need clarification in terms of supervision and outdated
language is still in this document.
e | like using the word “and” in place of “or” when dealing with attestation.

Committee Member Bronk:
e How is your Proposal for Consideration addressing a problem that is not
currently being solved?

Committee Member Campbell:
e | really like this proposal, and it does answer the ask that the CSRT came
to this Committee with a year ago.
e For technologists and technicians this would streamline their lives to be a
lot clearer on what the expectations are.
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e Our radiologists and surgeons need more education on the supervision
side.

e | am all for options 1 and 2b.

e | do like using the word “and” when dealing with attestation.

e We should leave the CEs for licentiates in place since it is already
working.

¢ |t might be beneficial to separate out the supervision issue pertaining to
licentiates.

e | am not suggesting additional course work for S&O licentiates but rather
that they read and be aware of legal requirements of the RT Act.

e If ARRT already has a relationship with the boards listed, then there is no
exclusivity because it is already all approved anyway.

Committee Member Buratti:

e Are we talking about eliminating the CE requirement specifically for X-ray
in addition to the physician/practitioner license?

e So, in option 2a, why make all this go through just ARRT?

e Whatever board we go through already attests the number of CEs related
to X-ray and it is accepted.

e Giving one organization the exclusive ability to approve CEs creates
additional obstacles for medical associations.

Committee Member Fisher:
¢ In dealing with attestation, | think an “or” statement and an
acknowledgement is not sufficient - an “and” would be appropriate.
e |If the current process for licentiates works, then we should not modify it.

Committee Member Wang:
¢ How do we make sure that other licensees and/or licentiates have the
education necessary to protect the public from improper exposure and
excessive radiation exposure?

Supervising Health Physicist Scott:

e Our proposal simplifies CE by making everything go to one organization
that presents radiologic technology information.

e We have had no pushback on moving this proposal forward because
we’ve not presented it to anyone else.

e Attestation could take a number of different forms and combinations.

e Attesting the acknowledgement of a document could be just one part of
the proposal. The Committee could add additional requirements.

e Currently all new S&O applicants do not get tested on supervision.

e Licentiates not primarily involved in X-ray could be separated out insofar
as CE is concerned.
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e The Committee can decide whether or not to make everything go through
ARRT.

e Oftentimes what we receive from different boards is vague regarding X-ray
related CEs and it is difficult to make a determination of just how subject-
related they might be.

e What we are attempting to do is to find ways to modify the current CE
definition as well as to evaluate the process in which topics are approved
or accepted in an effort to expand the topics that are adjacent to or part of
the ionizing radiation process.

e RTCC Coordinator Arriola advised the Committee to agendize the subject
of “supervision” for a future meeting since it was not on the current
agenda.

Public Comment
Diane Przepiorski/California Orthopedic Association
e Limiting certification to just courses approved by the ARRT could drive up
costs.
e Generally speaking, it is not good for a state agency to favor one agency
or accrediting body over others.

Mina Trevis/Casa Loma College Program Director

e In 2a, itis not clear what licentiates would have to do in terms of CE
related to radiation exposure.

Sarah Svob
e Limiting CE approval to ARRT is limiting my choices on where | want to
get my education.

RTCC Coordinator Arriola read the following into the record:

Motion Il - To accept Proposal Number 1 for CRTs and XTs to complete 24
ARRT Category A/A+ CEs, excluding MRI, ultrasound and billing practices. If
mammo is held 10 of the 24 in mammo, and if fluoro is held, 4 in fluoro.
MOTION II

The Committee voted to approve Motion Il as read into the record.

Motion: Committee Member Fisher.
Second: Committee Member Wang.

Vote:
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4 Yes: Rachelle Campbell, Dr. Wang, Dr. Schmidt, Tyler Fisher.
2 No: Dr. Buratti, Dr. Bronk.
0 Abstain

V. LUNCH

11:30 a.m. — 12:58 p.m.

VI.  CLINICAL MAMMOGRAPHY EXPERIENCE - DISCUSSION

Phillip L. Scott, MA, CRT
Supervising Health Physicist
Registration, Regulations, and Quality Assurance Section

Mr. Scott noted the following:

Subjects for discussion will include: RTCC’s Motion, Regulatory Overview,
Standards, and Background, Questions, Regulatory Goals, and
Alternatives.

RTCC recommended a change in state regulations to have 25 supervised
mammographic exams performed as a student in an approved RT school
as a prerequisite prior to obtaining a California mammography license.
An alternative could be to require RT certification schools to provide
mammography education, training, and clinical to incoming and current
students and to existing CRTs.

An additional alternative would be to create an educational program
structured like the Limited Podiatric Radiography Educational Program
which is essentially on-the-job training.

The 1961 Radiation Control Law required registration of one’s X-ray
equipment, a radiation protection program, and machines must meet
certain standards.

In 1992 the California Legislature adopted the Mammography Quality
Assurance Act (MQSA) creating the concept of machine certification as
opposed to individual personnel certification.

California regulates mammography via the RT Act and its requirements.
If CRTs want to perform mammography, they have to meet the
requirements found in Regulation 30455.1.

If you are a physicist and want to evaluate mammography X-ray
equipment, you have to be approved by RHB.

Pertinent federal law focuses only on screening and diagnostics.

Under the federal MQSA there are requirements for personnel and
machines.

California state regulations are very close to what federal requirements
are.

Radiologic Technology Certification Page 7
Committee April 24, 2025
DRAFT Meeting Minutes



DRAFT Minutes from April 24, 2025 — Note: These minutes have not been approved by the RTCC

e Committee input on the following would be helpful: Will the proposed
changes increase or decrease the mammographer workforce? What is
the regulatory goal? Do our goals increase access to mammography
services? Do these goals help ensure that mammographers are
competent? Do these proposed changes create additional barriers to the
mammography workforce?

Committee Discussion

Committee Member Campbell:

e At what level of competency would these 25 mammograms be performed?

e Would patients allow someone identified as a student to touch them?

e School coursework is a mixture of didactic, clinical, and lab work. This
mixture can get messy.

e Through J-CERT we are not allowed to declare students competent until
they have completed the didactic education.

e Licensed CRTs could get clinical hours by declaring that if they are in a
recognized course, they are a student.

e | am physically against OJT from the get-go.

Committee Member Bronk:
e Under current regulations is it possible for a certified technologist to
become a certified mammographer in online, weekend courses, or
evening courses?

Committee Member Schmidt:

e Equitable education is an issue in J-CERT because oftentimes males are
not permitted to do mammograms.

e The problem lies in how the current requirements are structured and this
contributes to the redundancy of needing California recognition first and
then additionally taking the ARRT exam. Is there a way to backtrack to
look at the law?

e We are trying to increase our supply of mammographers but | am not sure
that this process is the way to do it.

Committee Member Fisher:
e | am against all these ideas because we are trying to solve a problem that
isn’t really a problem.

Supervising Health Physicist Scott:
e Current regulations do allow for a certified technologist to become a
certified mammographer. Actual performance of a mammography is not
required.
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e To change any law dealing with these issues would require the legislature
to change the law.

e Alternate 3 creates a procedure by which a facility could become the
educational program thereby meeting the exemption requirement.

Committee Member Buratti:
e In order to be a clinical site, you have to be approved. What would the
requirements be for a facility to be approved for educational designation?

MOTION Iii

Council Member Bronk moved to direct further investigation into the concept that
is presented in Alternative 3 and using the idea that at least on the clinical side
there may be alternative pathways for a person who is already a certified
technologist to obtain the supervised mammograms necessary to continue on the
pathway in order to get certification as a mammography certified technologist,
seconded by Committee Member Wang.

Motion: Committee Member Bronk.
Second: Committee Member Wang.

Vote:

6 Yes: Rachelle Campbell, Dr. Wang, Dr. Buratti, Dr. Bronk, Dr. Schmidt, and
Mr. Tyler Fisher.

0 No
0 Abstain

Vil. RADIOLOGIC OPERATION SUPPORT SPECIALIST (ROSS) -
INFORMATIONAL SESSION ONLY
Juan Garcia, Associate Health Physicist
California ROSS Coordinator
Radiologic Health Branch
Mr. Garcia made a presentation regarding the Radiologic Operation Support
Specialist Program. He discussed the history of the program and also current
challenges due to budget cuts at the federal level. He explained the steps to
becoming a ROSS, highlighting the following:

e The Radiologic Operation Support Specialist Program (ROSS) is a FEMA
initiative to create subject matter experts that can be called upon for
radiological incidents.

¢ Once a candidate completes educational requirements then he/she must
go through the two-part credentialing process.
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e A nuclear detonation is one of the largest events that would necessitate
ROSS coordinators to respond.

e A radiological dispersal device explosion would also utilize ROSS
coordinators.

e NIMS 5009 lists the different qualifications required to become a ROSS
coordinator.

VIIl. PUBLIC COMMENT
No members of the public addressed the Committee.
IX. CLOSING COMMENTS

Chairman Mishra noted that the next RTCC meeting would be held in Southern
California.

He thanked all in attendance for their participation and stated that the California
Department of Public Health would continue to partner with the regulated
community to better serve the citizens of California by continuing to maintain
focus on health and safety.

Chairman Mishra adjourned the meeting at 2:09 p.m.
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