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Dre Fo Je Gullbault, FPresident
Missowrl State Doard of Ustometry
423 Yorth Droadway

Ste. louls, Missouri

Dear Dr. Guilbault:

This 1s to aclknowledge your letter of February 2,
1935, as follows:

"liy attentlion has been called to the pro-
posed amendment to the optometry law,
Jectlion 15501, paragra h D, to wit:

tiith or without prescription,

the transferring, replacing, ad-
justing, changing or duplicating
lenses in spectacles or eyeglasses,
ad justing lenses in frames, or

ad justing frames or spectacles, or
dealing in lonses or eyeglasses at
retail, all for the purpose of
other persons to wear,!

A, Does this paragraph tate in or affect
joblers or wholesalers or manufacturers
of eye glasses?

Be Does it prohibit jobbers or whole-
salers dealing in eye glasses from fill-
ing preseriptions for oculists or optom-
otrists for oye glasses or spectacles?

C. Does thls proposed amendment to the
optometry law prevent licensed physiclans
or surgeons f{rom testing eyes or treat-

ing same?
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"De Is the medical act sufficlently
broad to protect physliclans and surgeons
from the operation of this propsed amend-
ment to the optometry act?

I shall be pleased to have this opinion
ready for me for Tuesday morning, February
5, when I will be 1n Jefferson City,

which opinion I would like to have at
hand when I discuss thils proposed law
with the members of the Leglslature."

House Bill No. 247 is an act to amend certain provisioms
in Artiele 1, Chapter 101, R, S. Mo. 18929, pertaining to
"State Board of Optome ."  Sectlon 13501 appearing in IHowse
Bill Ho. 247 defines what conatltutes "practice of optometry.”
It repeals Section 13501, R. S. lo. 1989, and enacts in lieu
thereof practically the same scction and eliminating therefrom
provision relative to "reglstered apprentices” end clarifies
a practice now existing under the old law. This section iIn
part provides as follows:

"Section 13501. Any one or any conbination
of the following practices shall consti-
tute the practice of optometry:
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(d) #ith or without preseription, the
transferring, replacing, adjusting,

[ or duplicating lenses in
spectacles or eyeglasses, adjusting
lenses in f{rames, or adjust frames
or spectacles, or deal in lenses or
eyeglasses at retall, for the
purpose of other persons to wear."”

Your inquiry concerns Par "(d)", w
your attention to the word “rem;?gznd in the :boie:i::ction.
If a Jobber or wholesaler or manufacturer of eyeglasses do the
things provided for in Faragraph "(d)", t:hcmal of course, such
would be practlicing optometry. However, sald paragraph does




Dr. F- J. Guilbwlt —3- P'b. 4’ 1955.

not affect joblers or wholesalers or manufacturers of eye-
glasses 1f such do t deal in same at retall, that 1s, 1f
such jobbers or wholesalers, as 2§onts for an oculist or
optometrist, replace, trannfar, Just, change or duplicate
lenses in spectacles or eyeglasses for the optometrist, then
such would be, In effect, an agent for the optometrist or
oculist and would be Ii&hopt he provisions of Paragrasph "(4)",
sSupra.

We answer youwr question "A", then, in .the negative,
with limitations as above set out.

In answer to your question "B", in our opinion, the
answer is "No."

In answer to yowr gquestions "C" end "D", in our opinion

this proposed amendment does not prohibit, restrain, or place

anzgzaatriction upon licensed physicians or surgeons to treat
allments of the eye. THe medlecal doctors now may do,

more in treating eyes than assoptometirist, and this act wonld
In nowise limit them in thelr practice.

Trusting the sbove answers your inguiry, we are
Yours very truly,

James L, Hornbostel
Asslstant Attorney-General,

AFPROVED:

Attorney-General.
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