From Maya Dolena, PO Box 986, Pahoa, HI H 96778

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice
Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential
to their services. My naturopathic doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them,
without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health
care.

There’s no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully
granted Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the
naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit
filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The
training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and
they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by
the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in
Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has
set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic
physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that
these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a
very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped
to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care.
Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other health
professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. [n addition, requiring
one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor’s practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient
privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer



Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

I this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come
to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive ahilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my
access to the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve,

Thank you,
Maya Dolena



Freedom of Choice for our health issues is of ultimate importance. | have been going to a
Naturopathic Doctor for about 2 years now when | discovered the medicatons prescribed for my
condition by my Doctor at Queens had side effects that were worse than the ailment. | decided to
try natural remedies which were not given to me as a choice with the regular MD. | feel better, have
lost weight, more energy, and have found a doctor with more concern over long term effects and
one that has spent so much time trying to asses the best approach to whole health. | hope you give
these highly trained naturopathic doctors a fair shake. Please give us a choice of medical care we
prefer. My naturopathic doctor prescribed antibiotics for me when necessary and | hope she or he
can continue to do the same. Please vote down the 5B2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic
Physicians. Thank you, Bonnie Town

4911 Mana Place, Honolulu Hl



February 17,2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic
Physicians. Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014,

To whom it may concern:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose

SB2577 SD1. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions is an important part of
my health care. | have been working with my naturopathic doctor for the last five years, and |
strongly support their rights as primary care providers. My naturopath provides outstanding care for
my health concerns that have largely resolved due to working together. Basic prescriptions are part
of this care. '

I believe that naturopathic physicians are an essential part of the healthcare system. The
requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem discriminatory, because similar requirements
are not placed on other types of physicians.

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of medical care that | deserve,

Thank you,
Laura Gouge



Adam Long
Owner

Sakoda Construction, LLC

Hilo, HI

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice

Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection:

'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1, This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential
to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them,
without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health
care and that of my employees. 1use Naturopathic care as part of my comprehensive health care
for myself, family, and encourage my employees to do the same.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully
granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the
naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit
filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefited greatly from this prescriptive authority. The
training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and
they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by
the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in
Hawaii, The restrictive requirements in SB2577 5D1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has
set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic
physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill Is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that
these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physicianis a
very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped
to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care.



Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other health
professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. in addition, requiring
one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor's practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient
privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more, ‘

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly repaorts of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer
Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectakle medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary, In some cases, requirements that SB2577 5D1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come
o expect from naturopathic physicians. If will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of cur naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my
access to the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve,

Thank you,

Adam Long

BC#32941

Sakoda Construction, LLC
808-990-2055



Dana Ritchie Fujikake

2333 Kapiolani blvd. Apt. 2012

Honolulu, Hi. 96826

February 17, 2014

Position of Testimony: Strong Opposition te SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

The hearing for this measure is at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice
Chair, and other Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

| hope that you will do everything you can to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would require
naturopathic physicians to reduce or give up prescription rights that are necessary to their services.
My naturopathic doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them, without the
inappropriate restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There’s no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully
granted Hawaii’'s naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the
naturopathic Board. There has alsc been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it cutside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit
filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefited greatly from this prescriptive authority. The
training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and
they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by
the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in
Hawaii, The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has
set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic
physicians. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this hill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that
these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the haturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a
very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at ali equipped
to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care.
Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other health
professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring
one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor’s practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient
privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.



$B2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer
Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come
to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians, Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my
access to the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,

Dana Ritchie Fujikake

Sent from my iPhone



February 17 , 2014
Position: Strong Opposition to $B2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice
Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection: ‘
My primary health care doctor is a naturopath. | want him to be able to care for my health needs as
he has studied as much as an MD and even impressed my MD friend from Germany who had a
valuable treatment from him recently.

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential
to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them,
without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health
care. :

Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority
almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these
prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of
prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope
of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from
this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for
their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care
have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawail. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in
other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii
naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and
competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the
unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

SB2577 SD1 requires your Naturopathic Physician to have MDs review all of their prescriptions,
including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns they have with
these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived
proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all
due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensihle reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in
many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent
providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the
patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in
naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of dactor to oversee and review a very
different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when it
comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more,



SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer
Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. |t will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of ourmost valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians.

Please oppose SB82577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that |
deserve, '

Thank you for addressing my concerns and doing the RIGHT thing when it comes time to vote on
this bill. Please OPPOSE $B2577 SD1



Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice
Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection:

I'm writing to request that you oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would restrict my naturopathic
physician from being able to write prescriptions that are important in the heaith care of my family.
Although naturopathic physicians try to minimize the use of prescription medications, in many cases
they are essential to the practice of integrative family medicine.

There is no rational basis for this legislation. Since the Legislature authorized prescriptive rights for
Hawaii’'s naturopathic physicians, there have been:

» No complaints brought to the Hawaii State Naturopathic Board regarding prescriptive use by
naturopathic physicians

* No cases of naturopathic physicians using prescriptions outside their training and scope of practice
* No overuse of prescriptive authority by naturopathic physicians

¢ No lawsuits filed in this regard

Instead, the vast majority of the testimony already submitted regarding SB2577 shows that the
public has benefited greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic physicians
sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all
the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is
well defined, Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and
clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in
SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive
rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii Naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US
for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians have even taken the step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of
continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that
these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a
very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped
to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care.
Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other health
professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by {aw to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring
one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor’s practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient
privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the



requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer
Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

i this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come
to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my
access to the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,
Corinne Maul de Soto, ND



I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential
to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them,
without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health
care.

For us personally, my husband almost died from mercury poisoning. Five specialist could not find
out why his body was shutting down. A nutritionist asked to get him tested for heavy metal toxins.
Our primary physician did not feel it was necessary because it was not common. We persisted and
blood tests showed high levels of mercury. No physician specializes in chelating so our naturopath is
providing this treatment and she specializes in heavy metal toxins. If it was not for our naturopath,
my husband would probably be bedridden or worse.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully
granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the
naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit
filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefited greatly from this prescriptive authority. The
training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and
they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by
the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in
Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in $B2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has
set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic
physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that
these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a
very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at alt equipped
to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care.
Naturopathic doctors are highly trained te be independent providers who consult with other health
professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring
one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor's practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient
privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer



Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

if this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come
to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my
access to the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Rosie Carrillo
5391 Makaloa Street
Kapaa, HI 96746



My name: Aziani lsmail
My address: PO Box 807, Volcano, HI 96785

| want to register my strong opposition to SB2577 SDI. My primary caregiver is a naturopathic
doctor and | have benefitted greatly from her care. She does not over prescribe (not like some other
doctors i know) and if she does, | have not been negatively affected by it at all. The bill is completely
unjustifiable and inequitable for all the reasons below. It puts an unnecessary and unreascnable
barrier for anyone who wants to have a naturopath as his/her primary caregiver.

To the Honorahble Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair,
the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair,
and otherDistinguished Members of the Senate
Committee onCommerce and Consumer Protection:
I'm writing to request that you do everything in your
power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to
restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor’s
ability to write certain prescriptions when | need
them, without the unreasonable restrictions
proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my
health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every
reason 1o oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully
granted Hawaii'snaturopathic physicians prescriptive
authority almost five years ago, there has been no
evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to
these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic
Board. There has also been no overuse of
prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic
physicians using it outside their training and scope of
practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard.
Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this
prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic
physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified
to offer all the services they currently provide, to the
full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which
is well defined, Standards of care have recently been
adopted by the Board that provide oversight and
clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic
medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in
$B2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states
where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive




rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board
has set some of the highest standards in the US for
the practice, safety, and competence of
naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic
physicians have even taken the unusual step of
voluntarily recommending that they complete 15
hours of continuing education in pharmacology
biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the
proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their
prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they
have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-
conceived proposal. A naturopathic physicianis a
very different type of medical expert than an MD.
With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to
make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care.
Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other
health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by
law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition,
requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a
very different type of doctor's practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it
comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy,
HIPAA laws, and much more.

$B2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic
physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical
burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly
reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the
requirement that they receive authorization from
the Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs
in order to prescribe any item from their own
formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines,
medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be




excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some
cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose
seem blatantly unfair, and may even be
discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of
physicians. .

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high
standards that the people of Hawaii have come to
expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also
reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary
care providers, at a time whenprimary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing
we need is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive
abilities of our naturopathic physicians.
Pleaseoppose 5B2577 SD1 and protect my access to
the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.
Thank you,




February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Oppaesition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice
Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection: '

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential
to their services. My naturopathic doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them,
without the unreasonabhle restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health
care.

Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturapathic physicians prescriptive authority
almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these
prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has alsc been no overuse of
prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope
of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from
this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for
their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care
have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in $82577 SD1 have no precedent in
other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii
naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and
competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the
unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

SB2577 SD1 requires your Naturopathic Physician to have MDs review all of their prescriptions,
including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns they have with
these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived
proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all
due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in
many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent
providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the
patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in
naturopathic medicine. {n addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very
different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when it
comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

$B2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer
Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be



excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of curmost valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians.

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access ta the high level of naturopathic care that|
deserve.

Thank you

howie simon in kona



February 17, 2014

Honorable Sen. Baker, Sen. Taniguchi and other members of the Senate Committee of Commerce
and Consumer Protection

PLEASE oppose SB25775D!

This bill unfairly impacts the prescription rights of naturopathic physicians. Furthermore, not only
does it simply not make sense to have MDs oversee the work of naturopathic physicians, it would be
HARMFUL to patients to give such authority to MDs.

Thank vou for taking the time to read this.

Kristina Ann Pikunas PhD
Licensed Psychologist

438 Hobron Lane Suite 307
Honolulu HI 96815

{808) 228-4560

74 Lono Avenue Suite 102
Kahulul HI 96732
{808) 214-8944



Jean Grissim

78-7030 Alii Dr. #301

Kailua-Kona, HI 86740

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice

Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose $82577 SD1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential
to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them,
without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by $B2577 SD1, is an important part of my health
care.

Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority
almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these
prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of
prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope
of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from
this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for
their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care
have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in $B2577 5D1 have no precedent in
other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii
naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and
campetence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the
unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

S$B2577 SD1 requires your Naturopathic Physician to have MDs review all of their prescripticns,
including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns they have with
these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived
proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all
due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in
many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent
providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the
patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in
naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very



different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when it
comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer
Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that 582577 SD1 would
impose seem hlatantly unfair, and may even he discriminatory, because no comparahle
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of ourmost valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock an the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians.

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that |
deserve.

Thank you,

Jean Grissim



Testimony Submitted by: Daria A. Fand
Honolulu, HI

February 17, 2014

Position of Testimony: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1, Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing: 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice
Chair, and other Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

As a patient who has been seeing naturopathic physicians for many years, | am outraged at the
restrictions this measure seeks to place on the most important healthcare providers that | have,
whose services can't be be matched, duplicated, or even properly judged by M.D.'s. My
naturopathic physician prescribes medications and performs other clinical procedures that M.D.'s
are simply not properly or competently trained to do — which ironically puts M.D.'s in ho position
to safely evaluate the treatment protocals and modalities performed by naturopaths. My
naturopathic doctor has been a brilliant clinician highly trained to administer medications that
other doctors have been completely ighorant about, affording me a level of relief and care the
rest of the medical profession could not provide. As a consequence, I've made sure to only utilize
the services of M.D.'s who support and encourage my care under naturopaths, whom they
acknowledge know more than they do about all these methods that have helped me. {f my OWN
M.D.'s would prefer | see my naturopathic physician for the purposes | da, because their level of
competence exceeds that of an M.D., why would the Legislature seek to take that freedom of
choice and care away from me and my other doctors, who only wish for my best health and what
will achieve that best? The M.D.'s who recognize naturopathic care are the wave of the future in
every other progressive state — and it grieves and angers me to think of Hawaii taking such a
massive leap backwards into the Dark Ages, before naturopaths were given their appropriate,
respectful seat at the table among other providers, in an attempt to deprive me of the needs |
have for naturopathic care.

Moreover, I'll add that naturopaths practice in ways similar or superior to many chiropractors and
osteopaths, who are not heing targeted in this medical witch-hunt and are widely accepted
within the medical profession.

It's alsa extremely unfair and anathema to medical practice that any M.D. should have oversight
over my naturopathic care, and intrude into the privacy of my relationship with any medical

provider,

This measure is not about patient protection and choice -- and patients have already spoken in a
strong voice last this bill was heard to oppose this measure. Please don't paternalize and

patronize me and my care as a patient with this measure.

| hope that you will do everything you can to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would require
naturopathic physicians to reduce or give up prescription rights that are necessary to their
services. My naturopathic doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them,



without the inappropriate restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an
important — and indispensable -- part of my healt.h care.

There’s no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully
granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to
the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit
filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefited greatly from this prescriptive authority. The
training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and
they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by
the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in
Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in 582577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has
set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of
naturopathic physicians. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of
voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology
biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic
physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not
at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education
has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The
education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to
my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult
with other health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when
required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine.
In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor’s
practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as
insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more,

S$B2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed menthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem hlatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this hill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. it will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary



care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my
access to the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,

Darja A. Fand



Edith C. Lee
P.O. Box 240429

Honolulu, Hawaii 96824

February 17, 2014
Position: Streng Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on_Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially
require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their services. My
naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them, without the unreascnable
restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii's
naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of
patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no
overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of
practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
autherity. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and
they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of
practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight
and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1
have no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii
naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of
‘naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially. ,

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be required to
have MDs' review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address
any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely
ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their
education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education
of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic
doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they
consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very
different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to
issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA [aws, and much more.



S$B2577 5D1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other
unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they
submit detailed maonthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive
authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer Affalrs in order to prescribe any item from their
own formulary, and the requirement that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen,
and some injectable medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the pecple of Hawaii have come to expect from
naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the guality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our
most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short supply. The last
thing we need is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose
SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,

Edith C. Lee



Angela Leslee
81-1250 Konawaena High School Road
Kealakekua, HI 96750

{(a voter in Hawaii)

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to
Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room
229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the
Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce
and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to
oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require
naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights |
that are essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability
to write certain prescriptions when | need them, without the



unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an
important part of my health care.

| also choose to have Western medical care through Kaiser,
however, | rely strongly on my Naturopathic physician for most of
my non-emergency medical needs. If this bill passes into law, her
hands will be basically tied, and | fear we will lose many of our
Naturopaths here on the island, and we will lose our freedom of
choice of medical care. |

Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these
prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has
also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of
practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public
has benefited greatly from this prescriptive authority, The training of
naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription
privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they -
currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice,
which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by
the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in
SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where naturopathic
physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii
naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for
the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians.
Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of
voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing

- education in pharmacology biennially.

SB2577 SDi requires your Naturopathic Physician to have MDs
review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts



prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns
they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived
proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of
medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at
all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic
prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment
modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far
exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential {o my heaith
care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent
providers who consult with other health professionals when they
consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic
medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create
endless implementation and legail problems when it comes to
issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and
reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their

practices. These include the requirement that they submit
detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to
prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines,
medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded
from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even
be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are
placed on other types of physicians.



If SB2577 SP1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high
standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect
from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of
naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of ourmost
valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is
to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our
naturopathic physicians.

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the
high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,
Angela Leslee



Holly Honbo
3377 Manoa Road
Honolulu, HI 96822

February 17,2014
My Position: Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

To Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection:

[’'m writing to voice very strong objections to SB2577 SD1. The Legislature received
well over 300 emails opposing SB2577, and only three in support, yet the Committee
Report (SB2577 SD1 SSCR2244) seemed to ignore this, stating only that the committee
“received testimony in opposition to this measure from Sakoda Construction, LLC, and
several individuals.” Why was a second hearing scheduled when there was such
overwhelming opposition to this bill?

SB2577 SD1would require naturopathic physicians to unreasonably reduce their current
prescription rights - integral to their services - and add unfair burdens to their practlces
This bill is illogical, unnecessary, and clearly biased against the naturopathlc
profession. It seems intended to foster conflict rather than cooperation in Hawaii’s
integrative health care community, and it’s based on faulty assumptions about the
education of naturopathic physicians. For example, the Committee Report incorrectly
states that the education of naturopathic physicians “offers very few contact hours of
study on pharmacological treatment of disease.” In fact, the hours of pharmacology
training for naturopathic physicians are nearly the same as that of MDs, and greater
than that of osteopaths.

There are so many problems with this bill that adequately describing them all would
require dozens of pages of testimony. The following is a brief summary, beginning with
its most egregious flaws.

First, this bill essentially proposes that naturopathic phys1c1ans in order to contmue
qualifying for the prescription privileges the legislature wisely granted them (with
overwhelming public support) years ago, would be required to have MDs “review” all
of their prescriptions. According to the bill, these MDs would then “address any
concerns” with these prescriptions, including the actual amounts prescribed, to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is worse than illogical, because:

1. The training of MDs does not at all qualify them for such a role. Allopathic
education, compared to naturopathic education, has far fewer standards and
requirements for training in the use of natural and preventive treatment modalities.
SB2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of, or a disregard for, what a naturopathic
physician is. The entire point of naturopathic physician’s education and training is to
become a distinctly different type of medical expert than an MD - one who is highly
educated in an alternative system of medicine that differs in many ways from that of




conventional allopathic physicians. MDs are not equipped by their training to provide a
meaningful review of naturopathic prescriptions, or have a comprehensive
understanding of the complex issues they involve. (In an attempt to defend the bill, the
Committee Report states that “naturopathic education differs from that received within
allopathic or osteopathic medical schools.” You cannot have it both ways; if the training
is different, then it makes no sense for MDs to review naturopathic prescriptions.)

2. The extensive medical training of naturopathic physicians already more than qualifies
them for their current prescription privileges.

3. Such a proposal is conspicuously one-sided and unfair. Is a corresponding
requirement placed on MDs and other health care providers? Should MDs be required
to have naturopathic physicians review and monitor all of their prescription activities,
since the training of naturopathic physicians is much more extensive in many important
areas (particularly those pertaining to a broad range of natural and preventive
treatments) than that of MDs?

4. Appointing one type of physician to “oversee” another’s jurisdiction raises all
manner of legal and ethical concerns. It would be terrible public policy to require one
kind of doctor to answer to another kind of doctor, trained in a different form of
medicine, in order to simply maintain the prescription rights they were trained to have,
especially when other types of doctors enjoy corresponding rights with no such
requirement. Some have questioned whether a proposal of this kind may be
unconstitutional and discriminatory. It would also be highly impractical, as it raises
numerous dilemmas regarding patient rights, insurance issues, patient confidentiality,
and more.

Second, this bill would require naturopathic physicians to submit monthly reports to the
board detailing every single item they prescribe, and require the board to report this
data to the legislature annually. Again, this is blatantly unfair, since no corresponding
requirement is placed on other types of physicians. It is also impractical and
cumbersome: it would place a completely unnecessary burden of paperwork on many of
our most valuable primary care physicians - which Hawaii already has a shortage of.
And SB2577 SD1would further hinder the prescription process by requiring
naturopathic physicians to receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item on their own formulary.

Last but not least objectionable, SB2577 SD1 would also place inappropriate and
unreasonable limits on the naturopathic formulary by excluding such current
prescription items as certain injectable medicines, vaccines, and medical oxygen.

There’s no logical reason why naturopathic physicians should be singled out for any of
the above-mentioned excesses of SB2577 SD1. To the contrary, since naturopathic
physicians received prescriptive authority nearly five years ago, no evidence of patient
harm regarding their prescription rights has been brought to the board, and there has
been no overuse of prescriptive authority and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. In
addition, the public has benefitted enormously as a result of the current prescriptive
rights of naturopathic physicians; countless people have improved their health, and the
public continues to overwhelmingly support those rights. Furthermore, in other states
where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights there’s no precedent for such



restrictive requirements as those proposed in SB2577 SD1. In fact, the Hawaii board
has already adopted standards of practice, care, competency, and safety for naturopathic
physicians that are among the most rigorous in the nation. Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians have even gone so far as to voluntarily recommend that they complete 15
hours of continuing education bi-annually in pharmacology. (By the way, this is the
ONLY portion of SB2577 SD1 that is reasonable and should be proposed.)

SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand
an entire profession. It would reverse many positive gains that naturopathic physicians
have rightfully achieved, and by reducing the effectiveness of many of our very best
primary care doctors, have numerous negative consequences for the people of Hawaii.
Thank you for your consideration of my testimony in strong opposition to this bill.

Sincerely,

Holly Honbo



February 17, 2014

 Ms. Beryl Page
15-3106 Halelo Road, Pahoa, HI 96778

To the HonorableSenator, Rosalyn H.Baker, Chair.
To the Honorable Senator, Brian T Taniguchi, Vice Chair and other distinguished
Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce & Consumer Protection.

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This
bilt would essentially require Naturopathic Physicians to restrict or give up prescription
rights that are essential to their services. My Naturopath Doctor's ability to write certain
prescriptions when | need them, without unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577
SDA1, is a very important part of my health care. There is no good reason for this bill and
every reason to oppose it.

Due to the wonderful Naturopathic care and advice | receive from my Naturopath,|
continue to be a very healthy 72year old and 1 find that the education and qualifications
she has, definitely qualifies her to prescribe Naturopath Prescriptions to the full extent of
her licensed scope of practice. With all due respect to Hawaii MD's, her expertise in
Naturopathic Medicine far exceeds that of the MD's | have visited in the past. My
personal opinion is | find the MD's mostly only treat the symptoms and not so much the
cause and they are so consumed with having to deal with restrictions and regulations
there is less time {o listen to the patient's needs and it seems like they prescribe the
same medications to patients like "one size fits all."

| do not want this bill to undermine the high standards that we have come to expect from
our Naturopathic Physicians here in Hawaii. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of Naturopathic care that | and all other patients deserve.
Thank you,

Sincerely,

Ms. Beryl Page



Melba Boyd, PO Box 383657, Waikoloa, HI 96738

February 18 , 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,
Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This
bill would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights
that are essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions
when I need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an
important part of my health care.

PLEASE HELP US!

I am 59 vears old and had suffered ALL MY LIFE from 4 illnesses that were overlooked
and dismissed by the medical community. Not until 2 vears ago did I begin to find answers
and relief when I opted to see a naturopathic doctor. Her findings have since been
confirmed by the Stanford Medical Center, but not until handed my blood work and test
results found by my naturgpath.

If not for my naturopathic doctor I would still be wearing the bandaids handed me by

medical physicians, that is if I had lived. I sought out my naturopath because of the rapid

rate of depletion my body was encountering, I believe I found her just in time. I still must
see a medical physician to get one of the prescriptions I need because she is not allowed to

write it. Why not! I had to actually do a test run of it and follow up blood work to prove to
the MD that it worked for me in order to have him OK my continued use.

The Medical Community, the Drug Companies and the Health Insurance companies are a
seriously dangerous threat to the health of the American people. Please Don't Turn a Blind
Eve to this evil bill. please don't assist in the erosion of our wellness and healthcare




rights. Please shred this bill and loosen the reins on true wellness care in our country
before it is too late.

Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians prescriptive
authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm
pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also
been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it
outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead,
the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic
physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly
qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope
of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board
that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The
restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where naturopathic
physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of
the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic
physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

SB2577 SD1 requires your Naturopathic Physician to have MDs review all of their
prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any
concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board.
This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type
of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make
sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care.
Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other
health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, nof when required by law
to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition,
requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor's practice
would create endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as
insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by
placing other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their

practices. These include the requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item
they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department
of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary,
and the requirement that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen,
and some injectable medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases,



requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be
discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of
Hawaii have come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of
naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of ourmost valued primary care providers, at a
time when primary care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn
back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians.

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of naturepathic care that
1. :

Thank you,

Melba Boyd

Aloha,
Melba



Kimbrah Gonzalez
5502 Judd Street
Bakersfield, CA 93314

To Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I’m writing to voice very strong objections to SB2577 SD1. The Legislature received well over
300 emails opposing SB2577, and only three in support, yet the Committee Report (§B2577 SD1
SSCR2244) seemed to ignore this, stating only that the committee “received testimony in
opposition to this measure from Sakoda Construction, LLC, and several individuals.” Why was a
second hearing scheduled when there was such overwhelming opposition to this bill?

SB2577 SD1would require naturopathic physicians to unreasonably reduce their current
prescription rights - integral to their services - and add unfair burdens to their practices. This bill
is illogical, unnecessary, and clearly biased against the naturopathic profession. It seems
intended to foster conflict rather than cooperation in Hawaii’s integrative health care community,
and it’s based on faulty assumptions about the education of naturopathic physicians. For
example, the Committee Report incorrectly states that the education of naturopathic physicians
“offers very few contact hours of study on pharmacological treatment of disease.” In fact, the
hours of pharmacology training for naturopathic physicians are nearly the same as that of MDs,
and greater than that of osteopaths.

There are so many problems with this bill that adequately describing them all would require
dozens of pages of testimony. The following is a brief summary, beginning with its most
egregious flaws. '

First, this bill essentially proposes that naturopathic physicians, in order to continue qualifying
for the prescription privileges the legislature wisely granted them (with overwhelming public
support) years ago, would be required to have MDs “review” all of their prescriptions. According
to the bill, these MDs would then “address any concerns” with these prescriptions, including the
actual amounts prescribed, to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is worse than
illogical, because:

1. The training of MDs does not at all qualify them for such a role. Allopathic education,
compared to naturopathic education, has far fewer standards and requirements for training in the
use of natural and preventive treatment modalities. SB2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of,
or a disregard for, what a naturopathic physician is. The entire point of naturopathic physician’s
education and training is to become a distinctly different type of medical expert than an MD -
one who is highly educated in an alternative system of medicine that differs in many ways from
that of conventional allopathic physicians. MDs are not equipped by their training to provide a
meaningful review of naturopathic prescriptions, or have a comprehensive understanding of the
complex issues they involve. (In an attempt to defend the bill, the Committee Report states that
“naturopathic education differs from that received within allopathic or osteopathic medical
schools.” You cannot have it both ways; if the training is different, then it makes no sense for
MDs to review naturopathic prescriptions.)

2. The extensive medical training of paturopathic physicians already more than qualifies them for
their current prescription privileges.

3. Such a proposal is conspicuously one-sided and unfair. Is a corresponding requirement placed
on MDs and other health care providers? Should MDs be required to have naturopathic
physicians review and monitor all of their prescription activities, since the training of




naturopathic physicians is much more extensive in many important areas (particularly those
pertaining to a broad range of natural and preventive treatments) than that of MDs?
4._Appointing one type of physician to “oversee” another’s jurisdiction raises all manner of legal
and ethical concerns. It would be terrible public policy to require one kind of doctor to answer to
another kind of doctor, trained in a different form of medicine, in order to simply maintain the
prescription rights they were trained to have, especially when other types of doctors enjoy
corresponding rights with no such requirement. Some have questioned whether a proposal of this
kind may be unconstitutional and discriminatory. It would also be highly impractical, as it raises
numerous dilemmas regarding patient rights, insurance issues, patient confidentiality, and more.
Second, this bill would require naturopathic physicians to submit monthly reports to the board
detailing every single item they prescribe, and require the board to report this data to the
legislature annually. Again, this is blatantly unfair, since no corresponding requirement is placed
on other types of physicians. It is also impractical and cumbersome: it would place a completely
unnecessary burden of paperwork on many of our most valuable primary care physicians - which
Hawaii already has a shortage of. And SB2577 SD1would further hinder the prescription process
by requiring naturopathic physicians to receive authorization from the Department of Commerce
and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item on their own formulary.

Last but not least objectionable, SB2577 SD1 would also place inappropriate and unreasonable
limits on the naturopathic formulary by excluding such current prescription items as certain
injectable medicines, vaccines, and medical oxygen.

There’s no logical reason why naturopathic physicians should be singled out for any of the
above-mentioned excesses of SB2577 SD1. To the contrary, since naturopathic physicians
received prescriptive authority nearly five years ago, no evidence of patient harm regarding their
prescription rights has been brought to the board, and there has been no overuse of prescriptive
authority and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. In addition, the public has benefitted
enormously as a result of the current prescriptive rights of naturopathic physicians; countless
people have improved their health, and the public continues to overwhelmingly support those
rights. Furthermore, in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights there’s
no precedent for such restrictive requirements as those proposed in SB2577 SD1. In fact, the
Hawaii board has already adopted standards of practice, care, competency, and safety for
naturopathic physicians that are among the most rigorous in the nation. Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians have even gone so far as to voluntarily recommend that they complete 15 hours of
continuing education bi-annually in pharmacology. (By the way, this is the ONLY portion of
SB2577 SD1 that is reasonable and should be proposed.)

SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand an entire
profession. It would reverse many positive gains that naturopathic physicians have rightfully
achieved, and by reducing the effectiveness of many of our very best primary care doctors, have
numerous negative consequences for the people of Hawaii. Thank you for your consideration of
my testimony in strong opposition to this bill.

Sincerely, :

Kimbrah Gonzalez




From: Steve Phillips

To: CPN Testimony

Subject: Oppose SB25775D1

Date: Monday, February 17, 2014 3:20:53 PM




Aloha,
Please register my strong oposition to attempts to scale back. naturopaths (ND of naturopathy)
and their abilitiy to write certain prescriptions and provide other treatment to patients.

Sincerely,

Lynn Y. Leonard
5123 Kapi‘olani Loop
Princeville, HI 96722



From Karen Yamamoto Hackler
3340-B East Manoa Road
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822

My Position: In Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
February 17, 2014

Dear Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair,
Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair,
and other Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection,

SB2577 SD1 is misguided. Please reconsider.

Naturopathic physicians and allopathic physicians both offer the public great care,
There is no need for prescription oversight by MDs.
MDs do not have the training to oversee the work of naturopathic physicians.

The extensive medical training of naturopathic physicians already qualifies them for their current
prescription privileges. There has been no evidence of prescriptive abuse, no lawsuits have been
filed.

When [ was on a cancer journey nine years ago, I sought the help of both an oncologist and a
naturopathic physician. Together they helped save my life.
Out of the strengths of both, I had the best care and advice and was healed.

SB2577 SD1 will undermine the excellent work of our naturopathic physicians.
Please consider the overwhelming opposition to this bill.

With aloha,
Karen Yamamoto Hackler



Dear Honorable Senators,

Please do nt pass 2577 sd1. Do not restrict our right to alternative medical care. | have always
gone to ND's and have excellent health.
Please stop taking our right to our preferred medical care. | strongly oppose new legislation.

Colleen Leonard
3817 Punahele rd
Princeville Hi 96722



Mona Toyama

73-4669 Hina Lani Street
Kailua Kona, HI 96740
Tele: 808-325-2412

Japan address: 3-13-23-D-1 Shirogane-dai
Minato-ku, Tokyo, Japan 108-0071
Tele: 81-080-3521-1334

February 19, 2014 (Tokyo time)

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic
Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable
Senator Brian 1. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other Distinguished
Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection:

I am writing my story to tell you how Dr. Margaret Dexter, one of our
many valuable naturopathic doctors here on the Big Island, has helped
me and my friend on our path to good healith.

I live part-time in Tokyo, Japan, and I went to a reputed clinic in Tokyo
that handles ex-pat clientele. My doctor, a British-trained physician did
her best job giving me a full physical and lab tests to try to track down
troubling digestive issues. Her diagnosis was that [ was in good health—
I passed all my labs with flying colors-- and she suggested that I buy
over-the-counter medication for my stomach problems. I ended up
consulting Dr. Margaret Dexter who had my lab works sent to
Metametrix Clinical Laboratory for a gastrointestinal function profile
which pinpointed my problem. Thanks to Dr. Dexter, all is well now.

Dr. Dexter also led a close friend of mine in the direction of a
naturopathic urologist. From this urologist’s recommendation, my
friend now has reservations Klinik St. Georg, a clinic that specializes in
radio wave hyperthermia. This clinic, affiliated with St. Georg Hospital,



states the following on their website: “For localized prostate cancers,
St. George offers a one week trans-urethral hyperthermia treatment
that has a 100% cure rate.”

The people of the Big Island are forward-thinking people and I am very
proud of them for what they have accomplished thus far. Quality
naturopathic care is one of the very important examples of what our
community has to boast of.

Please do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up
prescription rights that are essential to their services. My naturopathic
doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I need them, without
the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important
part of my health care.

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of
naturopathic care that I deserve.

If you have any questions concerning what I have written, I would be
more than happy to answer them. I can be reached at my iphone number
in Tokyo.

Thank you for your kind attention and consideration.

Respectfully Yours,
Mona Toyama



Aloha Honorable Senators,

Please do not pass SD 2577 SD 1. | am a 13 years old who suffers from Celiac and
only knew because of our ND. Our family doctor had no idea what my problem was. |
was losing weight and constantly sick. | am now 13 years old healthy and competing in
inter-island surf contests. Please do not restrict what ND's can currently do. Our family
ND Carrie Brennan has helped me back to excellent health.

Reece Leonard
5123 Kapiolani Loop
Princeville, HI 96722



To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,
Vice Chair, and other-Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights, Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal



problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,

Maria Russell



February 17, 2014

My Position: Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

To Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I have recently become aware of SB2577 SD1's being granted a second hearing and am writing
to voice my strong objection. As a licensed naturopathic doctor in the state of California, where
the current practice scope more closely resembles that of SB2577 SD1 than Hawaii's current law,
I can confidently say SB2577 SD1 will hinder patient care. Disallowing a doctor to practice
within the scope of his or her training denies your citizens access to the quality of care they
deserve,

I have pasted below an email I am sure you have seen before, because 1 fully agree with its
contents.

I’m writing to voice very strong objections to SB2577 SD1. The Legislature received well over
300 emails opposing SB2577, and only three in support, yet the Committee Report (SB2577 SD1
SSCR2244) seemed to ignore this, stating only that the committee “received testimony in
opposition to this measure from Sakoda Construction, LLC, and several individuals.” Why was a
second hearing scheduled when there was such overwhelming opposition to this bill?

SB2577 SD1would require naturopathic physicians to unreasonably reduce their current
prescription rights - integral to their services - and add unfair burdens to their practices. This bill
is illogical, unnecessary, and clearly biased against the naturopathic profession. It seems
intended to foster conflict rather than cooperation in Hawaii’s integrative health care community,
and it’s based on faulty assumptions about the education of naturopathic physicians. For
example, the Committee Report incorrectly states that the education of naturopathic physicians
“offers very few contact hours of study on pharmacological treatment of disease.” In fact, the
hours of pharmacology training for naturopathic physicians are nearly the same as that of MDs,
and greater than that of osteopaths.

There are so many problems with this bill that adequately describing them all would require
dozens of pages of testimony. The following is a brief summary, beginning with its most
egregious flaws.

First; this bill essentially proposes that naturopathic physicians, in order to continue qualifying
for the prescription privileges the legislature wisely granted them (with overwhelming public
support) years ago, would be required to have MDs “review” all of their prescriptions. According
to the bill, these MDs would then “address any concerns” with these prescriptions, including the
actual amounts prescribed, to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is worse than
illogical, because:

1. The training of MDs does not at all qualify them for such a role. Allopathic education,
compared to naturopathic education, has far fewer standards and requirements for training in the
use of natural and preventive treatment modalities. SB2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of,
or a disregard for, what a naturopathic physician is. The entire point of naturopathic physician’s
education and training is to become a distinctly different type of medical expert than an MD -
one who is highly educated in an alternative system of medicine that differs in many ways from
that of conventional allopathic physicians. MDs are not equipped by their training to provide a
meaningful review of naturopathic prescriptions, or have a comprehensive understanding of the
complex issues they involve. (In an attempt to defend the bill, the Committee Report states that
“naturopathic education differs from that received within allopathic or osteopathic medical




schools.” You cannot have it both ways; if the training is different, then it makes no sense for
MDs to review naturopathic prescriptions.)

2. The extensive medical training of naturopathic physicians already more than qualifies them for
their current prescription privileges.

3. Such a proposal is conspicuously one-sided and unfair. Is a corresponding requirement placed
on MDs and other health care providers? Should MDs be required to have naturopathic )

physicians review and monitor all of their prescription activities, since the training of
naturopathic physicians is much more extensive in many important areas (particularly those
pertaining to a broad range of natural and preventive treatments) than that of MDs?

4. Appointing one type of physician to “oversee” another’s jurisdiction raises all manner of legal
and ethical concerns. It would be terrible public policy to require one kind of doctor to answer to
another kind of doctor, trained in a different form of medicine, in order to simply maintain the
prescription rights they were trained to have, especially when other types of doctors enjoy
corresponding rights with no such requirement. Some have questioned whether a proposal of this
kind may be unconstitutional and discriminatory. It would also be highly impractical, as it raises
numerous dilemmas regarding patient rights, insurance issues, patient confidentiality, and more.
Second, this bill would require naturopathic physicians to submit monthly reports to the board
detailing every single item they prescribe, and require the board to report this data to the
legislature annually. Again, this is blatantly unfair, since no corresponding requirement is placed
on other types of physicians. It is also impractical and cumbersome: it would place a completely
unnecessary burden of paperwork on many of our most valuable primary care physicians - which
Hawaii already has a shortage of. And SB2577 SD1would further hinder the prescription process
by requiring naturopathic physicians to receive authorization from the Department of Commerce
and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item on their own formulary.

Last but not least objectionable, SB2577 SD1 would also place inappropriate and unreasonable
limits on the naturopathic formulary by excluding such current prescription items as certain
injectable medicines, vaccines, and medical oxygen.

There’s no logical reason why naturopathic physicians should be singled out for any of the
above-mentioned excesses of SB2577 SDI. To the contrary, since naturopathic physicians
received prescriptive authority nearly five years ago, no evidence of patient harm regarding their
prescription rights has been brought to the board, and there has been no overuse of prescriptive
authority and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. In addition, the public has benefitted
enormously as a result of the current prescriptive rights of naturopathic physicians; countless
people have improved their health, and the public continues to overwhelmingly support those
rights. Furthermore, in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights there’s
no precedent for such restrictive requirements as those proposed in SB2577 SD1. In fact, the
Hawaii board has already adopted standards of practice, care, competency, and safety for
naturopathic physicians that are among the most rigorous in the nation. Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians have even gone so far as to voluntarily recommend that they complete 15 hours of
continuing education bi-annually in pharmacology. (By the way, this is the ONLY portion of
SB2577 SD1 that is reasonable and should be proposed.)

SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand an entire
profession. It would reverse many positive gains that naturopathic physicians have rightfully
achieved, and by reducing the effectiveness of many of our very best primary care doctors, have
numerous negative consequences for the people of Hawaii. Thank you for your consideration of
my testimony in strong opposition to this bill,




Sincerely,

Dr. J. Hara, ND
Naturopathic Doctor

Balance Naturopathic Healthcare ’
11340 W. Olympic Blvd, #301

Los Angeles, CA 90064

p: 917-846-8953

f: 310-914-3332

www.]uliehara.com

"Look deep into nature, and then you will understand everything better."
-Albert Einstein

**[MPORTANT WARNING: The information contained in this e-mail and any files transmitted
with it contain CONFIDENTIAL information, which is intended to be sent only to the stated
recipient of the transmission. If you are not the intended recipient or intended recipient's agent,
you are hereby notified that any review, dissemination, distribution, reproduction, or coping of
this information is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. If you have received this message in error, please
notify us immediately by e-mail and destroy all copies in any form.

DISCLAIMER: This information is offered for educational purposes only. If you have a medical
issue, please call our office. If you have a medical emergency, please call 911.



We have been treated by a Naturopath for a number of years and appreciate the care we have received
. We strongly object to SB2577 SD1 and ask you to vote against it as an encroachment on our free choice
of medical services.

Aloha,

Gary and Pamela Elster

12 Malihini Place,

Wailuku, HI 96793



Position: Opposition to SB2577 SD1 relating to naturopathic physicians
TO: Sen. Rosalyn Baker and Sen. Brian Taniguchi

| am opposed to SB2577 SD1. It imposes unreasonable conditions and undue restrictions on
naturcpathic physicians.

FROM: Jane Smith-Martin
47-789 Malumalu Place
Kaneohe, HI 96744



Nancy Redfeather
Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian
T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate
Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose
SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require naturopathic physicians to
restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their services. My
naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when 1 need them,
without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important
part of my health care.

Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians
prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence
whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought
to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive
authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their
training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this
regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority.
The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they
currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is
well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that
provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in
Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other
states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the
Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for
the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's
naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

SB2577 SD1 requires your Naturopathic Physician to have MDs review all
of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these
MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived
proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than
an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible
reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The
education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many
areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be



independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they
consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate
their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition,
requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of
doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when
it comes fo issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their
effectiveness by placing other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical
burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they submit
detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the
requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce
and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary,
and the requirement that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines,
medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from the
naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the
people of Hawaii have come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will
also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our
most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are
already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians.

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of
naturopathic care that | deserve. '

Mahalo for your consideration,

Nancy Redfeather
Kailua-Kona, Hawal'i



Linda Uchima 98-1984 Ho"ala St. "Aiea, 96701

Febroary 17,2014 ‘

My Position: Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

To Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I very rarely write or call legislators when [ oppose bills, but I'm writing to voice my very strong
objections to SB2577 SD1. The Legislature received well over 300 emails opposing SB2577,
and only three in support, yet the Committee Report (SB2577 SD1' SSCR2244) seemed to ignore
this, stating only that the committee “received testimony in opposition to this measure from
Sakoda Construction, LLC, and several individuals,” Why was a second hearing scheduled when
there was such overwhelming opposition to this bill? It seems to me, a responsible citizen, and
one who votes in every election, whether I have a strong desire to support a candidate or not, that
those who have been elected by citizens "forget” why they are in their respective positions of
power. You are there to listen to the voices of those who sent you to represent them!

SB2577 SD1would require naturopathic physicians to unreasonably reduce their cirent
prescription rights - integral to their services - and add unfair burdens to their practices. This bill
is illogical, unnecessary, and clearly biased against the naturopathic profession. It seems
intended to foster conflict rather than cooperation in Hawaii’s integrative health care community,
and it’s based on faulty agssumptions about the education of naturopathic physicians. For
example, the Committee Report incorrectly states that the education of naturopathic physicians
“offers very few contact hours of study on pharmacological treatment of disease.” In fact, the
hours of pharmacology training for nataropathic physicians are nearly the same as that of MDs,
and greater than that of osteopaths. [ can swear that my naturopaths (I have been going to them
for most of my life) have given me a much better quality of life than that offered by conventional
MDs. 1 have chosen to see my naturopaths after having gone to different MDs over the years
precisely because I know my body will respond to naturopathic treatment. In fact, they have so
accurately determined the causes of my "dis-ease” that I have saved countless days of discomfort
and hours of waiting for the conventional prescription-type of treatment, only to find out that the
medicine did NOT agree with my body!

There are so many problems with this bill that adequately describing them all would require
dozens of pages of testimony. The following is a brief sumimary, beginning with its most
egregious flaws.

First, this bill essentially proposes that naturopathic physicians, in order to continue qualifying
for the prescription privileges the legislature wisely granted them (with overwhelming public
support) years ago, would be required to have MDs “review” all of their prescriptions. According
to the bill, these MDs would then “address any concerns” with these prescriptions, including the
actual amounts prescribed, to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is worse than
illogical, because:

1. The training of MDs does not at all qualify them for such a role. Allopathic education,
compared to naturopathic education, has far fewer standards and requirements for training in the
use of natural and preventive treatment modalities. SB2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of,
or a disregard for, what a naturopathic physician is. The entire point of naturopathic physician’s
education and training is to become a distinctly different type of medical expert than an MD -
one who is highly educated in an alternative system of medicine that differs in many ways from
that of conventional allopathic physicians. MDs are not equipped by their training to provide a
meaningful review of naturopathic prescriptions, or have a comprehensive understanding of the




complex issues they involve. (In an attempt to defend the bill, the Committee Report states that
“naturopathic education differs from that received within allopathic or osteopathic medical
schools.” You cannot have it both ways; if the training is different, then it makes no sense for
MDs to review naturopathic prescriptions.)

2. The extensive medical training of naturopathic physicians already more than gualifies them for
their current prescription privileges.

3. Such a proposal is conspicuously one-sided and unfair. Is a corresponding requirement placed
on MDs and other health care providers? Should MDs be required to have naturopathic
physicians review and monitor all of their prescription activities, since the training of
naturopathic physicians is much more extensive in many important areas (particularly those
pertaining to a broad range of natural and preventive treatments) than that of MDs?

4. Appointing one type of physigian to “overseg” another’s jurisdiction raises all manner of legal
and ethical concerns, It would be terrible public policy to require one kind of doctor to answer to
another kind of doctor, trained in a different form of medicine, in order to simply maintain the
prescription rights they were trained to have, especially when other types of doctors enjoy
corresponding rights with no such requirement. Some have questioned whether a proposal of this
kind may be unconstitutional and discriminatory. It would also be highly impractical, as it raises
numerous dilemmas regarding patient rights, insurance issues, patient confidentiality, and more.
Second, this bill would require naturopathic physicians to submit monthly reports to the board
detailing every single item they prescribe, and require the board to report this data to the
legislature annually. Again, this is blatantly unfair, since no corresponding requirement is placed
on other types of physicians. It is also impractical and cumbersome: it would place a completely
unnecessary burden of paperwork on many of our most valuable primary care physicians - which
Hawaii already has a shortage of. And SB2577 SD1would further hinder the prescription process
by requiring naturopathic physicians to receive authorization from the Department of Commerce
and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item on their own formulary.

Last but not least objectionable, SB2577 SD1 would also place inappropriate and unreasonable
limits on the naturopathic formulary by excluding such current prescription items as certain
injectable medicines, vaccines, and medical oxygen.

There’s no logical reason why naturopathic physicians should be singled out for any oi the
above-mentioned excesses of SB2577 SD1. To the contrary, since naturopathic physicians
received prescriptive authority nearly five years ago, no evidence of patient harm regarding their
prescription rights has been brought to the board, and there has been no overuse of prescriptive
authority and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. In addition, the public has benefitted
enormously as a result of the current prescriptive rights of naturopathic physicians; countless
people have improved their health, and the public continues to overwhelmingly support those
rights. Furthermore, in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights there’s
no precedent for such restrictive requirements as those proposed in $SB2577 SD1. In fact, the
Hawaii board has already adopted standards of practice, care, competency, and safety for
naturopathic physicians that are among the most rigorous in the nation. Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians have even gone so far as to voluntarily recommend that they complete 15 hours of
continuing education bi-annually in pharmacology. (By the way, this is the ONLY portion of
SB2577 SD1 that is reasonable and should be proposed.)

I could construct a list of ailments that have been cured or at the very least, ameliorated due to
my visits to my naturopaths over the years, but the list would probably be too long, and I would
invariably forget to include many incidences. To say that I trust my naturopaths is evidenced by




the fact that my visits to them is not covered by my medical insurance, but T choose to pay for
health, rather than have my insurance pay for my oftentimes needless conventional medical
treatment. And that, I believe, is a very clear testament of my stance.

SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand an entire
profession. It would reverse many positive gains that naturopathic physicians have rightfully
achieved, and by reducing the effectiveness of many of our very best primary care doctors, have
numerous negative consequences for the people of Hawaii. Thank you for your consideration of
my testimony in strong opposition to this bill.

Sincerely,

Linda Uchima

@ Flow along with your Good; Grow along with your G



Mae Fuijii

572 Kapaia Street
Honolulu, HI 96825
808-395-1460

To Our Honorable Senators Rosalyn Baker and Brian Taniguchi, and the Distinguished Members of the
Senate Committee on Commerce & Consumer Protection:

As an advocate and firm believer in Naturopathic Medicine in Hawaii, 1 again urge you to oppose SB 2577
SD1, which takes away my right to choose my professional practitioners in order to seek and to maintain
health and wellness as well as the best quality of life for me. Moreover, the medica! profession does not
have the right or qualify to oversee, interfere with, or "police" the naturopathic practitioners with the
restrictions stipulated in this bill.

It would be taking a step backwards as well as illegal to rescind the rights of trained and licensed
naturopathic doctors to prescribe care, treatment, and botanical supplements for their patients, as well as
infringing on my right to receive such services. | do not favor restrictions and limitations by the medical
profession on the practices off licensed naturopathic physicians who receive rigorous academic training,
internships, and residency in programs like Bastyr University in Washington which require them not only
to study what medical schools offer, but also require naturopathic students to be proficient in the following
courses: physiology, exercise, botanical medicines, nutrition, reflexology, meditation, kinesiology,
massage, acupuncture, homeopathy, midwifery, and holistic medicine,

If my health requires treatment, then | wish to have the cheice of botanical supplements rather than
chemical or pharmaceutical drugs which may have many adverse effects, most damaging to the organs
or even directly causing demise. My health is of utmost importance and concern to me and my mission is
to choose prevention, therapy, and counseling in achieving a healthy life style, rather than chemical
drugs, surgery, and radiation; however, this doesn't preclude my choice to pursue surgery if this would be
the only alternative to save my life. | firmly believe that naturopathy can complement and serve as an
alternative to medical practice. Only you and the legislative process can give me the legal right to make
this choice available if | wish to pursue it.

May | thank you for giving me and many others this opportunity to testify in writing against the passage of
SB 2577 SD1.

Aloha,
Mae Fujii



Joanna Weber
76-789 'Io Place
Kailua-Kona, Hawaii 96740

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to
Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room
229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the
Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce
and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to
oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require
naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights
that are essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability
to write certain prescriptions when | need them, without the
unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an
important part of my health care.



Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these
prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has
also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of
practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public
has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of
naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription
privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they
currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice,
which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by
the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in
SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where naturopathic
physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii
naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for
the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians.
Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of
voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

SB2577 SD1 requires your Naturopathic Physician fo have MDs
review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts
prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns
they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived
proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of
medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at
all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic
prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment
modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far



exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential {o my health
care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent
providers who consult with other health professionals when they
consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic
medicine, In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to
issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more. -

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and
reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their

practices. These include the reguirement that they submit
detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to
prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines,
medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded
from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even
be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are
placed on other types of physicians.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high
standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect
from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of
naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our

most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short
~ supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our
naturopathic physicians.



Please

I

oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care
that I deserve

and that I consider to be in accordance with my personal
rights and liberties

Thank you,
JOANNA WEBER



Jill M. Abbott

2011C Lanihuli Dr.

Honolulu, HI 96822
February 15,2014
My Position: Opposition to SB2577 SD Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
To Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of
Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:
I’m writing to voice very strong objections to SB2577 SD1. The Legislature received well over 300 emails opposin
SB2577, and only three in support, yet the Committee Report (SB2577 SD1 SSCR2244) seemed to ignore this, stat
only that the committee “received testimony in opposition to this measure from Sakoda Construction, LLC, and sey
individuals.” Why was a second hearing scheduled when there was such overwhelming opposition to this bill?
S$B2577 SD1would require naturopathic physicians to unreasonably reduce their current prescription rights - integr:
their services - and add unfair burdens to their practices. This bill is illogical, unnecessary, and clearly biased again
the naturopathic profession. It seems intended to foster conflict rather than cooperation in Hawaii’s integrative heal
care community, and it’s based on faulty assumptions about the education of naturopathic physicians. For example,
Committee Report incorrectly states that the education of naturopathic physicians “offers very few contact hours of
study on pharmacelogical treatment of disease.” In fact, the hours of pharmacology training for naturopathic physic
are nearly the same as that of MDs, and greater than that of osteopaths.
There are so many problems with this bill that adequately describing them all would require dozens of pages of
testimony. The following is a brief summary, beginning with its most egregious flaws,
First, this bill essentially proposes that naturopathic physicians, in order to continue qualifying for the prescription
privileges the legislature wisely granted them (with overwhelming public support) years ago, would be required to
MDs “review” all of their prescriptions. According to the bill, these MDs would then “address any concerns” with 1
prescriptions, including the actual amounts prescribed, to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is worse tk
illogical, because:
1. The training of MDs does not at all qualify them for such a role. Allopathic education, compared to naturopathic
education, has far fewer standards and requirements for training in the use of natural and preventive treatment
modalities, SB2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of, or a disregard for, what a naturopathic physician is. The er
point of naturopathic physician’s education and training is to become a distinctly different type of medical expert tt
an MD - one who is highly educated in an alternative system of medicine that differs in many ways from that of
conventional allopathic physicians. MDs are not equipped by their training to provide a meaningful review of
naturopathic prescriptions, or have a comprehensive understanding of the complex issues they involve. (In an atterr
to defend the bill, the Committee Report states that “naturopathic education differs from that received within allopa
or osteopathic medical schools.” You cannot have it both ways; if the training is different, then it makes no sense ft
MDs to review naturopathic prescriptions.)
2. The extensive medical training of naturopathic physicians already more than gualifies them for their current
prescription privileges.
3. Such a proposal is conspicuously one-sided and unfair. Is a corresponding requirement placed on MDs and other
health care providers? Should MDs be required to have naturopathic physicians review and monitor all of their
prescription activities, since the training of naturopathic physicians is much more extensive in many important area
(particularly those pertaining to a broad range of natural and preventive treatments) than that of MDs?
4. Appointing one type of physician to *oversee” another’s jurisdiction raises all manner of legal and ethical
concerns. It would be terrible public policy to require one kind of doctor to answer to another kind of doctor, traine
a different form of medicine, in order to simply maintain the prescription rights they were trained to have, especiall
when other types of doctors enjoy corresponding rights with no such requirement. Some have questioned whether 2
proposal of this kind may be unconstitutional and discriminatory. It would also be highly impractical, as it raises
numerous dilemmas regarding patient rights, insurance issues, patient confidentiality, and more.
Second, this bill would require naturopathic physicians to submit monthly reports to the board detailing every singl
item they prescribe, and require the board to report this data to the legislature annually. Again, this is blatantly unfa




since no corresponding requirement is placed on other types of physicians. It is also impractical and cumbersome: it
would place a completely unnecessary burden of paperwork on many of our most valuable primary care physicians -
which Hawali already has a shortage of. And SB2577 SD1would further hinder the prescription process by requiring
naturopathic physicians to receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to
prescribe any item on their own formulary.

Last but not least objectionable, SB2577 SD1 would also place inappropriate and unreasonable limits on the
naturopathic forrnulary by excluding such current prescription items as certain injectable medicines, vaccines, and
medical oxygen.

There’s no logical reason why naturopathic physicians should be singled out for any of the above-mentioned excesses
of SB2577 SD1. To the contrary, since naturopathic physicians received prescriptive authority nearly five years ago, no
evidence of patient harm regarding their prescription rights has been brought to the board, and there has been no
overuse of prescriptive authority and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. In addition, the public has benefitted
enormously as a result of the current prescriptive rights of naturopathic physicians; countless people have improved
their health, and the public continues to overwhelmingly support those rights. Furthermore, in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights there’s no precedent for such restrictive requirements as those
proposed in 8B2577 SD1. In fact, the Hawaii board has already adopted standards of practice, care, competency, and
safety for naturopathic physicians that are among the most rigorous in the nation. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians
have even gone so far as to voluntarily recommend that they complete 15 hours of continuing education bi-annually in
pharmacology. (By the way, this is the ONLY portion of SB2577 SD1 that is reasonable and should be proposed.)
SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand an entire profession. It would
reverse many positive gains that naturopathic physicians have rightfully achieved, and by reducing the effectiveness of
many of our very best primary care doctors, have numerous negative consequences for the people of Hawaii. Thank
you for your consideration of my testimony in strong opposition to this bill.

Sincerely,

Jill M. Abbott



Jill M. Abbott

2011C Lanihuli Dr,

Honelulu, HI 96822
February 15, 2014
My Paosition: Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
To Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of
Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:
I’m writing to voice very strong objections to SB2577 SD 1. The Legislature received well over 300 emails opposin
SB2577, and only three in support, yet the Committee Report (8B2577 SD1 SSCR2244) seemed to ignore this, stat
only that the committee “received testimony in opposition to this measure from Sakoda Construction, LLC, and sex
individuals.” Why was a second hearing scheduled when there was such overwhelming opposition to this bill?
SB2577 SD1would require naturopathic physicians to unreasonably reduce their current prescription rights - integr:
their services - and add unfair burdens to their practices. This bill is illogical, unnecessary, and clearly biased again
the naturopathic profession. It seems intended to foster conflict rather than cooperation in Hawaii’s integrative heal
care community, and it’s based on faulty assumptions about the education of naturopathic physicians. For example,
Committee Report incorrectly states that the education of naturopathic physicians “offers very few contact hours of
study on pharmacological treatment of disease.” In fact, the hours of pharmacology training for naturopathic physic
are nearly the same as that of MDs, and greater than that of osteopaths.
There are so many problems with this bill that adequately describing them all would require dozens of pages of
testimony. The following is a brief summary, beginning with its most egregious flaws.
First, this bill essentially proposes that naturopathic physicians, in order to continue qualifying for the prescription
privileges the legislature wisely granted them (with overwhelming public support) years ago, would be required to
MDs “review” all of their prescriptions. According to the bill, these MDs would then “address any concerns” with 1
prescriptions, including the actual amounts prescribed, to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is worse tt
illogical, because:
1. The training of MDs does not at all qualify them for such a role. Allopathic education, compared to naturopathic
education, has far fewer standards and requirements for training in the use of natural and preventive treatment
modalities, SB2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of, or a disregard for, what a naturopathic physician is. The er
point of naturopathic physician’s education and training is to become a distinctly different type of medical expert tt
an MD - one who is highly educated in an alternative system of medicine that differs in many ways from that of
conventional allopathic physicians. MDs are not equipped by their training to provide a meaningful review of
naturopathic prescriptions, or have a comprehensive understanding of the complex issues they involve. (In an atten
to defend the bill, the Committee Report states that “naturopathic education differs from that received within allopa
or osteopathic medical schools.” You cannot have it both ways; if the training is different, then it makes no sense fc
MDs to review naturopathic prescriptions.)

2. The extensive medical training of naturopathic physicians already more than qualifies them for their current
prescription privileges.

3. Such a proposal is conspicuously one-sided ang unfair. Is a corresponding requirement placed on MDs and other
health care providers? Should MDs be required to have naturopathic physicians review and monitor all of their
prescription activities, since the training of naturopathic physicians is much more extensive in many important area
(particularly those pertaining to a broad range of natural and preventive treatments) than that of MDs?

4. Appointing one type of physician to “oversee” another’s jurisdiction raises all manner of legal and ethical
concerns. It would be terrible public policy to require one kind of doctor to answer to another kind of doctor, traine
a different form of medicine, in order to simply maintain the prescription rights they were trained to have, especiall
witen other types of doctors enjoy corresponding rights with no such requirement. Some have questioned whether 2
proposal of this kind may be unconstitutional and discriminatory. It would also be highly impractical, as it raises
numerous dilemmas regarding patient rights, insurance issues, patient confidentiality, and more.

Second, this bill would require naturopathic physicians to submit monthiy reports to the board detailing every singl
item they prescribe, and require the board to report this data to the legislature annually. Again, this is blatantly unfa




since no corresponding requirement is placed on other types of physicians, It is also impractical and cumbersome: it
would place a completely unnecessary burden of paperwork on many of our most valuable primary care physicians -
which Hawaii already has a shortage of. And SB2577 SD1would further hinder the prescription process by requiring
naturgpathic physicians to receive anthorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to
prescribe any item on their own formulary.

Last but not least objectionable, SB2577 SD1 would also place inappropriate and unreasonable limits on the
naturopathic forinulary by excluding such current prescription items as certain injectable medicines, vaccines, and
medical oxygen.

There’s no logical reason why naturopathic physicians should be singled out for any of the above-mentioned excesses
of SB2577 SD1. To the contrary, since naturopathic physicians received prescriptive authority nearly five years ago, no
evidence of patient harm regarding their prescription rights has been brought to the board, and there has been no
overuse of prescriptive authority and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. In addition, the public has benefitted
enormously as a result of the current prescriptive rights of naturopathic physicians; countless people have improved
their health, and the public continues to overwhelmingly support those rights, Furthermore, in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights there’s no precedent for such restrictive requirements as those
proposed in SB2577 SD1. In fact, the Hawaii board has already adopted standards of practice, care, competency, and
safety for naturopathic physicians that are among the most rigorous in the nation. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians
have even gone so far as to voluntarily recommend that they complete 15 hours of continuing education bi-annually in
pharmacology. (By the way, this is the ONLY portion of SB2577 SD1 that is reasonable and should be proposed.)
SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand an entire profession. It would
reverse many positive gains that naturopathic physicians have rightfully achieved, and by reducing the effectiveness of
many of our very best primary care doctors, have numerous negative consequences for the people of Hawaii, Thank
you for your consideration of my testimony in strong opposition to this bill. '
Sincerely,

Jill M. Abbott



February 17,2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalmr H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T, Taniguchi,

Vice Chair, and other-Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I’m writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There’s no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, nof when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor’s practice would create endless implementation and legal



problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,

C. Spring Kennedy B.S., MT



I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose

S5B2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require naturopathic physicians to
restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their

services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions

when | need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577
SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the
Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians
prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence
whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought
to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive
authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their
training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard.
Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive

authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares
them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to

offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have
recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear
criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The

restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states
where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the
Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US
for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians.
Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of
voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that
naturopathic physicians would be required to have MDs review all of their
prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would
address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal.

A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With
allue respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of
naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for iraining in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities.
The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in
many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly
trained to be independent providers who consult with other health
professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, *not* when



required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in
haturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor fo oversee
and review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless
implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as
insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their
effectiveness by placing other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical
burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they submit
detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the
requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce
and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own
formulary, and the requirement that certain important prescription items,
such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be '
discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other
types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the
people of Hawaii have come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will
also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some
of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn
back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic

physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high
level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,

Lindsay Rodgers
Naturopathic Medical Student



From: Jennifer Herring

45-995 Wailele Road #77

Kaneohe HI 96744

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Phy_sicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,

Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose 5SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that
are essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions
when I need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an
important part of my health care.

There’s no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not
one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians fully prepares them for their prescription
privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the
full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care are
already in place that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic
medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other
states where naturopathic physicians have earned prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii
naturopathic board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and
competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians have even taken the
unususl step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education
in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians
would be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts
prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions
to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With al! due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,



because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to
individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to
oversee and review a very different type of doctor’s practice would create endless
implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy,
HIPAA laws, and much more. '

5B2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by
placing other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These
include the requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe
to the board, the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of
Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and
the requirement that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen,
and parenteral therapy, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases,
requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be
discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when
primary care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the
clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1
and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that | demand.

Thank you,
Jennifer Herring, Ed. D.

Jennifer Herring, Ed.D.

Statewide Program Coordinator, Elementary
Institute for Teacher Education

College of Education

University of Hawaii at Manoa

1776 University Avenue

Honolulu, HI 96822

(808) 221-7283 cell phone
herring@hawaii.edu

Virtual Office: http://tinyurl.com/JenniferHerringVirtualOffice
Skype Name: jenniferherring




From:
Alasandra Star
76-6279 Uuku P1.

Kailua Kona, HI 96740

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalvn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Tanieuchi,
Vice Chair, and other-Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,



the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,

safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing

education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, nor when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Mabhalo nui loa,

Alasandra Star



Neta Caspi

2238 SE Madison St

Apt 12

Portland, OR 97214

February 17,2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Tanicuchi,

Consumer Proteciion:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic



treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, #not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
'SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians. '

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,

Neta Caspi



Marianne George
pob 1561
Kapa'au, HI 96755

808 9368462
February 17, 2014

Position: | am in Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to
Naturopathic Physicians

| submit this for the Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014
in Conference Room 229, to the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H.
Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice
Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee
on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

Dear Committee:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to
oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require
naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights
that are essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability
to write certain prescriptions when | need them, without the
unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an
important part of my health care.

Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these
- prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has
also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of
practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, [, and many
people I know of, have benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares



them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to
offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have
recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear
criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The
restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other
states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights.
Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest
standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of
naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete
15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

SB2577 SD1 requires your Naturopathic Physician to have MDs
review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts
prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns
they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived
proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of
medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at
all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic
prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment
modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far
exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health
care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent
providers who consult with other health professionals when they
consider it appropriate for the patient, nof when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic
medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to
issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more. |



SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and
reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their

practices. These include the requirement that they submit
detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to
prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines,
medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded
from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even
be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are
placed on other types of physicians.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high
standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect
from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of
naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of ourmost
valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is
to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our
haturopathic physicians.

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the
high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,

Marianne George



Landon Opunui, ND
91-991 Oaniani St.
Kapolei, HI 96707

February 17,2014
Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I’m writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require
naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their services. My ability to write
prescriptions when I need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SDI, is an important part of
my role as a health care provider.

There’s no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s
naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient
harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of
prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of
naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer
all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined.
Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest
standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians
have even taken the unusval step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be required to have MDs
review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns they
have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all
equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any, requirements for
training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of
any MD in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers
who consult with other health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to
oversee and review a very different type of doctor’s practice would create endless implementation and legal problems
when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they submit detailed monthly
reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of
Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that
certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from
the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may
even be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect from
naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our most
valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need



is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and
protect my patient’s access to the high level of naturopathic care that they deserve.

Mabhalo,
Landon Opunui, ND



Jeff Forrester -- Cancer Patient, Wilcox

536 Kamalu Road

Wailua, HI 96746

February 17,2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

(Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229)

To the Honorable Senator Rosalvn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T, Taniguchi,

- Vice Chair, and other-Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Comumerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefited greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii, The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights, Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be



independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, nof when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you very much for your attention to this serious medical need.
Jeff Forrester

Wailua, HI
808.212.6402



Sepia Kirkbride
536 Kamalu Rd, Unit B
- Kapaa, HI, 96746

February 17, 2014
Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalvn 11, Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Tanizuchi, Vice Chair, and
other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require
naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their services. My naturopathic
doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577
SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully granted

[Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of
patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of
prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard, Instead, the public has benefited greatly from this prescriptive authority, The training of
naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer
all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined.
Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawaii, The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest
standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians
have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the preposal that naturopathic physicians would be required to have MDs
review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns they
have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived

proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD, With all due respect, MDs are
not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far
exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care, Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the

patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In
addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless
implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPA A laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they submit detailed monthly
reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of
Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that
cettain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical cxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from
the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may
even be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect from
naturopathic physicians, It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our most
valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need
is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose 8B2577 SD1

and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve. -



Thank you.
Sincerely, Sepia Kirkbride
536 Kamalu Rd, Unit B

Kapaa, H1
96746



Hassan Haniff
12127 Shadow Ridge Lane
Charlotte, NC 28273

February 17th, 2014
Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to
Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room
229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the
Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce
and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to
oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require
naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights
that are essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability
to write certain prescriptions when | need them, without the
unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an
important part of my health care.

Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these
prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has
also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of
practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public
has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of
naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription
privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they
currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice,
which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by



the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in
SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where naturopathic
physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii
naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for
the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians.
Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of
voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

SB2577 SD1 requires your Naturopathic Physician to have MDs
review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts
prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns
they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived
proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of
medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at
all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic
prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment
modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far
exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health
care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent
providers who consult with other health professionals when they
consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic
medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to
issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and
reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their

practices. These include the requirement that they submit



detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to
prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines,
medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded
from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even
be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are
placed on other types of physicians.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high
standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect
from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of
naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of ourmost
valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is
to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our
naturopathic physicians.

Please oppose $SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the
high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you

Hassan Haniff



.Lei Ahsing

99-1440 Aiea Heights Drive #32

Aiea, HI 96701

- RE: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,
Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I’'m writing to request that you oppose SB2577 SD1.

This bill would require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions when |
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There’s no good reason for this bill. Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever
of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic board. There
has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it
outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. The public
and | have benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority.

The training of naturopathic physicians fully prepares them for their prescription privileges, and
they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care are in place that provide
oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive
requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians
have earned prescriptive rights.

Naturopathic doctors do not need the oversight of MDs to review their prescriptions. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. MDs are not at all
equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has
few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The
education of my naturopathic physician far exceeds that of any MD in many areas essential to
my health care and | have full faith in his expertise.

SB2577 SD1 would substantially reduce the effectiveness of my naturopathic physician by
placing these unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on his practice, ultimately
affecting me, the patient.



If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standard of care that | receive (and expect to
receive) from my naturopathic physician. During the five years of tenure with my naturopathic
physician as my primary care giver, my quality of health has increased and never been better.

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my right to access of the high level of naturopathic care
that | demand and deserve.

Thank you sincerely,

Lei Ahsing



17 February 2014

RE Opposition to SB2577 SD| Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Dear Hon. Rosalyn Baker, Chair; Hon. Brian Taniguchi, Vice Chair and distinguished members of the Senate Committee on
Commerce and Consumer Protection:

T write to strongly urge your opposition to SB2577 SD1.

The Hawai'i State Legistature granted naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority close to five years ago with no incidence
since,

SB2577 SI>1 severely and unfairly curtails naturopathic physicians' ability to treat patients in a wholly effective manner,
according to the training and philosophy of naturopathic medicine and places undue burdens upon their practice,

As a decades-long patient who has benefited from the thorough and responsible care of naturopathic physicians throughout this
State, I wish to see this level of care continue for myself and others who seek this alternative form of health care.

Please oppose this bill and know that this decision will have a marked effect upon the quality of naturopathic care for our people
in Hawai'i.

Sincerely yours,
Corinne Chun Fujimoto

P.O. Box 208
Ka'a'awa, HI 96730



To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,
Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection

Subject: SB2577 -- A bill that benefits special interests, but not the interests of the citizens
of Hawaii

I am a 1974 Ph.D. graduate of a nationally recognized medical school in the state of
Texas and I am distressed at the pending introduction to the Senate Committee of SB2577 SDI
relating to naturopathic physicians. I am aware of the unique contributions and medical benefits
that are offered by naturopathic and other holistic, alternative health practitioners.

From my own personal experience, I spent several years seeing a large number of
esteemed traditional physicians, including internists, gastroenterologists, rheumatologists and
others with no one successfully diagnosing the medical condition that was impairing my health.
Thanks to Maui's Dr. Ian Cholewa, a naturopathic practitioner, whom I now see yearly on my
annual trips to the island, my problems with parasites and heavy metal toxicity were diagnosed
for the first time.

I have studied the broad issues that are being addressed by your committee, and despite
being a graduate of a "mainstream" medical center, where I served as a Clinical Associate
Professor, I am deeply concerned that the legislation being proposed will restrict citizens from
seeking the health care of their choice, raise the cost of naturopathic and alternative medical
consultations, and thus deprive citizens of the many benefits that alternative health care provides.
Although ostensibly intended to help the public, this bill would subjugate the needs of ordinary
citizens to the interests of the pharmaceutical industry and those of traditional medical
practitioners.

Because traditional medical practitioner's backgrounds do not include the same specific
focus as that of naturopaths, how are they expected to "supervise" and "oversee" the practices of
naturopaths when they have no training or specialized skills in this area. We do not expect a
corporate lawyer to supervise a family law attorney. Traditional practitioners are well trained in
their specific fields--not in naturopathy. Both fields of medicine should be allowed to practice
independently as each brings value to an ailing population.

The passing of this bill will only raise the cost of quality care provided and in the end
may cause the loss of dedicated naturopathic doctors who are in the field of health care to
promote wellness and healing. Practitioners of traditional medicine may welcome a reduction in
the number of alternative health care providers, thus reducing competition in the health care
market,. The pharmaceutical industry will benefit if patients are steered to costly medications
rather than patients learning about less-costly alternatives. But the health care consumer will be
harmed by a reduction in the availability of lower cost alternative treatments, and in the ability to
exercise free choice among a range of health care options.

Please, please have some empathy for the interests of your citizens and vote against
SB2577. Thank you.

Sandra L. Warshak, Ph.D.
Dallas, Texas
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February 17 , 2014

Position:

My ADAMANT Opposition to SB2577 SD1 ---Relating to
Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room
229

To:;

the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair,

the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair,

and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee
-on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to
oppose SB2577 SD1.

------ | include some of my own experience with MD's and
Naturopaths in this letter, to give you some perspective and
insight,------



My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when
| need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by
SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

I have benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. And, the
Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the
US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians.
Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of
voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

SB2577 SD1 requires your Naturopathic Physician to have MDs
review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts
prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns
they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board.

This is insulting to me as a patient, and violates my freedom
of choice! If | had wanted the opinion of an MD, | would have
consulted an MD in the first place. My relationship with my
Naturopathic doctor is PRIVATE AND PAID FOR and | find it
INSULTING and an INVASION OF MY PRIVACY that my medical
condition would be disclosed and exposed to anyone whom | did
not invite into that relationship.

Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent
providers who consult with other health professionals when they
consider it appropriate for the patient.

This training far exceeds that of any MD that | have been under
the care of--NEVER did an MD that was supervising my care take



the time and energy and commitment to consult with a
Naturopath--or any professional--that could have given the MD
diet and food sensitivity information that would have raised the
MD's level of treating me, and saved me from years of pain, loss
of work, misery, and fear of surgery and death.

BUT by contrast, my Naturopathic Doctors have sent me to
consult with gastroenterologists, allergists, a dentist, have sent
me for bone density scans, and for blood tests, all of which have
helped support my health and wellness.

| have experienced MD's who don't even do a test, they just
handed me a pack of medications left by a drug salesman, saying
"here, try these and see if they help."

| prefer to pay for and put myself under the care of a health
professional--such as a Naturopath, who uses scientific methods,
such as testing, to determine what is causing an illness, and using
those test resulis to find the appropriate treatment .

| also think that requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice will create
implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such
as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and
reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their

practices. These include the requirement that they submit
detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe {o the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to
prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines,
medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded
from the naturopathic formulary.



Requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose are blatantly
unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians. MD's are
able to handle any kind of inappropriate drug to any patient,
without any kind of professional oversight.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high
standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect
from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of
naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our most
valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is
to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abllltxes of our
naturopathic phyS|C|ans

Please oppose SB2577 SD1.

Protect my access to the high level of health care that |
deserve.

Thank you,

Linda P. Carroll

Kailua-Kona, Hawai'i

hybridlinda@gmail.com




Donna Laschuk
20 Halili Lane #2E
Kihei, H1 956753

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice
Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 5D1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when |
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of
my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully
granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has
been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the
naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of
naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit
filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The
training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and
they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by
the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in
Fawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has
set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of
naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of
voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology
biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that
these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic
physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physicianis a
very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped
to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any,
requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care.
Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other health
professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to



subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring
one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor's practice would create
endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient
privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer
Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain
important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come
to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my
access to the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,
Donna Laschuk



Christina Rosa
912 17th Ave.
Honolulu, HI 96816

February 16, 2014

Position; Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and
other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on_Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially
require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their services, My
naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I need them, without the unreasonable
resirictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully granted
Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence
whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has
also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training
and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this
prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription
privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board
that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawali. The restrictive
requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive
rights, Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the
practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken
the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be required to
have MDs' review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would
address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an
extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an
MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment
modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to
my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other
health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate
their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to
oversee and review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

S$B2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other
unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they
submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive
authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from
their own formulary, and the requirement that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical



oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases,
requiremnents that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because
no comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians,

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect
from naturopathic physicians, It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some
of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short supply.
The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians.
Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,
Christina Rosa

I have trusted my Naturopathic doctors for so many years now-they give better quality treatment than any of the
allopathic doctors I have used and have more common sense about methods of treatment and use supplements
that actually work. They have ways of testing the supplements to see if they will work for your body or not. If
they were to be put under medical doctor supervision the understanding of what they do would not be there. Be
reminded that they undergo the same training that medical doctors do, it just diverges in the treatment. They
understand the use of more modalities than medical doctors and have in addition training in nutrition, which
medical doctors do not. They do not depend on prescription drugs which have a host of contraindications and
whose "double blind" tests are a joke. A great example is prescriptions based on Ancel Keys work, He picked
and chose countries in his study that would fit the profile he was looking for. My daughter and son in law are
both Naturopaths and I would trust them and their colleagues with my health before any medical doctors. Please
allow Naturopaths to do what they have been trained to do and do well. Thank you!



From: dund Ae Ha

To: CPN Testimony
Subject: Opposltion to SB2577 501
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JUNG-AE HA /15 40 Makaloa St. #415 Honolulu, HI 96814

Dr. Ha's Clinic of Acupuncture and Herbs
1540 Makaloa St. Suite 415

Honolulu, HI 96814

Phone: (808)951-5797

Fax: (808)951-9799



Greetings- |

It would be ridiculous to require MDs to oversee a naturopathic doctor's care.

I have used a naturopath with great results.

People need choice and can be trusted to make their own decisions for their health.
Thanks for listening!

Aloha from Lorraine Kohn
Paradise Found Realty
808-937-1320

lorrainekohn(@gmail.com
96740



Aloha,

The Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair,

The Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair,

and other-Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection:

I’'m writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There’s no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD



in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor’s practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more,

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,
Your constituent

Venesh Sharma



highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and
competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic
physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education
in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that
naturopathic physicians would be required to have MDs review all of
their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these
MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions
to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-
conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type
of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at
all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in
the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas
essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained
to be independent providers who consult with other health
professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not
when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type
of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor's
practice would create endless implementation and legal problems
when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA
laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce
their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary, inappropriate, and
impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item
they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive
authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer
Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and
the requirement that certain important prescription items, such as
vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be
excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases,
requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair,
and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable



requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that
the people of Hawaii have come to expect from naturopathic
physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and
the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care
providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in
short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose
SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic
care that I deserve.

Thank you,
Diana G. Olson

206 Heleuma Place
Wailea, HI96753



Megan Chapman / Kona, Hawaii
February 17,2014
Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and
other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1, This bill would essentially
require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their services. My
naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I need them, without the unreasonable restrictions
proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my hrealth care. .

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawati's
naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of
patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no
overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of
practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority, The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and
they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of
practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight
and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawail. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1
have no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii
naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of
naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be required to have
MDs' review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any
concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-
conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education
has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care, Naturopathic doctors
are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in
naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of
doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance,
patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they submit detailed
monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive authorization from the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the
requirement that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would
impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on
other types of physicians,

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect from
naturopathic physicians. 1t will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our
most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short supply. The last
thing we need is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians, Please oppose



SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,
Megan Chapman

Megan Joy Chapman,
Author of Lion Heart & Alessio: The Victory Ride
http://www.meganjoychapman.com

Put on your sword, O mighty warrior! You are so glorious, so majestic! In your majesty,
ride out to victory, defending truth, humility, and justice. Go forth to perform awe-
inspiring deeds! -PSALM 45:3-4



Michelle Harrington, PO Box 1792 Lihue, HI 96766

February 17,2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalvi H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian I, Tanipuchi,

Vice Chair, and other-Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefited greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals



untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seerm blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you.

Michelle Harrington



I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1.

Thank you so much
aloha

Vicki Hundsdorf
16-2671 Ainaloa Dr.
pahoa, 96778



Please do not make any laws to hinder the practice or access that naturopaths currently have rights

and/or access to.

Thanks,
Stacy Hunter



Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,
Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care. '

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights, Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more. ‘



SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,
Stacy Hunter



Ladies and Gentlemen,

The absolute need for Naturopathic Medicine and Doctors is great. Their specific talents and
sensitivities to the needs of their patients is an effective style, an intelligent, compassionate way of
being.

| have been supported on many occasions by naturopathic doctors, it is my choice. They

need all their rights to practice to prevail.
| feel the traditional allopathic medical system has failed its' patients miserably. The statistics

are staggering. The prescription addictions/hospitalized mistakes/incompetant allopathic
practioners/escalating unnecessary costs. Please do not change the rules. Help us to sustain our rights as
citizens to freedom of choice to have quality health care.

Mahalo Nui Loa,
Aina Steward Campbell

Sent from my iPhone



William Leonard
3817 Punahele Rd
Princeville, HI 96722

Dear Honorable Senators,

| strongly oppose new legislation regarding changes to law regarding ND's. My families
health has been greatly enhanced by naturopathy. 2577 should NOT be passed. Too
many laws seem to be aimed at forcing people to use traditional doctors that have too
little time for their patients. and only prescribe the latest medicine pushed by large
pharmaceutical companies. Allow Hawaii residents to decide what is best for their
health, not corporations whose business model is based on illness, not weliness.

Please oppose,

William Leeonard



Sherrie M, Takushi-Isara
283 Hoomalu St.
Pearl City, HI 96782

February 16, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,
Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee onCommerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs' review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and



that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,
Sherrie M. Takushi-Isara

Sent from my iPhone



Aloha Senators of the Commerce and Consumer Protection committee:
Greetings from the Big Island, where we have a critical shortage of
physicians. Restricting the ability of NPs to prescribe and legislating pernicious restrictions on
prescriptive formulary is not consumer protection, it is MD protection.
This bill perpetuates the outdated and inaccurate conceit that only MD's are capable of competent
patient care and productive of positive outcomes.
We need NPs here fully capable and unfettered to treat their patients as needed.
Please scuttle this ill-advised bill, SB2577.
Mahalo for your consideration, ‘
David

David Shaw, Ph.D

13-3444 Luana St

Pahoa, Hawaii 96778-8416
808.965.5683
kramernshaw@hawaiiantel.net




JoAnn Takushi

98-1277 Kaahumanu St., #106
PMB#151

Aiea, HI 96701

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,

Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs' review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD



in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more,

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,
JoAnn Takushi



Jesse Law
PO Box 10006 Hilo, HI 96721

February 17, 2014
Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice
Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer
Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to
their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them, without the
unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no goed reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully granted
Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five' years ago, there has been no evidence
whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board.
There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it
outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has
benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently
prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they
currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawail. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other
states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic
Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of
naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill Is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these
MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and
the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of
medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of
naturopathic prescriptions, hecause their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of
naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any
MD in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent
providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient,
not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine.
In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of doctor's practice
would create endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance,
patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other
unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement
that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement that
they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe
any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain important prescription items, such as
vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary.



In some cases, requirements that $SB2577 $D1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be
discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come to
expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians
are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of
our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access fo the high level of
naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,
Jesse Law
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Angelina Campos

47-669 Wailehua Pl.

Kaneohe, HI 96744

February 17, 2014

My Position: Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

To Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

[’'m writing to voice very strong objections to SB2577 SD1. I have personally benefited a great
deal from naturopathic medicine. I've being seeing an MD for 25 years for the same condition,
have had 3 surgeries, countless prescription drugs (prescribed by 3 different MDs) that have now
caused me liver damage, and hundreds of hours of lost work hours as a result of the pain I
continued to experience.

I began to'see a naturopathic physician just 3 years ago and in THREE MONTHS time she was
able to reduce my pain by 80% and my other symptoms by nearly 100%!

In six months time I was finally feeling hopeful about my health and to this day, I choose to only
see a naturopathic physician and highly recommend one over an MD. I am happy (and extremely
thankful) to say that my naturopathic physician has helped me whereas the multiple 1If MD's I've
seen over the past 25 years for the same condition, did nothing but prescribe medications that
only caused other serious health problems that my naturopathic physician remedied. The
surgeries did not remedy my problem, only put a "band-aid" on it. My naturopathic physician
found the root of the problcm we addressed it, and [ am in much better health; in fact in the best
health than I've been in over two decades.

The idea that this bill is even up for a second hearing is infuriating; as a happy, healthy patient
of a fantastic naturopathic physician, | urge to you oppose bill SB2577 SD1 and further allow
patients to receive the care we choose.

The Legislature received well over 300 emails opposing SB2577, and only three in support, yet
the Committee Report (SB2577 SD1 SSCR2244) seemed to ignore this, stating only that the
committee “received testimony in opposition to this measure from Sakoda Construction, LLC,
and several individuals.” Why was a second hearing scheduled when there was such
overwhelming opposition to this bill?

SB2577 SD1would require naturopathic physicians to unreasonably reduce their current
prescription rights - integral to their services - and add unfair burdens to their practices. This
bill is illogical, unnecessary, and clearly biased against the naturopathic profession. It seems
intended to foster conflict rather than cooperation in Hawaii’s integrative health care community,
and it’s based on faulty assumptions about the education of naturopathic physicians. For
example, the Committee Report incorrectly states that the education of naturopathic physicians
“offers very few contact hours of study on pharmacological treatment of disease.” In fact, the
hours of pharmacology training for naturopathic physicians are nearly the same as that of
MDs, and greater than that of osteopaths.

There are so many problems with this bill that adequately describing them all would require
dozens of pages of testimony. The following is a brief summary, beginning with its most
egregious flaws,

First, this bill essentially proposes that naturopathic physicians, in order to continue gualifying
for the prescription privileges the legislature wisely granted them (with overwhelming public
support) years ago, would be required to have MDs “review” all of their prescriptions. According




to the bill, these MDs would then “address any concerns” with these prescriptions, including the
actual amounts prescribed, to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is worse than
illogical, because:

1. The training of MDs does not at all qualify them for such a role. Allopathic education,
compared to naturopathic education, has far fewer standards and requirements for training in the
use of natural and preventive treatment modalities, SB2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of,
or a disregard for, what a naturopathic physician is. The entire point of naturopathic physician’s
education and training is to become a distinctly different type of medical expert than an MD -
one who is highly educated in an alternative system of medicine that differs in many ways from
that of conventional allopathic physicians. MDs are not equipped by their training to provide a
meaningful review of naturopathic prescriptions, or have a comprehensive understanding of the
complex issues they involve. (In an attempt to defend the bill, the Committee Report states that
“naturopathic education differs from that received within allopathic or osteopathic medical
schools.” You cannot have it both ways; if the training is different, then it makes no sense for
MDs to review naturopathic prescriptions.)

2. The extensive medical training of naturopathic physicians already more than qualifies them for
their current prescription privileges. ‘

3. Such a proposal is conspicuously one-sided and unfair. Is a corresponding requirement placed
on MDs and other health care providers? Should MDs be required to have naturopathic
physicians review and monitor all of their prescription activities, since the training of
naturopathic physicians is much more extensive in many important areas (particularly those
pertaining to a broad range of natural and preventive treatments) than that of MDs?

4. Appointing one type of physician to “oversee” another’s jurisdiction raises all manner of legal
and ethical concerns. It would be terrible public policy to require one kind of doctor to answer to
another kind of doctor, trained in a different form of medicine, in order to simply maintain the
prescription rights they were trained to have, especially when other types of doctors enjoy
corresponding rights with no such requirement. Some have questioned whether a proposal of this
kind may be unconstitutional and discriminatory. It would also be highly impractical, as it
raises numerous dilemmas regarding patient rights,insurance issues, patient confidentiality, and
more.

Second, this bill would require naturopathic physicians to submit monthly reports to the board
detailing every single item they prescribe, and require the board to repozt this data to the
legislature annually. Again, this is blatantly unfair, since no corresponding requirement is
placed on other types of physicians. It is also impractical and cumbersome: it would place a
completely unnecessary burden of paperwork on many of our most valuable primary care
physicians - which Hawaii already has a shortage of. And SB2577 SD1would further hinder the
prescription process by requiring naturopathic physicians to receive authorization from the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item on their own
formulary.

Last but not least objectionable, SB2577 SD1 would also place inappropriate and unreasonable
limits on the naturopathic formulary by excluding such current prescription items as certain
injectable medicines, vaccines, and medical oxygen.

There’s no logical reason why naturopathic physicians should be singled out for any of the
above-mentioned excesses of SB2577 SD1. To the contrary, since naturopathic physicians
received prescriptive authority nearly five years ago, no evidence of patient harm regarding their




prescription rights has been brought to the board, and there has been no overuse of
prescriptive authority and not one lawsuit filed in this regard.

In addition, the public has benefitted enormously as a result of the current prescriptive rights of
naturopathic physicians; countless people have improved their health, and the public continues to
overwhelmingly support those rights. Furthermore, in other states where naturopathic physicians
have preseriptive rights there’s no precedent for such restrictive requirements as those proposed
in SB2577 SD1. In fact, the Hawaii board has already adopted standards of practice, care,
competency, and safety for naturopathic physicians that are among the most rigorous in the
nation. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians have even gone so far as to voluntarily recommend that
they complete 15 hours of continuing education bi-annually in pharmacology. (By the way, this
is the ONLY portion of SB2577 SD1 that is reasonable and should be proposed.)

SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand an
entire profession. It would reverse many positive gains that naturopathic physicians have
rightfully achieved, and by reducing the effectiveness of many of our very best primary care
doctors, have numerous negative consequences for the people of Hawaii.

Thank you for your consideration of my testimony in strong opposition to this bill.

Sincerely,

Angelina Campos




Erin Elster
12 Malihini Place
Wailuku, HI 96793

February 17, 2014
Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair,
and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to
their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them, without
the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully
granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no
evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic
Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians
using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the
public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic physicians
sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the
services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well
defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear
criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in 582577 SD1
have no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety,
and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the
unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these
MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and
the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type
of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible
reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any, requirements for training
in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far
exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly
trained to be independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a
very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when it
comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.



SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other
unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement .
that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement
that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to
prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain important prescription
items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from the
naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly
unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other types
of physicians.

if this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come to
expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 5D1 and protect my access to
the high level of naturopathic care that | deserve.

Thank you,

Erin L. Elster



To whom it may concern.

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,
Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when |
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, 1o
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently
provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of
care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the
practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have
no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals



untrained in naturopathic medicine, [n addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doetor’s practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that
SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come 1o expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care
and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary
care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on
the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect
my access to the high level of naturopathic care that [ deserve.

Thank you,
Shauna Gardiner

139 Ponana street Kihei, Maui
96753



To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and
other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee an Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially
require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their services. My
naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I need them, without the unreasonable
restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully granted
Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence
whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There
has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their
training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly
from this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their
prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full
extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted
by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The
restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have
prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US
for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians, Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be required
to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would
address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an
extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an
MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment
modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to
my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other
health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate
their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to
oversee and review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

$B2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other
unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they
submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive
authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from
their own formulary, and the requirement that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical
oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases,
requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because
no comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bili is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect
from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some
of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short supply.
The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians.
Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve, This
type of care is very important to the community and needs to be upheld.



Thank you.
Sincerely,
Paula Brock



Yasuyuki Ishizuka / 1314 Victoria st. Honolulu, HI 96814
February ,2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,
Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I’m writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill
would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are
essential to their services, My naturopathic doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions when [
need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part
of my health care.

There’s no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago,
there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights
brought to the naturopathic board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no
cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians fully prepares them for their prescription
privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full
extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care are already in
place that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in
Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have earned prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic
board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of
naturopathic physicians. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of
voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology
biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would
be required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and
that these MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the
naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions,
because their education has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic
treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD
in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be
independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals



untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and
review a very different type of doctor’s practice would create endless implementation and legal
problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much
more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the
requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board,
the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and
Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement
that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and parenteral
therapy, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577
SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no
comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have
come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce quality of naturopathic care and
the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my
access to the high level of naturopathic care that I demand.

Thank you,



Hawaii State Senate
Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection
Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair
Senator Brian Taniguchi, Vice Chair

Thursday, February 20,, 2014 10:30 AM, Room 229
Testimony Regarding SB2577 SD1 - Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Honorable Chair Baker, Vice Chair Taniguchi, and Committee Members:
I strongly oppose this bill for the following reasons:

1. After three years of prescribing by naturopathic physicians, there is no evidence of excessive
prescribing or patient harm.

2. The hours of pharmacology training for naturopathic physicians is nearly equal to that of
medical doctors, and more than that of osteopathic physicians.

3. There is a shortage of primary care physicians, and naturopathic physicians with prescriptive
privileges helps to fill that gap. '

4. Inits wisdom, the legislature of the State of Hawaii granted prescriptive privileges to
naturopathic physicians in 2009, along with stringent guidelines  and standards of care. The
public supports and welcomes their access to prescription medicines used in a holistic manner.
Some patients, in fact, will take necessary medications only when prescribed as part of a holistic
treatment plan. All providers need to work together. This bill attempts to reverse the progress
that has been made, with no basis for doing so. While we agree to instituting continuing
education hours at 15 hours per renewal period (two years), we find it obstructive to
require supervision by a medical doctor, and to eliminate large portions of the formulary.
These measures do not promote public safety, and contravene the intention of the 2009
legislature for no reason.

5. Finally, this bill is clearly the product of a turf battle, not a response to a public danger.
The medical profession had many opportunities to give input in 2009. To try to change the
law at this point without good reasons is not good legislation.

Thank You for Your Public Service in This Matter,

Sincerely,

Jack Burke, ND, LAc.



February 17, 2014

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H, Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require
naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their services. My naturopathic
doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when I need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by
SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no good reasan for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii's
naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatscever of
patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no
overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of
practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive
authority. The training of naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they
are highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice,
which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear
criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no
precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermaore, the Hawaii
naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of
naturopathic physicians. Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily
recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be required to have
MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any
concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-
conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due
respect, MDs are nat at all equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education
has few, if any, requirements for training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors
are highly trained to be independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in
naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a very different type of
doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance,
patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more,

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they submit detailed
monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive authorization from the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the
requirement that certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable
medicines, be excluded from the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose
seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other
types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come to expect from
naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our most
valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we
need is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1
and protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve. This type of care is very important to the
community and needs to be upheld.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann C. Babson



Luis A. Martinez
33 Hune One Lane #6-203
Kihei, HI 96753

February 17,2014
Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorahle Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair,
and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would
essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to
their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write certain prescriptions when | need them, without
the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully
granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no
evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic
Board. There has also been no overuse of prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians
using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the
public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic physicians
sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer all the
services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well
defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear
criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1
have no precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore,
the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice, safety,
and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even taken the
unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be
required to have MDs review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these
MDs would address any concerns they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and
the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type
of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible
reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any, requirements for training
in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far
exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly
trained to be independent providers who consult with other health professionals when they consider it
appropriate for the patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee and review a
very different type of doctor's practice would create endless implementation and legal problems when it
comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.



$B2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other
unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement
that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement
that they receive authorization from the Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to
prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirement that certain important prescription
items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from the
naturcpathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that $82577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly
unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other types
of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii have come to
expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the
effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care *
physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need is to turn back the clock on the
prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to
the high level of naturopathic care that 1 deserve.

Thank you,

Luis A. Martinez



Margaret Dexter, BSc Nutrition, ND
Licensed Naturopathic Medicine
LiveLifeWell doctordexter.com
82-6151 Mamalahoa Hwy

Mail to: PO Box 1135

Captain Cook, HI 96704

Office Phone: 808 323-2111

Feb 17,2014

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi,
Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and
Consumer Protection:

I am a Naturopathic Physician with a family practice in Captain Cook. I have over 500 patients,
and have been practicing here in Hawaii since 2007. I am writing to request that you do
everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require us as
naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to our services.
The ability to write prescriptions when needed without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by
SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my patients health care.

Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority
almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these
prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of
prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and
scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard.

Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of
naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares us for their prescription privileges, and we are
highly qualified to offer all the services we currently provide, to the full extent of our licensed
scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been adopted by the
Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of naturopathic medicine in
Hawaii.

The Hawaii Naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in the US for the practice,
safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's naturopathic physicians have even
taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing
education in pharmacology biennially. 1 attend CE webinars frequently and several CE
conferences on the mainland yearly.

SB2577 SD1 requires us as Naturopathic Physician to have MDs review all of their
prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns
they have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an
extremely ill-conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical
expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews



of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any, requirements for training
in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities.

I am highly trained to be independent provider who consults with other health professionals
when [ consider it appropriate for the patients health care. I consult with urologists, cardiologists,
gynecologists and urgent care doctors frequently, and I consider this an important aspect of my
practice.

However, requiring an MD to oversee and review a very different type of doctor's practice would
create endless implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance,
patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing
other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices.

If SB2577 SD1 is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii
have come to expect from us as naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of
naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of ourmost valued primary care providers, at a
time when primary care physicians are already in short supply!

Please oppose SB2577 SD1 so [ can continue to serve my patients. If this bill is passed, I will
seriously consider leaving the state of Hawaii to practice somewhere else. I have over 500
patients here that will be sad to see their Naturopathic Physician leave the Big Island.

Thank you,

Margaret Dexter, ND

Margaret Dexter, BSc Nutrition, ND

Licensed Naturopathic Medicine
LiveLifeWell doctordexter.com

Office location:

82-6151 Mamalahoa Hwy
Mail to: PO Box 1135
Captain Cook, HI 96704
Office Phone: 808 323-2111



Laila Brown

1487 Hiikala Place #37

Honolulu, HI 96816

February 17, 2014

My Position: Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians

To Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I’'m writing to voice very strong objections to SB2577 SD1. The Legislature received well over
300 emails opposing SB2577, and only three in support, yet the Committee Report (SB2577 SD1
SSCR2244) seemed to ignore this, stating only that the committee “received testimony in
opposition to this measure from Sakoda Construction, LLC, and several individuals.” Why was a
second hearing scheduled when there was such overwhelming opposition to this bill?

SB2577 SD1would require naturopathic physicians to unreasonably reduce their current
prescription rights - integral to their services - and add unfair burdens to their practices. This bill
is illogical, unnecessary, and clearly biased against the naturopathic profession. It seems
intended to foster conflict rather than cooperation in Hawaii’s integrative health care community,
and it’s based on faulty assumptions about the education of naturopathic physicians. For
example, the Committee Report incorrectly states that the education of naturopathic physicians
“offers very few contact hours of study on pharmacological treatment of disease.” In fact, the
hours of pharmacology training for naturopathic physicians are nearly the same as that of MDs,
and greater than that of osteopaths.

There are so many problems with this bill that adequately describing them all would require
dozens of pages of testimony. The following is a brief summary, beginning with its most
egregious flaws.

First, this bill essentially proposes that naturopathic physicians, in order to continue qualifying
for the prescription privileges the legislature wisely granted them (with overwhelming public
support) years ago, would be required to have MDs “review” all of their prescriptions. According
to the bill, these MDs would then “address any concerns” with these prescriptions, including the
actual amounts prescribed, to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is worse than
illogical, because:

1. The training of MDs does not at all qualify them for such a role. Allopathic education,
compared to naturopathic education, has far fewer standards and requirements for training in the
use of natural and preventive treatment modalities. SB2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of,
or a disregard for, what a naturopathic physician is. The entire point of naturopathic physician’s
education and training is to become a distinctly different type of medical expert than an MD -
one who is highly educated in an alternative system of medicine that differs in many ways from
that of conventional allopathic physicians. MDs are not equipped by their training to provide a
meaningful review of naturopathic prescriptions, or have a comprehensive understanding of the
complex issues they involve. (In an attempt to defend the bill, the Committee Report states that
“naturopathic education differs from that received within allopathic or osteopathic medical
schools.” You cannot have it both ways; if the training is different, then it makes no sense for
MDs to review naturopathic prescriptions.)

2. The extensive medical training of naturopathic physicians already more than qualifies them for

their current prescription privileges. . _
3. Such a proposal is conspicuously one-sided and unfair. Is a corresponding requirement placed

on MDs and other health care providers? Should MDs be required to have naturopathic




physicians review and monitor all of their prescription activities, since the training of
naturopathic physicians is much more extensive in many important areas (particularly those
pertaining to a broad range of natural and preventive treatments) than that of MDs?
4. Appointing one type of physician to “oversee” another’s jurisdiction raises all manner of legal
and ethical concerns. It would be terrible public policy to require one kind of doctor to answer to
another kind of doctor, trained in a different form of medicine, in order to simply maintain the
prescription rights they were trained to have, especially when other types of doctors enjoy
~corresponding rights with no such requirement. Some have questioned whether a proposal of this
kind may be unconstitutional and discriminatory. It would also be highly impractical, as it raises
numerous dilemmas regarding patient rights, insurance issues, patient confidentiality, and more.
Second, this bill would require naturopathic physicians to submit monthly reports to the board
detailing every single item they prescribe, and require the board to report this data to the
legislature annually. Again, this is blatantly unfair, since no corresponding requirement is placed
on other types of physicians. It is also impractical and cumbersome: it would place a completely
unnecessary burden of paperwork on many of our most valuable primary care physicians - which
Hawaii already has a shortage of. And SB2577 SD1would further hinder the prescription process
by requiring naturopathic physicians to receive authorization from the Department of Commerce
and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item on their own formulary.
Last but not least objectionable, SB2577 SD1 would also place inappropriate and unreasonable
limits on the naturopathic formulary by excluding such current prescription items as certain
injectable medicines, vaccines, and medical oxygen.
There’s no logical reason why naturopathic physicians should be singled out for any of the
above-mentioned excesses of SB2577 SD1. To the contrary, since naturopathic physicians
received prescriptive authority nearly five years ago, no evidence of patient harm regarding their
prescription rights has been brought to the board, and there has been no overuse of prescriptive
authority and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. In addition, the public has benefitted
enormously as a result of the current prescriptive rights of naturopathic physicians; countless
people have improved their health, and the public continues to overwhelmingly support those
rights. Furthermore, in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights there’s
no precedent for such restrictive requirements as those proposed in SB2577 SD1. In fact, the
Hawaii board has already adopted standards of practice, care, competency, and safety for
naturopathic physicians that are among the most rigorous in the nation. Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians have even gone so far as to voluntarily recommend that they complete 15 hours of
continuing education bi-annually in pharmacology. (By the way, this is the ONLY portion of
SB2577 SD1 that is reasonable and should be proposed.)
SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand an entire
profession. It would reverse many positive gains that naturopathic physicians have rightfully
achieved, and by reducing the effectiveness of many of our very best primary care doctors, have
numerous negative consequences for the people of Hawaii. Thank you for your consideration of
my testimony in strong opposition to this bill.
Sincerely,
Laila Brown .



Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and Members of the Senate
Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to voice my opposition to SB2577 SD1. The Legislature received well over 300 emails
opposing SB2577, and only three in support, so why was a second hearing scheduled for this bill in the
face of such overwhelming opposition?

$B2577 SD1would unreasonably reduce the current prescription rights of naturopathic physicians, and
add unfair administrative burdens to their practices. This bill is illogical, unnecessary, clearly biased
against naturopathic physicians, and it's based on incorrect assumptions about naturopathic medical
education. For example, the Committee Report incorrectly states that the education of naturopathic
physicians “offers very few contact hours of study on pharmacological treatment of disease.” In fact, the
hours of pharmacology training for naturopathic physicians are nearly the same as that of MDs, and
greater than that of osteopaths.

This bill proposes that naturopathic physicians, in order to qualify for prescription privileges, be required
to have an MD “review” all of their prescriptions. According to the bill, these MDs would then “address
any concerns” with these prescriptions, including the actual amounts prescribed, to the naturopathic
physician and the board.

The training of MDs does not at all qualify them to "oversee" naturopathic physicians. Their training
does not provide a meaningful understanding of naturopathic prescriptions, or of the complex issues
they involve. Allopathic education, compared to naturopathic education, has far fewer standards and
requirements for training in the use of natural and preventive treatment modalities. Appointing one
type of physician to “oversee” another’s jurisdiction also raises legal and ethical concerns, including
patient rights, insurance coverage, patient confidentiality, and more.

$B2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of, or a disregard for the role of naturopathic physicians. The
extensive medical training of naturopathic physicians already more than gualifies them for their current
prescription privileges.The entire point of naturopathic physician’s education and training is to become a
distinctly different type of medical expert than an MD - one who is highly educated in an aiternative
system of medicine that differs in many ways from that of conventional allopathic physicians.

SB2577 SD1 would also require naturopathic physicians to submit monthly reports to the board detailing
every single item they prescribe, and require the board to report this data to the legislature annually.
This is impractical and cumbersome, and would place a completely unnecessary administrative burden
on many of our most valuable primary care physicians. The bill would further hinder the prescription
process by requiring naturopathic physicians to receive authorization from the Department of
Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any itern on their own formulary, and it places
unreasonable limits on the naturopathic formulary by excluding such current prescription items as
certain injectable medicines, vaccines, and medical oxygen.

There's no logical reason why naturcopathic physicians should be singled out for any of the above-
mentioned excesses of SB2577 SD1. To the contrary, since naturopathic physicians received prescriptive
authority in Hawaii nearly five years ago, no evidence of patient harm regarding their prescription rights
has been brought to the board. There has been no overuse of prescriptive authority by naturopathic
physicians, and not one lawsuit has been filed over this issue. The Hawaii board has already adopted
standards of practice, care, competency, and safety for naturopathic physicians that are among the



most rigorous in the nation, In addition, Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians have proposed that they
complete 15 hours of continuing education bi-annually in pharmacology.

SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand the practice of
naturopathic medicine. It would reverse many of the hard-earned gains that naturopathic physicians
have achieved, reduce the effectiveness of many of our very best primary care doctors, and have
negative health consequences for the people of Hawaii.

| urge you to vote NOC on 5B2577 SD1.
Sincerely,
Alan Ewell

4176 Round Top Drive
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822



Desiree Lopes
553 Waikala Street
Kahului, HI 96732

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This bill would essentially require
naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription rights that are essential to their services. My naturopathic
doctor’s ability to write certain prescriptions when I need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed by SB2577
SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There’s no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature rightfully granted Hawaii’s
naturopathic physicians prescriptive authority almost five years ago, there has been no evidence whatscever of patient
harm pertaining to these prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of
prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training and scope of practice, and not one
lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of
naturopathic physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they are highly qualified to offer
all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their licensed scope of practice, which is well defined.
Standards of care have recently been adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawaii. The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no precedent in other states where
naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights. Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest
standards in the US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians, Hawaii’s naturopathic physicians
have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in
pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic physicians would be required to have MDs
review all of their prescriptions, including the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns they
have with these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-conceived proposal.A
naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all
equipped to make sensible reviews of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any, requirements for
training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my naturopathic physician far exceeded that of
any MD in many areas essential to my health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers
who consult with other health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the patient, #of when required by law to
subordinate their expertise to individuals untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to
oversee and review a very different type of doctor’s practice would create endless implementation and legal problems
when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by placing other unnecessary,
inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices. These include the requirement that they submit detailed monthly
reports of each item they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive authorization from the Department of
Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from their own formulary, and the requirgment that
certain important prescription items, such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from
the naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose seem blatantly unfair, and may
even be discriminatory, because no comparable requirements are placed on other types of physicians.



If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that I and many other people of Hawaii have come to expect
from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our most
valued primary care providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short supply. The last thing we need
is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic physicians. Please oppose 8B2577 8D1 and
protect my access to the high level of naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,

Desiree Lopes



KARLEAN CAISE,
729 HEATHCLIFF DR
FORT WORTH, TX
I'ebruary 15,2014
My Position: Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
To Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, Senator Brian T. Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other
Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on Commerce and Consumer Protection:
I"'m writing to voice very strong objections to SB2577 SD1. The Legislature received well over
300 emails opposing SB2577, and only three in support, vet the Committee Report (SB2577 SD1
SSCR2244) seemed to ignore this, stating only that the committee “received testinmony in
opposition to this measure from Sakoda Construction, LLC, and several individuals.” Why was a
second hearing scheduled when there was such overwhelming opposition to this bill?
SB2577 SD1would require naturopathic physicians to unreasonably reduce their current
prescription rights - integral to their services - and add unfair burdens to their practices. This bill
is illogical, unnecessary, and clearly biased against the naturopathic profession. It seems
intended to foster conflict rather than cooperation in Hawali’s integrative health care community,
and it’s based on faulty assumptions about the education of naturopathic physicians. For
example, the Committee Report incorrectly states that the education of naturopathic physicians
“offers very few contact hours of study on pharmacological treatment of disease.” In fact, the
hours of pharmacology training for naturopathic physicians are nearly the same as that of MDs,
and greater than that of osteopaths.
There are so many problems with this bill that adc,quateiy describing them all would require
dozens of pages of testimony. The following is a brief summary, beginning with its most
egregious flaws.
First, this bill essentially proposes that naturopathic physicians, in order to continue qual'ifyizng
for the prescription privileges the legislature wisely granted them (with overwhelming public
support) years ago, would be required to have MDs “review” all of their prescriptions. According
to the bill, these MDs would then “address any concerns” with these prescriptions, including the
actual amounts prescribed, to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is worse than
illogical, because:
1. The training of MDs does not at all qualify them for such a role. Allopathic education,
compared to naturopathic education, has far fewer standards and requirements for training in the
use of natural and preventive treatment modalities. SB2577 SD1 reflects a misunderstanding of,
or a disregard for, what a naturopathic physician is. The entire point of naturopathic physician’s
education and training is to become a distinctly different type of medical expert than an MD -
one who is highly educated in an alternative system of medicine that differs in many ways from
that of conventional allopathic physicians. MDs are not equipped by their training to provide a
meaningful review of naturopathic preseriptions, or have a comprehensive understanding of the
complex issues they involve. (In an attempt to defend the bill, the Committee Report states that
“naturopathic education differs from that received within allopathic or osteopathic medical
schools.” You cannot have it both ways; if the training is different, then it makes no sense for
MDs to review naturopathic prescriptions.)
2. The extensive medical training of naturppathic physicians already more than qualifies them for
their current prescription privileges.
3. Such a proposal is conspicuously one-sided and unfair. Is a corresponding requirement placed
on MDs and other health care providers? Should MDs be required to have naturopathic




physicians review and monitor all of their prescription activities, since the training of
naturopathic physicians is much more extensive in many important areas {particularly those
pertaining to a broad range of natural and preventive treatments) than that of MDs?

4. Appointing one type of physician to “oversee” another’s jurisdiction raises all manner of legal
and ethical concerns. It would be terrible public policy to require one kind of doctor to answer to
another kind of doctor, trained in a different form of medicine, in order to simply maintain the
prescription rights they were trained to have, especially when other types of doctors enjoy
corresponding rights with no such requirement. Some have questioned whether a proposal of this
kind may be unconstitutional and discriminatory. It would also be highly impractical, as it raises
numerous dilemmas regarding patient rights,insurance issues, patient confidentiality, and more.
Second, this bill would require naturopathic physicians to submit monthly reports to the board
detailing every single item they prescribe, and require the board to report this data to the
legislature annually. Again, this is blatantly unfair, since no corresponding requirement is placed
on other types of physicians. It is also impractical and cumbersome: it would place a completely
unnecessary burden of paperwork on many of our most valuable primary care physicians - which
Hawaii already has a shortage of. And SB2577 SD1would further hinder the prescription process
by requiring naturopathic physicians to receive authorization from the Department of Commerce
and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item on their own formulary.

Last but not least objectionable, SB2577 SD1 would also place inappropriate and unreasonable
limits on the naturopathic formulary by excluding such current prescription items as certain
injectable medicines, vaccines, and medical oxygen.

There’s no logical reason why naturopathic physicians should be slnf:,lcd out for any of the
above-mentioned excesses of SB2577 SD1. To the contrary, since naturopathic physicians
received prescriptive authority nearly five years ago, no evidence of patient harm regarding their
prescription rights has been brought to the board, and there has been no overuse of prescriptive
authority and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. In addition, the public has benefitted
enormously as a result of the current prescriptive rights of naturopathic physicians; countless
people have improved their health, and the public continues to overwhelmingly support those
rights. Furthermore, in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights there’s
no precedent for such restrictive requirements as those proposed in SB2577 SD1. In fact, the
- Hawaii board has already adopted standards of practice, care, competency, and safety for
naturopathic physicians that are among the most rigorous in the nation. Hawaii’s naturopathic
physicians have even gone so far as to voluntarily recommend that they complete 15 hours of
continuing education bi-annually in pharmacology. (By the way, this is the ONLY portion of
SB2577 SD1 that is reasonable and should be proposed.)

SB2577 SD1 is a highly regressive proposal reflecting a failure to honor and understand an entire
profession. It would reverse many positive gains that naturopathic physicians have rightfully
achieved, and by reducing the effectiveness of many of our very best primary care doctors, have
numerous negative consequences for the people of Hawaii. Thank you for your consideration of
my testimony in strong opposition to this bill.

Sincerely,

Karlean D. Caise




Erin Ushijima

2752 Ka'aha St #110

Honolulu, HI 96826

February 17, 2014

Position: Strong Opposition to SB2577 SD1 Relating to Naturopathic Physicians
Hearing at 10:30 am on February 20th, 2014 in Conference Room 229

To the Honorable Senator Rosalyn H. Baker, Chair, the Honorable Senator Brian T.

Taniguchi, Vice Chair, and other Distinguished Members of the Senate Committee on
Commerce and Consumer Protection:

I'm writing to request that you do everything in your power to oppose SB2577 SD1. This
bill would essentially require naturopathic physicians to restrict or give up prescription
rights that are essential to their services. My naturopathic doctor's ability to write
certain prescriptions when I need them, without the unreasonable restrictions proposed
by SB2577 SD1, is an important part of my health care.

There's no good reason for this bill, and every reason to oppose it. Since the Legislature
rightfully granted Hawaii's naturopathic physicians preseriptive authority almost five
years ago, there has been no evidence whatsoever of patient harm pertaining to these

- prescription rights brought to the naturopathic Board. There has also been no overuse of
prescriptive authority, no cases of naturopathic physicians using it outside their training
and scope of practice, and not one lawsuit filed in this regard. Instead, the public has
benefitted greatly from this prescriptive authority. The training of naturopathic
physicians sufficiently prepares them for their prescription privileges, and they are
highly qualified to offer all the services they currently provide, to the full extent of their
licensed scope of practice, which is well defined. Standards of care have recently been
adopted by the Board that provide oversight and clear criteria for the practice of
naturopathic medicine in Hawaii, The restrictive requirements in SB2577 SD1 have no
precedent in other states where naturopathic physicians have prescriptive rights.
Furthermore, the Hawaii naturopathic Board has set some of the highest standards in
the US for the practice, safety, and competence of naturopathic physicians. Hawaii's
naturopathic physicians have even taken the unusual step of voluntarily recommending
that they complete 15 hours of continuing education in pharmacology biennially.

One of the more misguided aspects of this bill is the proposal that naturopathic
physicians would be required to have MDs' review all of their prescriptions, including
the amounts prescribed, and that these MDs would address any concerns they have with
these prescriptions to the naturopathic physician and the board. This is an extremely ill-
conceived proposal. A naturopathic physician is a very different type of medical expert
than an MD. With all due respect, MDs are not at all equipped to make sensible reviews
of naturopathic prescriptions, because their education has few, if any, requirements for
training in the use of naturopathic treatment modalities. The education of my
naturopathic physician far exceeded that of any MD in many areas essential to my



health care. Naturopathic doctors are highly trained to be independent providers who
consult with other health professionals when they consider it appropriate for the
patient, not when required by law to subordinate their expertise to individuals
untrained in naturopathic medicine. In addition, requiring one type of doctor to oversee
and review a very different type of doctor's practice would create endless
implementation and legal problems when it comes to issues such as insurance, patient
privacy, HIPAA laws, and much more.

SB2577 SD1 would also hinder naturopathic physicians and reduce their effectiveness by
placing other unnecessary, inappropriate, and impractical burdens on their practices.
These include the requirement that they submit detailed monthly reports of each item
they prescribe to the board, the requirement that they receive authorization from the
Department of Commerce and Consumer Affairs in order to prescribe any item from
their own formulary, and the requirement that certain important prescription items,
such as vaccines, medical oxygen, and some injectable medicines, be excluded from the
naturopathic formulary. In some cases, requirements that SB2577 SD1 would impose
seem blatantly unfair, and may even be discriminatory, because no comparable
requirements are placed on other types of physicians.

If this bill is not stopped, it will undermine the high standards that the people of Hawaii
have come to expect from naturopathic physicians. It will also reduce the quality of
naturopathic care and the effectiveness of some of our most valued primary care
providers, at a time when primary care physicians are already in short supply. The last
thing we need is to turn back the clock on the prescriptive abilities of our naturopathic
physicians. Please oppose SB2577 SD1 and protect my access to the high level of
naturopathic care that I deserve.

Thank you,
Erin Ushijima



