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SECTON 1:   
Describe the proposed rule, including a brief history of the issue, and explain why 
the proposed rule is needed. 
Proposed amendments to WAC 246-935-290 would add board-approved colleges or schools of 
veterinary medicine to the list of continuing education (CE) course providers for licensed 
veterinary technicians. 
 
The list in the current rule includes board-approved colleges or schools of veterinary medical 
technology, but does not include veterinary colleges as approved CE providers. In December of 
2012, the Washington State University College of Veterinary Medicine petitioned the Veterinary 
Board of Governors (board) to consider adding this category because veterinary colleges provide 
quality continuing education that is relevant to the work of veterinary technicians. In response, 
the board agreed to open the rule.  Adding veterinary colleges to the list of approved CE 
providers could offer veterinary technicians broader opportunities for meeting their CE 
requirements. 
 

 

SECTION 2: 
Is a Significant Analysis required for this rule? 
Yes.  The proposed rule revises qualifications for maintaining a veterinary technician license.  
By definition in RCW 34.05.328(5)(c), a significant analysis is required. 
 

 

SECTION 3: 
Clearly state in detail the general goals and specific objectives of the statute that 
the rule implements. 
The statutory intent of chapter 18.92 RCW is to ensure veterinarians meet standards of 
competence and professional conduct to safeguard public health, safety, and welfare.  RCW 
18.92.030 authorizes the board to set minimum standards in rule regarding continuing education 
for veterinary technicians “in the interest of good veterinary health.”  
 

 

SECTION 4: 
Explain how the department determined that the rule is needed to achieve these 
general goals and specific objectives.  Analyze alternatives to rulemaking and the 
consequences of not adopting the rule. 
The proposed rule implements the statutory intent by ensuring veterinary technicians have 
recognized continuing education options to foster ongoing competence and development of 
knowledge and skills.   Completing continuing education is required to maintain a veterinary 
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technician license.  In order for continuing education standards to meet the intent of the statute 
and to be enforceable, the standards must be adopted in rule.    
 
Without the proposed rule, colleges of veterinary medicine must submit to the board each course 
they offer for approval under WAC 246-935-290(13). Since the board has determined that 
veterinary colleges provide quality continuing education that is relevant to the work of veterinary 
technicians, the current process is time-consuming, unnecessary, and limits the availability of 
these courses for veterinary technicians.  
 

 

SECTION 5: 
Explain how the department determined that the probable benefits of the rule are 
greater than the probable costs, taking into account both the qualitative and 
quantitative benefits and costs and the specific directives of the statute being 
implemented. 
There are no new costs imposed the proposed rule.  Veterinary technicians must complete 30 
hours of CE every three years to qualify for license renewal.  The proposed rule adds CE courses 
taken from a college of veterinary medicine as one of many existing sources.  The choice to incur 
the cost of any CE course that has a tuition or class fee – regardless of the source – is up to the 
veterinary technician.  
 
The proposed rule allows veterinary technicians to use continuing education courses provided by 
a college of veterinary medicine that may be applicable to the veterinary technicians’ practice, 
and have those courses qualify for CE credit.  As a result, the benefits of the proposed 
amendment are greater than any potential cost of compliance. 
 

 

SECTION 6: 
Identify alternative versions of the rule that were considered, and explain how the 
department determined that the rule being adopted is the least burdensome 
alternative for those required to comply with it that will achieve the general goals 
and specific objectives state previously. 
The board considered not amending the rule, but determined that this alternative would greatly 
limit veterinary technicians’ opportunities to take continuing education courses provided by a 
college of veterinary medicine that may be applicable to their practice. The board determined 
that the proposed rule would be the least burdensome alternative, could be beneficial to 
veterinary technician practice, and would help meet the intent of the underlying statute. 
 

 

SECTION 7: 
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Determine that the rule does not require those to whom it applies to take an 
action that violates requirements of another federal or state law.   
The proposed rule does not require veterinary technicians to violate requirements of any federal 
or state law. 
 

 

SECTION 8: 
Determine that the rule does not impose more stringent performance 
requirements on private entities than on public entities unless required to do so 
by federal or state law. 
The proposed rule does not impose more stringent performance requirements on private entities 
than on public entities. 
 

 

SECTION 9: 
Determine if the rule differs from any federal regulation or statute applicable to 
the same activity or subject matter and, if so, determine that the difference is 
justified by an explicit state statute or by substantial evidence that the difference 
is necessary. 
There are no other applicable federal or state regulations applicable to this activity. 
 

 

SECTION 10: 
Demonstrate that the rule has been coordinated, to the maximum extent 
practicable, with other federal, state, and local laws applicable to the same 
activity or subject matter. 
Not applicable.  There are no other federal, state or local laws applicable to this subject matter. 


