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Memorandum 
 
TO:  Honorable Members of the Arizona House of Representatives 
 
FROM: The Board of Technical Registration 
 
RE:  SB1274 
 
DATE:  March 2, 2020 

 
The Board of Technical Registration, (“BTR”), stands opposed to SB1274, as amended, but not 
because it avers public members.  In fact, a public member has served as a BTR member since 
1995.  BTR opposes SB1274 because it is a multi-disciplinary board, which members serve 5 
major science and building design professions, (engineering, architecture, land surveying, 
geology and landscape architecture) and 2 unrelated occupations, home inspection and the 
burglar alarm industry.  If SB1274 passes without further amendments, unintended negative 
consequences might ensue, and the Arizona public’s safety and BTR’s ability to provide lawful 
Due Process might be compromised. 
  
BTR is distinct from the other boards listed in SB1274, barbers, cosmetologists, funeral 
directors and embalmers and massage therapists. Those boards are ‘single industry’ boards, 
and, with the exception of the cosmetology board, all have much smaller licensed populations 
than BTR.  If SB1274 passes as amended, they will each retain sufficient subject matter 
expertise to address public safety issues presented in complaint investigations and to determine 
the qualifications of applicants for licensure.  BTR will lose the already slimmed down subject 
matter expertise of 1 architect and 2 engineers, one of which must be a civil engineer. 
 
BTR is a self-sustaining (90/10) agency.  As a multi-disciplinary, consolidated agency, it 
processes approximately 1000 license applications, 5500 firm registrations, and it renews 
approximately 10,000 professional licenses a year for 7 separate industries in Arizona.  BTR 
also investigates approximately 150 complaints a year with only a staff of 20 employees and a 
budget of 2.3 million dollars.   
 
BTR’s operational efficiencies are due to its use of volunteer subject matter experts, including its 
board members, who review application qualifications and evidence obtained during complaint 
investigations.  BTR’s Board members serve as subject matter experts, reviewing applicants’ 
qualifications, (including for the new ‘universal licenses’) and often review investigative 
information that appears ‘on the spot’ during board meetings from respondents who have not 
chosen to voluntarily participate in its investigative processes. 
 
Of its 30,700 active licensees, 18,000 are engineers practicing in 17 different specialty 
branches, (over 10,000 of which are civil engineers) and 6100 are architects.  One board 
representative for each of these professions is not sufficient to meet BTR’s licensing time 
frames and get people to work expeditiously; nor will it be sufficient to ensure that the 
disciplinary actions taken are fair and based upon sufficient evidence.  A perfectly skilled 
electrical engineer will not have the requisite subject matter expertise to opine knowledgeably 
about a structural engineer’s technical knowledge and skill.  Well intended but incorrect 
decisions will inevitably occur if this bill becomes law. Those decisions will negatively impact the 
State, BTR, and the public if a court has to reverse a BTR decision or final order. 
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Representatives from the Governor’s Office have testified in the Senate Commerce Committee 
that the impetus for SB1274 is the 2015 U.S. Supreme Court decision, FTC v. North Carolina 
Dental Board, and that the Governor and the Bill’s sponsor’s intent was to comply with the 
“guidance” that the FTC issued following that decision.   
 
Respectfully, North Carolina Dental applied to a small health regulatory board made up of 
members of one profession who were elected to their positions by licensed dentists.  That board 
was issuing unlawful cease and desist orders to those who whitened teeth in shopping mall 
kiosks and actively restraining trade by trying to keep them from conducting business.  The 
North Carolina Dental Board was not subject to Sunset Legislation; its members did not have 
term limits; it was not actively advised by the Attorney General’s Office; and it did not have the 
authority to issue the cease and desist orders. 
 
BTR is the antithesis of the North Carolina Dental Board, and it already operates pursuant to the 
FTC guidance.  As a multi-disciplinary, consolidated board, none of its members has a 
market majority over any of the others.  All of its members are appointed to serve no more 
than two consecutive 3-year terms.  All of its meetings are open to the public and the Attorney 
General’s Office provides advice and guidance in all disciplinary matters. 
 
If SB1274 passes as amended, it will effectively strip BTR and the public it serves of key subject 
matter expertise.  Applications will take longer to process and approve, and complaint 
investigations will take much longer to resolve if certain subject matter expert board members 
are absent from scheduled meetings. 
 
To prevent the above mentioned unintended negative consequences and others yet to be 
considered, please amend SB1274 in the following way: 
 

• 3 engineers, one of whom must be a civil engineer (to represent 10,000 of 18,000 
engineers); 

• 2 architects, (to represent the 6100 architects) 

• 1 land surveyor; 

• 1 geologist; 

• 1 landscape architect; 

• 3 or 4 public members 
 
This proposed board structure will ensure that the public has a greater voice at BTR, while 
preserving the subject matter expertise BTR needs to adequately protect the public.  This 
structure ensures that no one profession will have a market majority over any of the others. 
 
If SB1274 cannot be amended, please oppose it.   
 
Board staff remains available to answer specific questions about its streamlined operations, and 
discuss these serious issues, at your convenience.  Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 


