MINUTES OF THE MEETING
PUBLIC HEALTH, WELFARE & SAFETY COMMITTEE
MONTANA STATE SENATE

MARCH 23, 1981

The meeting of the Public Health, Welfare and Safety Committee
was called to order by Chairman Tom Hager of Monday, March 23,
1981 at 12:30 in Room 410 of the State Capitol Building.

ROLL CALL: All members were present. Senators Johnson and
Norman arrived late, however. Kathleen Harrington, staff
researcher, was also present.

Many visitors were in attendance. (See attachments.)

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 577: Representative Dan Harrington
of district 88, sponsor of HB 577, gave a brief resume of the
bill. This bill is an act to revise certain laws administered
by the Montana State Board of Medical examiners; to provide
for the board to set the date of annual election of officers;
to provide for forfeiture instead of revocation of license
when the annual registration fee is not paid and that the
licensee shall retain in his office or on his person evidence
of payment of payment of the annual registration fee during
the period of validity; to provide for insurers underwriting
professional liability insurance to report the final disposit-
ion of any claim filed for alleged professional negligence to
the board.

This bill was introduced at the request of the Board of
Professional and Occupational Licensing.

Section 1 provides that the Board shall set the date of annual
election of officers rather than having to elect officers
at its first meeting each year.

Section 2 provides that the licensee must have evidence of
his payment of the annual registration fee in his person

or in his office as long as the registration is valid. It
also provides for the forfeiture instead of revocation of the
license if the registration fee is not paid.

Section 3 provides that an insurer must report the final
disposition of any claim for alleged professional negligence
to the State Board of Medical Examiners within 30 days of
the final disposition. The final report shall include the
details of the settlement and the dollar amount if any was
awarded.
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Jerome Loendorf, representing the Montana Medical Assoc1atlon,
stated his support of the bill.

With no further proponent, the Chairman called on the opponents.
Hearing none, the meeting was opened to a question and answer
period from the Committee.

Senator Olson asked Mr. Ed Carney, director of POL department
why they would want to know the dollar figure of a settlement.
Mr. Carney replied that the figure would indicate the serious-
ness of the alleged complaint.

With no further questions, Representative Harrington closed.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 671: Representative Burt Hurwitz,
of District 45, sponsor of HB 671, gave a brief resume of the
bill. This bill is an act to revise fees for various boards
allocated to the Department of Professional and Occupational
Licensing; to provide for renewal fee increases for licensed
osteopathic physicians, podiatrists, hearing aid dispensers,
water well contractors, and psychologists; to delete the
requirement that a podiatrist's license be filed with the county
clerk and recorder; to provide for an examination and late
renewal fee for licensed nursing home administrators and
applicants; to provide for an increased resoration fee for
chiropractors; to provide for an application fee for cosme-
tology applicants.

Section 1 increases the renewal fees for osteopathic physicians
from $15 to $25 for those in active practice and from $7.50
to $17.50 for those not in active practice.

Section 2 increases the renewal fee for podiatrists and
deletes the requirement that a podiatrist's license be filed
with the county clerk and recorder.

Section 3 provides that Nursing Home Administrators and applicants
pay an examination fee that would be set by the board. They
must also pay a late renewal fee for failure to pay the
license or registration fee for the failure to complete

the continuing education requirements. _
Section 4 provides an increase in the fee charged to a chir-
opractor that has had his license revoked and later restored
from $50 to $150.
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Section 5 provides for an increase in the license fee for
hearing aid dispensers from $80 to $100.

Section 6 provides an increase in renewal fees for psychologists
from $20 to $50 to $40 to $100.

Section 7 provides an application fee for cosmetologists which
may not exceed $10.

Section 8 provides that the renewal fee for water well cont-
ractors will be set by the Board but cannot exceed $50.

Ed Carney, director of the Department of Professional and
Occupational Licensing stated that if Senate Bill 412 is passed
it would make this bill obsolete.

There were no opponents to the bill.

The meeting was then opened to a guestion and answer period
from the Committee

Senator Berg stated that Senate Bill 412 would void every-
thing in this bill except perhaps Sections 2 and 8.

Representative Hurwitz closed.

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 566: Representative Andrea
Hemstead of district 40, chief sponsor of House Bill 566,
gave a brief resume of the bill. This bill is an act to
define electrology to mean removal of superfluous hair with
an electrified needle and to require a cosmetology license
for the removal of superfluous hair by a means other than
electrology.

Section 1 defines the practice and teaching of cosmetology
to include the practice of removing superfluous hair by a
means other than electrology.

Section 2 defines "electrology" as the permanent removal

of superfluous hair by destroying the hair rooots by the
passage of an elctric current with an electrified needle. It
also adds that electrology does not include the practice of
pilethermology. .

Section 3 provides that a license is required for persons
removing superfluous hair by means other than electrology.
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Section 4 outlines the qualifications for persons removing
superfluous hair by means other than electrology.

Section 5 provides that a salon in which superfluous hair
is removed must be licensed by the board.

Section 6 provides for a fee to be set by the board for both
the person and the salon seeking a license under this chapter.

Helen Aruthur of Great Falls spoke on behalf of the bill.

She stated that the reason for introducing this bill is be-
cause the public has become confused as to what electrology
is and have confused as to what electrology is and have con-
fused permanent hair removal by electrology with the hair
removal by electronic tweezer machines, because they have
been advertised in the past under electrolysis. The result
is that people have spent money to have their hair permanently
removed by tweezer machines, have been disappointed and since
they confuse this type of hair removal with electrology, it
has been brought to the electrolysis profession into dis-
repute with some of the public. Also, since tweezer machine
operators deal with the public, and since they attempt to
introduce electricity into the skin, and since other types

of hair removal have to be liscensed and inspected, and
operate under the rules and regulations, the State Board of
Cosmetology has requested that a bill be passed that will
place the electronic tweezer machines under that board.

The F.D.A. Bureau of Medical Services, has stated as of Dec.
9, 1980, that the "tweezer type of device is limited to the
temporary removal of superfluous hair". Both the Removatron
and Nu-Trolysis devices are named specifically by the F.D.A.
in this category. Mrs. Arthur handed out many letters in
support of her testimony.

With no further proponents, Chairman Hager called on the
opponents.

Sandra Williamson of Missoula who operates a Removatron
Clinic in her city told the Committee of the method which
she uses. Most people must come for weekly treatments.
Cleanliness is of utmost importance.

Patty Foster, who with her sister operates a Removatron Clinic
in Missoula, stated that they had attended a one day clinic
sponsored by Removatron of Boston for their training. They are
in constant touch with the main office in Boston to learn more
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new techniques. They are also in constant contact with others
in their profession.

Brad Luck, at attorney from Missoula, stood in opposition

to the bill. He stated that he was representing the two
previous witness. They do not in any way want to be confused
with electrolysis. Mr. Luck stated this is just another in-
fringement on small business of Montana.

With no further opponents, the meeting was opened to a
question and answer period from the Committee.

Senator asked the people running the Removatron Clinic in
Missoula if there is a chance of endangering the health of

the person from this process. Mr. Luck stated that a persons
health is not endangered from this process. There is no scaring
or buring the sking from this process. However, they do

see emotional and psychological probelms from people that are
not able to get rid of unwanted hair.

Senator Olson asked to see the Tweezer Machine which they
ladies had with them.

They Removatron Clinic is neither licensed nor inspected
by any one. There is no school for this.

Senator Johnson asked how many operators there are in the
state at the present time. There are nine.

Electrolysis school requires at least 500 hours of training
and some schools require 2,000 hours of training.

Electrolysis is used also by the medical profession.
Representative Hemstead closed. She stated that she has
several letters which she would like to turn into the Com-

mittee for their study which is in support of the bill.

The tweezer method is listed with electrolysis in the
yellow pages of the telephone book.

She asked the Committee to look favorably upon the bill
and concur with the House.

DISPOSITION OF SENATE BILL 431: This is the bill sponsored
by Senator Tom Hager which is to recycle litter.
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A motion was made by Senator Berg that the Committee re-
consider their previous action on the bill. Motion carried
unanimously.

Kathleen Harrington, staff researcher, explained the proposed
changes to the bill.

A motion was made by Senator Berg that prorosed amendments
be adopted. Motion carried unanimously.

A motion was made by Senator Berg that Senate Bill 431
receive a recommendation of DO PASS, as amended from the
Committee. Motion carried unanimously. (See attachments.)

Senator Johnson made a motion that the statement of intent
be adopted. Motion carried unanimously.

Senator Berg asked the Committee whether or not the statement
of intent should be amended to further explaine the "advisory
council".

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 671: This bill is sponsored by
Representative Burt Hurwitz. It is a act to revise fees for
various boards allocated to the Department of Professional and
Occupational Licensing.

A motion was made by Senator Himsl that HB 671 be tabled
being as Senate Bill 412 has passed to the other house and
it would make this bill obsolete. Motion carried unanimously.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 437: Representative Menehan is
the sponsor of this bill. This bill is an act to revise the
responsibilities of the Alcoholism Services Center located
at the Galen State Hospital and to change its name.

A motion was made by Senator Berg that HB 437 receive a
recommendation of BE CONCURRED IN from the Committee. Motion
carried with all voting "yes" except Senator Johnson who voted
"no. .

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 167: Representative Metcalf is
the sponsor of this bill. It is an act to include dentist
in the freedom of choice requirement for disability insurance
policies regarding selection of health care practitioners.

A motion was made by Senator Halligan that HB 167 receive a
BE CONCURRED IN recommendation from the Committee. Motion
carried unanimously. Senator Himsal will carry this bill on
the floor.
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DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 504: Representative Moore is the -
sponsor of House Bill 504 which is an act to revise the
qualification requirements for superintendent of the Galen
State Hospital.

A motion was made by Senator Johnson that HB 504 receive a
BE CONCURRED IN recommendation from the Committee. Motion
carried with all Senators voting "yes" except Senator Olson

who voted "no". Senator Johnson will carry the bill on the
floor.

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 517: Representative Bardanouve

is the sponsor of House Bill 517, which is an act to repeal
the law relating to eugencial sterilization and the Board of
Eugenics.

Senator Norman made a motion that House Bill 517 BE CONCURRED
IN. Motion carried. Senator Norman will carry this bill on
the floor:

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 554: Representative Bergene is the
chief sponsor of House Bill 554. This bill is an act to provide
for the certification of social workers; creating a State

Board of Social Work Examiners and prescribing its powers

and duties; establishing grounds and procedures for discipl-
inary proceedings; creating a communications privilege; and
providing penalties for violations.

A motion was made by Senator Berg that HB 554 BE CONCURRED
IN.

Senator Norman stated that most people doing social work
do not qualify under this bill.

Senator Berg stated that there are some social workers that
would really like to see this bill passed in our state right
now.

Senator Norman stated that most of the social workers would
be coming from out of state to work as that is where more
of them are that have a masters degree in social work.
There will be two grades of social workers and it will not
accomplish what the bill really wants to do.

Senator Halligan stated that the bill is not focused enough.
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A Roll Call Vote was taken on the motion of Senator Berg
that HB 554 BE CONCURRED IN. Motion failed. (See attachments.)

DISPOSITION OF HOUSE BILL 80: Representative Pistoria is

the sponsor of the bill. HB 80 is an act to remove the bond
requirement for persons who are protective payees for recipients
of public assistance.

A motion was made by Senator Olson that the Statement of Intent
to HB 80 be amended to clear up some problems with the wording.
Motion carried. (See attachments.) Motion carried.

A motion was made by Senator Halligan that Statement of Intent
recieve a BE CONCURRED IN, as amended recommendation from the
Committee. Motion carried.

A motion was made by Senator Berg that HB 80 BE CONCURRED IN.
Motion carried unanimously.

ANNOUNCEMENTS: The next meeting of the Public Health, Welfare
and Safety Committee will be held on Tuesday, March 24, 1981
for executive session.

ADJOURN: With no further business the meeting was adjourned.
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SENATE COMMITTEE pr;RT,TC HEALTH, WELFARE & SAFETY

Date 3/23 HOUSE Bill No. 554 Time 1:45

NAME YES NO
TOM HAGER —
MATT HIMSL o
S. A. OLSON >
JAN JOHNSON -
BILL NORMAN ‘ -
HARRY K. BERG
MICHAEL HALLIGAN "

el s L ' /&)ﬂ ’,LJ':;/“ —
Chaiman ‘

&xmébny -
ELAINE GRAVELEY

Motion:

I" :/’/

SENATOR TOM HAGER

A motion was made by Senator Berg that House Bill 554

receive a BE CONCURRED .IN recommendation from the Committee.

Motion failed.

(include enough information on motion--put with yellow copy of

cammittee report.)
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ROLL CALL

PUBLIC HEALTH, WELFARE & SAFETY COMMITTEE

pate 7/ iy 25

47th LEGISLATIVE SESSION - - 1981
NAME PRESENT ABSENT EXCUSED
Tom Hager 7
Matt Himsl >

S. A. Olson

Jan Johnson

Dr. Bill Norman

Harry K. Berg

Michael Halligan

Each day ‘attach to minutes.

N



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

e FARCH 23k, 1981
MR. ... DRESIDENT: .
We, your committee on PUBLICHEM‘TH'WBLFAR:&SAFETY ..................................
having had under consideration .........ceeeeeiiiiiiiiiiin e, HOUSE e Bill No....437.....
MENEHAN {BERG)
Respectfully report as follows: That.......ccccvvivvninnicneninens HOUSE e, Bill No. 437.......
e
ROFREXX BE_CONCURRED IH
e oo co. o HAGER .......................................... G

Heiena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

MR. o PRESIDENT: ...
We, your committee on.................. FUBLIC. BEALTH . WELFARE & . SAFETY e

having had under consideration .......c.cocooeceerenennn BOU R e Bill No.167.........

METCALF {HI{SL)

Respectfully report as follows: That.....c..occcvnniiniiininiciiicnencs HOUSE e, Bill No....... 167

e

XOPAESXX BE CONCURRED IN

STATE PUB. CO. TOM EAGER Chairman.
Hetena, Mont. .



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

.................. MBRCE.23, i 19 81

MR. ... BRESIDENT: . .

We, your COMMIttee O ....oceeeevveeennne.. PUBLIC HEALTH, WELFARE & SAFETY oo,

having had under consideration .........ce.ceoeueereereerscecrncncenns BOUSE e, Bill No..504,......

MOORE {JOHNSON)

Respectfully report as follows: That.....ccccceeeeeeneennens BOUSE et Bill No.584.........

e

RR¥ARY BE CONCURRED IN

STATE PUB. CO. TOM EAGER Chairman.

Hetlena, Mont,



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

..... MARCE. 23, o198
(VL - PRESIDENT: oo
We, your committee on .......ceeeeen PUBLICBEALTH,WELFARE&SAFBTY ..............................................
having had under consideration RSO 0.4 - OO OTO U Bill No...R17.......
BARDANOUVE (HORMAN)
Respectfully report as follows: That........ccccoeenniinnnnn, BOUSE .ot Bill No...... 517...
s
DXXpASS BE CONCURRED IN
coAre us. co oM T —— e

Hetena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

...................... MARCH 23, ... . ...19.81..

YL T PRESIDENT: . .. .

We, your COMMIttee O .........ceeverereceeeresreererereen BB HIC. HEALTH, WLLPARE. & SAFETY. . oo,
having had under CONSIAEratioN ......eecveeceereereereeieeierereseeseeeeee e BOUSE ., Bill No...554......

BERGENE {HAGER)
Respectfully report as fotlows: That......ccccoeveeeiereereeneae BOUSE et Bill No.....554.,..
S
DOASSX  BE NOT CONCURRED IN
oo TOMHAGER G

Helena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

.......................... MARCH. .23,........19..81.

MR. oo PRESIDENT: ..o
We, yOUr COMMItIEE ON c.v.ereeeeeeveerenenn. PUBRLIC BREALTH. WELFARE. & . SAFETY e
having had under conSIderation ...........cccoeeceveueueveecens HOUSE. ... Bill Ne..........8.0..

PISTORIA {BERG)
Respectfully report as follows: That ..c...ccevveerneiecricrenccnenecnne. BOUSE. ...t seet e eanns Bill No.....80........
IXRAXSE. BE COHCURRED IN
STATEMENT OF INTENT ATTACHED

creemeo To HHAGER ............ — G

Helena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

v AARCH 23, 19.. 81

MR, oo PRESIDENT: ..
We, your committee on.................... PUBLICEEALTH,WEL?ARE&SAFETY .............................................
having had under consideration ............... STATEMENT OF INTENT, . . . BOUSE ... Bill No. 80.........
Respectfully report as follows: That.......... STATEMENT OF INTENT.. BOUSE. ., Bill No. B8.,..........

third reading bill, be amended as follows:

1. Page 1, line 15.
Following: "in*
Strike: “their”
Insert: “the"

2. Page 2, line 18.

Following: "duties”

Strike : e ’ R - : PN
Insert: "and"”

3. Page 4, line 6.
Following: "food"
Insert: °,°

4. Page 4, line 8.
Following: "by"
Insert: “"The"

STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.
Hetena, Mont. :
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STATEMENT OF INTEKT
BOU%E BILL 80

5. Page 4, line 16. 4
Pollowing: "in"

strike: "MCA*"

Pollowing: * ol

Insert: “MCA®

.

STATE PUB. CO. TOM HAGER Chairman.

Heilena, Mont,



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

MR, PRESIDENT:

We' your committee on PUBLIC hIJALTE' WAR&J A";D SAPHT‘,

having had under consideration ... S TATEMENT. . OF INTERT. ... SEYMATE. ..o, Bill No....431.....
-
Respectfuily report as follows: ThatthESTATEmZTOFI:mm" ...... SEHATE ................. Bilt No 431

be adopted.
STATEMENT OF INTENT RED: 431

A statement of intent is regquired for this bill because it delegates
rulemaking authority to the Department of Health in order to provide
programs for litter control and resource recycling.

The intent of Senate Bill 431 is to accomplish the following goals:

1. 7To make one agency responsible for litter collecticn and
control anéd to expend funds for this purpose;

2. to utilize litter patrols and educational programs to encourage
control of litter;

3. to fund required studies of litter and recycling;

4. to provide grants to develop and produce educational
programs concerning litter and recycling:;
DO PASS

5. to develop and produce information about this act and programs
- dxveloped wndar iv;

7/ (CONTINUED)

STATE PUB. CO. Chairman.
Heiena, Mont,
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6.

1

to develop and implement pilot programs for litter and

recyclable materials collection; and

7.

to provide technical and informational assistance to recycling

centers.

The Council will also review the progress of all programs developed by
the administering agency ané those funded with grants.

Rules to be promulgated and adopted under this act include, but are
not limited to:

l.

Standards for contracts with other persons for:

a) the development cof educational and informational programs
and matcerials; and

b) studies reguired by the act.

Reguirements for grant applicants; standards for the evaluation
of proposals; the maximun dellar amount allowable for a single
grant; and other conditions necessary to provide for a variety
of programs.

TFirst adopted by the Senate Public Health, Welfare & Safety

Comnittee on the 23rd day of March, 1981.

o

Chairman.

STATE PUB. CO.

Helena, Mont.



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

................. MARCH.23 .. 1981

MR. ... BERESIDENT: ... e e T
We, your COMMItLee ON .....c.eeeerrevecrcnrennens PURLIC HEALTH, WELFARBE & SBFETY. . .,
having had under conSIderation ..........ccccecrvcmrerrevennrans.d 53 A o RSO RO Bill No....431......
Respectfully report as follows: That ...l SENATE e Bill No...43X. ...

introduced bill be amended as follows:

l. Title, line &,
Followinn: “PRODUCTI;T
Strike:; TAMTHDING SRCTINY 15-30-111, HCn®

2. Sirixe: g8l of the bill following the enacting clause
Insert: "Section 1. Short title. {This act] may be citel as the
“Resource kecyline Act of 19817,

Section 2. Purmese. {1} It is zhe intent of the legislature
to encourage the recvcling of materizls and products used Iin this
rvate in order to congerve resscurces an? energy ant maintain the
r.stural envirconment of the state aos nearly litter fres as possible

b

and to encourane litter contrel and recveling.

(CONTINUED)

STATE PUB. CO. .. . Chairman.
Heiena, Mont.
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(2) It is the belief of the legislature that official encouragement
of private and public recovery of materials results in the recovery
and reuse of major quantities of baaic materials and a significant R
savings of energy. T S

(3) It is the belief of the leqlslaturc that a 11tter—ftc- ﬁ,;
environment is possible through enactment of a strong and welle -
balanced program of litter prevention and public education, hocausc
it is people who litter, not the materials and products th:t hacoun
litter. .

{4) The legislature acknowledges that the pecple of thls ltat
have expressed a desire for a comprehensive litter and recycling.
act administered vy a single agency that will address all tvpas of
litter and enhance multiprodanct recycling.

Sectior 3. Definitions. 1In [this act], unless the context
requires otherwise, the following definitions apply:

(1) *"Account® means the resource recycling account provided for
in {section 9].

(2) "Department” means the department of health and environmental
sciences provided for in Title 2, chapter 15, part 21.

(3) “"Highways® means those roadways designated by law as primary
or secondary highways of the state.

(4) ™Litter” means all improperly discarded and uncontrolled
waste material thrown or deposited on land or water.

(5) “Person” means any individual, partnership, business,
corporation, orcanization, subdivision of the state or local
governnent, or other legal entity of any kind.

(€6) *"Recycling” means the procsss of collecting, sorting,
treating, and re-using a waste material.

(7) “Re-use” means the process of returning a commodity to the
econoric strean for re-use as a commodity.

Section 4. Advisory council. (1) There is an advisory council
to the department that consists of seven members appointed by the
governor as follows:

(a) a representative of either the retall or wholesale food
indusetry;

{b} = representative of the recycling industry;

(c) a representative of an establighed environmental
organizations; and e

(a) four other members, ' T

{2) Members appointed to the council must be aware of ang’ e
concerned with achieving the goals of [tris act].

(3) Memdbers sarve at the pleasure of the governore. -
{4) Menmbers of the council shall serve without compensation but
are entitled to per di€m and travel expenses, as provided for in 2- .

18-501 through 2~-18-503, for each day in attendance at council meotingc.

Section 5. Meetinge——duties. (1) The council shall meet at
least four times a vear,

{2) The council shalls

(a) advise the department concerniug littet reduction and
increased recycli mathods
nere cyciing y CONTINUBD. oo

STATE PUB. CO. » ,_ , ) o Chairman.
Helena, Mont, ' ' ‘ ' v
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() encourase participatisn » industrv, labor municipal-
ities, prganirzations, and the nrhlic in progra=ms estzbhlished pursuant
to Tthis act);

{c) evalvate reports and proarams of the Fdermartment
established purruant ¢o [+this 2ct]; and

() follow;ng 2t least one rublic hearina, report to the
48th Hontana legislature concernina

(i) an evaluation of dapartrent programs establighed
narscant to Tthis actl:

(1) leﬂislation to furtrer pronranms judced successful
by the council, if neeled; an?

(iii) ternination of prograrme iudged unsuccessful by the
council.

fection 5. Duties ©of the devartment., {1} The denartment shall:

{(a) serve as the coordinatinng acezncy between agencier of
asovernment and private persons involved in litter reduction, contrel,
and ccllection and in recycling activities;

(») encouraga, organize, and coordinate voluntarr locel
campaigne or camnaigns develone’d R loczl perzons seezings to focus
nurlic attentlion on prograns to centrol litter an? increage recycling:

{c) enzace in edurcetional oroora—me to foster and szustain
rublic awarerneze of litter;

{2} ifentifvy and adont public relztions an?! education nroarans:
and »

{e} study, for the rurpose cf reporting to th
no later than aycust 1, 1922:

(i} the etatus of recvelines and re-use, including
respective narcentase cf total waste comerised, the ates of
recyclino and re-use, and the barriers to increase? recvcling an?
re-us~ for sach of the followine materials and products:

{2} alominum and z2luninum vroducts;

{r) other nonferrous metals an? non—ferrous metal nrolucts;

{CY ferrous metzl and ferrous metal nroducts;

(™) glass and class products:

(E) paner, includinag office paper, newspaper, computer
cards and paper, corrungatad paneyr, low-—grade maper, an? other paner
nroductsy

(?) plastic and plastic products;

() organic materisls, including food and yard wastes:

{71) waste coil:

(1) wood and wood products; and

(7) textile

{i1) <+he strength of the secondarv materials market for
cach of the materials listed in subsection (1Y {=2)(i), categorized
as Enllovss

{n) stable market, with no adlitional incerntives needed;

(n) weakx market, with some additional incentives needled:

() potential market, with some additicnal incentives
nesdedsy or

(r) no forseeable market;

rd
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CONTINUED

Chairman.
STATE PUB. CO.
Hejena, Mont.
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(iii) recommenied lecal or legislative acticn, i€ anv,
+hat the state of %ontana czn tak%e to reviee exigting freiaht rates
¥ the federal interstate commerce commission that discriminate
agqainst tranenortation of recyclad materials;

{5} adort rules under the *ontzna Administrative Proceduvre
Act necessary to imnlement the provisions ©f Tthis act].

{2) The departwment may:

{a) contract with anv person for the pichur and removal of
litter from Tublic places:

{») contract with any person for educational proorarms designed
to creazte public awarensss of litter problems, recvcling, and
cornliance with the provisions of Tehis actl;

{c)} exvend roney from thre 2ccount emtablished in Tsect

Ve

on Q}.

Section 7. Survevas —- annmual renorts.

1Y within 12 ponthz cf July 1, 1971, tre department shall
cendnct or contract with 2 public agencr or private entiev to
con?uct a survee meazsuring the amount, Y ite= count, volums, and
weight, an? comrogition of jitter in gelected areas of the state.
e arezs to be surveve? shall be chosen consistent with the necessity
of measurem=rt 0f rrooress and ths need for annual, coonsistent
identification of litterirnn rates. The specific areazs survevaed
—~uet be representative of the geocrarhic are=zs and land uses in
the state.

{2Y The departrent shall conluct annial zurvevs Aesigne” for
comrarisonr with earlier survevs an? reronrt to the aovernor and the
legislature the status and rrogress achievesd by the proagrams
establishe? in Tenic actl],

Sectior 2. Resource recvclinc account ~— creation -- expenditures.
(1Y "™ere iz a resource recycling acenunt within the earmarkesd
revaenie fund created in 17-2-102, ™e state treasurer shall draw
warrants from this account voon orfder of the derartrment.
{2} The cdepartment may order warrants drawn £from the account to:
{a) vroduce and &istribute etucational and infermationnl
wmezterizls concerning litter and recycling programs; and
{»r)} conduct survevs recuired v Tsection 73.

Section 2. Grants. The 4denartment may makhe grante to persons
for the establishment anl opersatiocn ¢f progrems authorized in (this
actl. The time period for a arzant nay not exceed 12 ronths., A
prearan gualifving for a grant shall be for cne or more of the
following:

{1} rpreparztion an? distributior to schools and the pudblic of
instructional materials for courses on litter ahaterent and recycling;

{2) developrent of peblic information on litter abatewment and
recycling, including radifo an? television putlic service announcerents,
newgpaper ads, posters, leaflets and audio-visual aids.

(3) organization and operation of litter abaterent and removal
activities conducied by private corganizaticns and service arouvps;

CONTINUED
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{4) assistance to recvcling centers, including information ang
censeltation on availahle technolony, cperating procedures, markets
for naterials, transportation, and nuhlicity technigues through the
crganization of seminars and workstops with experts in the field;

(5) the creation a2nd expansion of litter law enforcement programs.

Section 10, Grants —— rules, The denartrment shall adopt rules
unider the Montana Rdministrative Procedure ot that estadblish:
(1) elioirility reqguirenments for grant arrlicants:
{2) standards for the evaluation cf mnroposals gubmitted hv
rnnlicants for grants: ‘
{3) the maximu™ dollar amount allowanhle for a2 sinale crant;
{2} other conditions necessary to provide for a varietvy of orograme.

ttrerinag rrotibited -- penaltv,. 1) 2nyv person
R ows, Jiscards, or otherwise Adignoses ©f any litter
c or private propertv or in anv wvaters comnite the

ense of littariro unless:

{r) such promartvy is an area 2esianated v law for disposal
0f the materizl ans? the verson is asuvthorized Wy the nrormer rutrlic
aut*ority to sc use the nronertv; or

IHh) the litter is placesd In a recertacle or ccntainer
installed for that purpose,

{2) This section mar not be construad to restrict a private
owner in the use of his own proverty if the placing, derocsiting, or
Aurning of waste matter Y the owner on the nromarty is controlled
anid dees not create a punlic nuisance or a hazar? o ponlic health

or safaty.

{3) X verscn convicted of a violation of this section shall he
nunishe? hv a fine of not less than $10 or —wore than 550, In
addicion to the fine, the court may order the rerasn to nather and
Adigposs o0f litter in an area for a2 lencth of tire determine? hw the
court,.

Section 12, Department %o coordinate litter ccllection.

(1) The Aerartment shall coardinate litter collection by ctate
anencies.

{2} An acency of state goverrment shall remcve litter from
litter receptacles placed by the acency.

{(2) All litter nust be collected and disposed of in a manner
acceptanle to the denartment,”

*section 13. Litter assessment. (1) A nerson encaged in the
gclling at wholesale o0f anv of the iterz snacifled in subsection
{¢) shall remit to the state treasurer with his annual corporation
or individual income tax return an additional litter tax equal to
.C15% of gross sales proceeds of such itens,

(2) A rereon engajed in the sellino at retail of any of the
items specified in subsection (€) shall re=it tc the state treasurer
with his annu:l corporation or individunl income tax return an
additional litter tax equal to .C15% of cross sales proceesds of
sucih itens,

CONTINUED
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(3) TFor persons enzaned in the selling at whclesale an? retail
cf any of the items specifiesd in suhsection (6), the litter tax
shall be based con the gress sales proceeds of the snecified items
at elther the wholesale or retail level, whichever is higher.

{&) The Jerartment cf revenux shall remit to the state treasurer
‘v April 15 of each vear the litter tax based unecp the cross retail
sales proceeds as provides in suhsecticn (2) of£ liguor an3d wine
from state stores.

{5} The state treasurer shall devesit the money recelived under
this secticn in the earmarke? reveniue fund to the credit of the
resource recvcling aeccount.

(€} The litter ascessment shall be calculate? onlv on gross
sales proceelrs of the folloving nroducts:

{a) food for human and pet consurmption:

(r} ogroceries;

{c) ciaarettes snd other tohacco nroducts;

Al Eoft Arinxs and carhonmted heversaes;

w

{e} linuor, wire, »eer, an? other malt beverages:

{z tires, motnr oil, and crankcase an?d fuel a’ditives:

{3) cleaninc agente ané toiletries:

{h) nonprescrinticn drvas;

{1} thousehold raper and oparer vroducts, including rmacazines,
reriodicals, and newsna2ners; and

{5} <lass, metal, or nlastic containers or fiter containers
rmale of synthetic material.,

£ -

{ g

7Y A2 person sellino less than 752,000 wortr of all the itewms
~ gnecified in suhsection (£) Aurins a calendar verr iz exemnt fror
the tax imposed v this section.

{8 The total annnal tax recuirs? to he raid under this section
v a person mav not excsed $20,0n0.°

2
ot

*sectlon 14. Public notice enforcerent.

{1) =tatemsnts and penaltier for visclaztineg »rovielions of Tthis
act] shall be posted at such punhlic places as tha department
considers necessarve.

{2} The provisions of [this act] and all rulas adonte2d by the
devartment in accordance with Tthis act] shall be enforced hr reace
officers of this state, includins wardens of the department of
£igh, wildlife, and parks.” -

"Section 1%. MMunicipal litter ordinances -- restrictions.

(1) & rmunicipalitv may adopt an ordinance that probibits and
rrescribes the sanz conduct prohirited and prescrivned in Tsection
127 or anv rortion thereof,

{2} Mo local covernment may enact an ordinance requiring deposits
cn containers or requiring an asgessrment on litter-related vroducts.”

CONTIRUED
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The department may design litter

natrol progrars and provide financial assisztance throush grants for
litter vickup and removal usina yovths ared 14 to 17, or a seasonal

rasis.”

a2y
to
in

"Section 17. Repealer,

e
P
-«
it

*soction lfl., Tffec
"cection 16. o)

syroved the definition of
tv.e departnent of
Title 2, chanter

EAP) ls, '{?al‘t 330-

e

And, as so amended

DO PASS

-

STATEMENT OF INTENT ATTACKEED

Section 6Gl1-R=2CE,

I g3 25R
"denartment”
natural resources andl cons

STATE PUB. CO.
+eiena, Mont.

1Cx, is repealed.”

effective July 1, 1°81."

for

S

Chairman.
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HOUSE BILL 577

Introduced by Representative Harrington at the request of the
Board of Professional and Occupational Licensing. '

This bill revises certain laws administered by the Montana
State Board of Medicals Examiners.

Section 1 provides that the Board shall set the date of annual
election of officers rather than having to elect officers at
its first meeting each year.

Section 2 provides that the licensee must have evidence of
his payment of the annual registration fee in his person or
in his office as long as the registration is valid. It also
provides for the forfeiture instead of revocation of the
license if the registration fee is not paid.

Section 3 provides that an insurer must report the final
disposition of any claim for alleged professional negilence

to the State Board of Medical Examiners within 30 days of the
final disposition. The final report shall include the details
of the settlement and the dollar amount if any was awarded.



HOUSE BILL 671

Introduced by Représentative Hurwitz by the request of the
Department of Professional and Occupational Licensing.

This bill increases renewal fees,.

Section 1 increases the renewal fees for osteopathic physicians
from $15 to $25 for those in active practice and from $7.50
to $17.50 for those not in active practice.

Section 2 increases the renewal fee for podiatrists and
deletes the requirement that a podiatrist's license be filed
with the county clerk and recorder.

Section 3 provided that Nursing Home Administrators and
applicants pay an examination fee that would be set by the
board. They must also pay a late renewal fee for failure to
pay the license or registraition fee for for failure to
complete the continuing education requirements.

Section 4 provides an increase in the fee charged to a
chiropractor that has had his license revoked and later
restored (From $50 to $150.)

Section 5 provides for an increase in the license fee for
hearing aid dispensers from $80 to $100.

Section 6 provides an increase in renewal fees for pysch-
ologists from $20 to $50 to $40 to $100.

Section 7 provides an application fee for cosmetologists
which may not exceed $10.

Section 8 provides that the renewal fee for water well contrac-
tors will be set by the Board but cannot exceed $50.
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HOUSE BILL 566

Introduced by Representative Hemstad.

This bill provides for the licensing by the Board of
Cosmetology of individuals who remove superflous hair
by means other than electrology.

Section 1 defines the-practice and teaching of cosmetology
to include the practice of removing superflous hair by a
means other than electrology.

Section 2 defines "electrology" as the permanent removal

of superflous hair by destroying the hair roots by the passage
of an electric current with an electrified needle. It also
adds that electrology does not include the practice of
pPilethermology.

Section 3 provides that a license is required for persons
removing superflous hair by means other than electrology.

Section 4 outlines the qualifications for persons removing
superflous hair by means other than electrology.

Section 5 provides that a salon in which superflous hair
is removed must be licensed by the board.

Section 6 provides for a fee to be set by the board for both
ther person and the salon seeking a license under this chapter.

A statement of intent may be needed.
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Senarz7cé
MEMO TO MEMBERS OF THE STATE HOUSE-CF REFPRESENTATIVES, HELENA, MONTANA
RE: HB 566

THIS BILL HAS BEEN INTRODUCED BY MEMBERS OF THE MONTANA ELECTROLOGISTS ASSOCIATION,
WITH THE SUPPORT OF THE MONTANA STATE BOARD OF COSMETOLOGISTS,

THE PURPOSE OF THIS BILL IS TO DEFINE ELECTROLOGY AND TO PLACE THE ELECTRONIC TWEEZER
MACHINES UNDER THE STATE BOARD OF COSMETOLOGY.

THE REASON FOR INTRODUCING THIS BILL IS BECAUSE THE PUBLIC HAS BECOME CONFUSED AS TO -
WHAT ELECTROLOGY IS AND HAVE CONFUSED PERMANENT HAIR REMOVAL BY ELECTROLOGY WITH THE
HAIR REMOVAL BY ELECTRONIC TWEEZER MACHINES, BECAUSE THEY HAVE BEEN ADVERTISED IN THE -
PAST UNDER ELECTROLYSIS.THE RESULT IS THAT PEOPLE HAVE SPENT MONEY TO HAVE THEIR HAIR
PERMANENTLY REMOVED BY TWEEZER MACHINES, HAVE BEEN DISAPPOINTED AND SINCE THEY CONFUSE
THIS TYPE OF HAIR REMOVAL WITH ELECTROLOGY, IT HAS BROUGHT THE ELECTROLYSIS PROFESSION
INTO DISREPUTE WITH SOME OF THE PUBLIC. ALSG, SINCE TWEEZER MACHINE OPERATORS DEAL WITH
THE PUBLIC, AND SINCE THEY ATTEMPT TO INTRODUCE ELECTRICITY INTO THE SKIN, AND SINCE
OTHER TYPES OF HAIR REMOVAL HAVE TO BE LISCENCED AND INSPECTED, AND OPERATE UNDER KULES
AND REGULATIONS,; THE STATE BOARD OF COSMETOLOGY HAS REQUESTED THAT A BILL BE PASSED
THAT WILL PLACE THE ELECTRONIC TWEEZER MACHINES UNDER THAT BOARD.

ELECTROLYSIS AS DEFINED IN THIS BILL WAS DISCOVERED AND HAS BEEN USED BY THE MEDICAL
PROFESSION FOR OVER A HUNDRED YEARS, AND IS THE DEFINITION USED BY ELECTROLOGISTS
AROUND THE WORLD.,

PRESENTLY ELECTROLOGISTS ARE LISCENCED AS ELECTROLOGISTS UNDER THE STATE BOARD OF
COSMETOLOGY. THE ELECTRONIC TWEEZER MACHINES ARE NOT LISCENCED OR INSPECTED. IT WAS
SUPPOSED THAT WHEN THE WORDING OF THE DEFINITION OF ELECTROLYSIS WAS CHANGED TWO YEARS
AGO THAT THE TWEEZER MACHINES WOULD COME UNDER THAT DEFINITION, BUT TO DATE, IT HAS NOT
BEEN PROVEN SUEFICIENTLY THAT HAIR REMOVAL BY ELECTRONIC TWEEZER METHOD IS PERMANENT,
THUS THEY WOULDN"T FIT UNDER THIS DEFINITION, AND ELECTROIOGISTS IN MONTANA DO NOT WANT
ANY TYPE OF HAIR REMOVAL LISCENCED AS ELECTROLYSIS UNLESS AND UNTIL IT IS APPROVED BY
THE F.D.A. AND ELECTROLOSYS ASSOCIATIONS IN GENERAL AS BEING PERMENTANT, THIS WILL
HELP TO KEEP THE REPUTATION OF ELECTROLOGISTS ON THE HIGH LEVEL OF PROFESSIONALISM THAT
WE SEEK TO ATTAIN AND TO KEEP, IT WILL ELIMINATE CONFUSION ON THE PART OF THE PUBLIC,
THUS PROTECTING THE PUBLIC WELFARE ALSO,

THE F.D.A. , BUREAU OF MEDITCAL DEVICES, HAS STATED AS OF DEC.9, 1980 THAT "THE TWEEZER
TYPE DEVICE IS LIMITED TO THE °®TEMPORARY REMOVAL OF SUPERFLUOUS HAIR.,' " Both the
Removatron and Nu-Trolysis devices are named specifically by the F.D.A, in this category.

THE F.D.A, ALSO HAS A LAWSUIT PENDING IN NEW YORK FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT AGAINST THE :
DEPILITRON COMPANY REGARDING FALSE ADVERTISING OF PERMANENT HAIR REMOVAL. ACCORDING TO :
CAL CAMPBEIL DEPT. OF HEALTH IN HELENA, PLEA BARGAINING IS GOING ON AT THE PRESENT A

ALBERT KLIGMAN, PROFESSOR OF DERMATOLOGY OF THE HOSPITAL OF THE UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANL
HAS STATED IN REGARD TO THE DEPILITRON MACHINE "THE DEVICE IS A HOAX, AND I WISH TO HAVE -
IT ENTERED IN THE RECORD THAT I SUPPORT EFFORTS TO HAVE DEPILITRON EXPOSED AND DIS-
CREDITED. " (all electronis iweezer machines operate under the same principle and theory
as Depilitron.)

MB, JAMES OCCHIOGROSSO, PRES. OF CONDESCO CORP., AN ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING COMPANY,
HAS STATED THAT "IT IS CONCIEVABLE THAT A HUMAN HAIR CAN TRANSFER ENERGY FROM A TWEEZER
DOWN INTO A HAIR FOLLICLE, BUT THE FREQUENCY AT WHICH SUCH A MACHINE WOULD HAVE TO OPER
ATE AND THE REQUIRED POWER LEVELS WOULD BE EXTREMELY DIFFICULT TO OBTAIN AND WOULD BE
HAZARDOUS TO HUMAN LIFE." and also "THE TWEEZER MACHINE PROMOTERS ARE USING THE FACT
THAT ELECTRICAL ENERGY CAN INDEED BE PASSED FROM ONE POINT TO ANOTHER BY TRAVELING ALONG
THE SURFACE OF A NORMALLY NON-CONDUCTIVE ELEMENT, BUT, WHAT THEY NEGLECT TO TELL YOU IS

THAT THE PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS AND CHARACTERISTICS OF HUMAN HAIR MAKE THIS EFFECT IMPOSSIBLI
TO OBTA
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STATE OF MONTANA

DEPARTMENT OF PROFESSIONAL & OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING

BOARD OF COSMETOLOGISTS

JIOARD WEMBERS

WIUNE BAKER
PRESIDENT
MILES CITY. MONTANA

DOROTHY TURNER
VICE-PRET DENT
GREA™ “ALLS. MONTANA

ED CARNEY, DIRECTOR

JACQUES ROMENN
SECRETARY
BILLINGS. MONTANA

LaLONDE BUILDING
HELENA, MONTANA 59601

February 18, 1981 (406) 449-3737
To: Chairman, Human Services Committee
and Committee Members.
- 7/ 1 ( / 7
From: agf% n3ﬁ4 Tucker, Admlnlstratlve Assistant

ﬁor Board of Cosmetologists

Re: HB 566, Defining Electrology

On behalf of the Board of Cosmetologists, I would like to inform
this committee that the board of cosmetologists is in basic ag-
reement with this bill. However, to more adequately protect the
consuming public, they recommend an amendment to this bill that
will require all individuals performing the service of "hair re-
moval"”, by other than the electric needle, be reguired to have
the background and training of a cosmetclogist in the study of
skin textures and hair - - - or, require the service be performed
only in licensed cosmetology establishments under supervision of
licensed cosmetologists.

The board plans to propose a "ge¢andfather clause” in their rules
that will allow them to grant licenses for "hair removal" to all
individuals performing this service prior to the enactment of
this proposed legislation, however, after the bill becomes law,
applicants lacking this proposed training would not be eligible
for a license. .

In addition, the board would like to inform this commiftee that
upon the recommendation of  the Legislative Audit Committee, Sec-
tion 37-32-103, Sub-section (2) is being deleted from the Statute.
l__:‘r

-
4
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STATE OF MONTANA

DEPARTMENT OF PROFESSIONAL & OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING
" BOARD OF COSMETOLOGISTS

EOARD MEMBERS

JUNE BAKER
PRESIDENT
MILTS CTY. MONTANA

DOROTHY TURNER
VICE-PNESIDENT ED CARNEY, !

GRLAT FALLS. MONTANA - DIRECTOR
JACQUES ROMEWN
SCCHETARY

BILLINGS. MONTANA

LaLONDE BUILDING
HELENA. MONTANA 59601

February 18, 1981 {406) 449-3737
To: Chairman, Human Services Committee
and Commlttee Members
" C/{ /(7 /(
From: at u ‘. Tucker, “Administrative Assistant
gor Board of Cosmetologists

Re: HB 566, Defining Electrology

On behalf of the Board of Cosmetologists, I would like to inform
this committee that the board of cosmetologists is in basic ag-
reement with this bill. However, to more adequately protect the
consuming public, they recommend an amendment to this bill that
will require all individuals performing the service of "hair re-
moval", by other than the electric needle, be reguired to have
the background and training of a—eesmetplogist in the study of
skin textures and hair - - - or, require the service be performed
only im Ticensed cosmetology establishments under supervision of
licensed cosmetologists.

The board plans to propose a "g&andfather clause" in their rules
that will allow them to grant licenses for "hair removal" to all
individuals performing this service prior to the enactment of
this proposed legislation, however, after the bill becomes law,
applicants lacking this proposed training would not be ellglble
for a license. .

In addition, the board would like to inform this committee that
upon the recommendation of the Legislative Audit Committee, Sec-
tion 37-32-103, Sub-section (2) is being deleted from the Statute.

n
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STATE OF MONTANA
DEPARTMENT OF PROFESSIONAL & OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING

BOARD OF COSMETOLOGISTS

BOARD MEMBERS

JUNE BAKER
PRESIDENT
MILES CITY. MONTANA

DOROTHY TURNER
VICE-PRESIDENT
GREAT FALLS MONTANA

ED CARNEY. DIRECTOR

JACOUES ROMEIIN
SECRETARY
BILLINGS MONTANA

LaLONDE BUILDING
HELENA. MONTANA 59601
(406) 449-3737

February 19, 1980

Helen Arthur

600 Central Plaza #1006
Great Falls, Mt. 59405

Dear Ms. Arthur:

Your letter dated January 4, 1980 was read and discussed during the February
board meeting concerning your letter of complaint that the board continues

to allow tweezer-type hair removal to continue being practiced in an electro-
lysis salon.

Please be advised, pursuant to Section 37-32-102, M.C.A., the definition of
electrology means the study and professional practice of removing superfluous
bhair by destroying the hair roots by passage of an electric current, by any
method. Thus, until the definition of electrology is changed by the Legis-
lature, the method of electrolysis used would be considered as a choice by
the operator and /or client.

As you may recall from prior conversations you have had with this office,
the Legislative Code Committee will not allow any rules, separating the
methods used for removal of erfluous hair and we have reached a stalemate
on this particular problem.lfgﬁe board has indicated that they would be
delighted if you would submit to the Legislature, a bill to cover whatever
you feel will cover this problem, also, they wish you to know they do ap-
preciate your concern and help and any help or assistance you can give will
be greatly appreciated.

Administratjve Assistant
Board of Cosmetologists
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Enforcement

Press Office

Food and Drug Administration

5600 Fishers Lane

Rockville, Md. 20857  (202) 245-1144

The FDA Enforcement Report is published weekly and contains information on prosecutions, seizures, injunctions, and recalis. The foliowing is sn

expianation of these actions:

PROSECUTION: A criminal sction filed by FDA asgainst 8 company or
individual charging violation of the law. Prosecutions listed beiow have
been filed with a court but not yet tried or concluded.

SEIZURE: An action taken to remove a product from commerce because
it is in violation of the law. FDA initiates a seizure by filing 8 complaint
with the U.S. District Court where the goods sre located. A U.S. marshal is
then directed by the court to take possassion of the goods untll the matter
is resolved. The date listed is the date a seizure request is filed, not the dets
of seizure.

INJUNCTION: A civil action flled by FDA apgainst an individual or com-
psny seeking, in most cases, 10 stop a compseny from continuing to menu-
tacture or distribute products that are in violation of the law. Injunctions
listed have been flied with the court but not concluded.

RECALL: Voluntary removel by a firm ot a defective product from the
market. Some recelis begin when the firm finds s probiem, others are
conducted at FDA’'s request. Recalis may invoive the physicsl removel of
products from the market or correction of the problem where the product
is located.

Complaints For Injunction Filed:

August 30, 1978

Florida

labeling fails to bear an accurate
labeling fails to bear

the name of the drugs; labeling fails to bear adequate
directions for use; products were marketed without approved

Against: AHC Pharmacal, Inc., Miami,
Product: Various Drugs (77-140-843)
Charge: Misbranded - Products’
statement of quantity of contents;
New Drug Applications
Filed:

District of Florida at Miami;

Injunction #823

August 11, 1978 - U.S. District Court for the Southern
Civil #78-3585-CIV-JG,

Seizure Actions Filed:

Product:
Charge:
Responsible Firm:
Filed:

Depilatron Devices ( 78-130-072)
Misbranded - Product labeling is false and misleading
Depilatron Hair Removal Clinic, Minneapolis, Minnesota
July 26, 1978 - U.S. District Court for the District
of Minnesota; Civil #4-78-309, FDC #61815

Colleague, these two form letters are the latest I have sent out

regarding Depilatron.
you think may be interested.

Rose

Share the information with any colleague who



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES Pubhc Health Service

Food and Drug Admunistration

8757 Georgia Avenue
December 9 1980 N Silver Spnng MD 20910
>

Ms. Helen Arthur
600 Central Plaza, #106
Great Falls, Montana 59401

Dear Ms. Arthur:

This 1s in response to your recent letter requesting information concerning
the different types and methods of machines used in electrolysis.

There are basically two types of hair removal devices being marketed at
the present time. The electrolytic type uses a thin needle which is
inserted into the hair follicle. By passage of an electric current
through the needle, the follicle is damaged to the point that it will no
longer produce hair. This method, when properly done by specially trained
people, can effect permanent hair removal. However, if this procedure

is applied improperly, infection and permanent scarring can result.

e Removgtron, which is a 'tweczer" type device that holds the hair

strand above the skin linc and transmits an electrical currenr down the

shaft, is limited to the '"temporary removal of superfluous hair." We are

not aware of any evidence to support the effectiveness of this type of

device for anything other than simply "tweezing' the halr. Any representations
or suggestions that the device will accomplish permanent hair removal

may misbrand the device and may place it in viclation of federal law.

If we can be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to let us
know.

Sincerely yours,

Cidor £ Odocer

Richard R. Anderson
Division of Compliance Opecrations
Burcau of Medical Devices



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARLC
PUBLIC HIZALTH SERVICE
FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION
SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 20910

April 18, 1980

Ms. Claire Lofgren
10645 Camino Real
Fountain Valley, CA 92708

Dear Ms. Lofgren:

This is in response to your recent letter regarding parmancnt and painless hair

TOMOV .

Gencrally, two types of hair removal devices are being marketed at the present
time. The electrolytic type uscs a thin ncedle which is inserted into the hair
follicle. By passage of an electric current through the necdlie, the follicle
iz damaged to the point where it will no longer produce hair. The electrolytic
method, when preperly done, can cffecct permanent hair removal.

the tweezer type, which dncludes the Nu-Trolysis device, holds the hair strand
“above the skin and transmits an clectrical current down the shaft. his.Lype
1s Jamited "for temporary removal of superflouous halr." The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) has a case pending against one of the companies promoting
this type of product. The U.S. District Court fer the Southern District of New
York prescntly has under consideration a sclzure case against Depilitron Incor-

oratced. It 1s the government's contention that these , are not cffective
p g

for _permapent hair removal and in fact arc no more effective than a regular

pair of Lweczers.

Without representative labeling and advertising material which should accompany
the sale and promotion of the dcvice, we are unable to comment more definitively.
You may wish to provide us with copies of the intended labeling and promotional
material for review. This may be in rough draft form.

I{ we can be of any further assistance, plcase let us know.
Sincerely yours,
Dk b D
Bert L. Schrivener, Chief

Regulatory Guidance Branch
Burcau of Medical Devices
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The State of California has taken lega: action against this device and so
has the Food and Drug Administration (FDA). The California case was settied
and the FDA case 1s stii' pending in the New York Federal District Court.

It is the opinion of the FDA that Depilatron is not effective for perm-
anent hair removal. We have seen no well controlied scientific studies to

. L, p———
substantiate such ciaims by tweezer tvype hair removal deviceg,

We trust this information 1s helpfut.
Sincereiy yours,

Y
b

". v | (. \ )
(«\(\\0'\\ ‘. \.\',, PR W2 2 -

Richard R. Anderson
Division of Compliance Operations
Bureau of Medical Devices
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The DEPILLEX method uses special electronic
tweezers 1o grasp the hair, they do not

touch the skin. The DEPILLEX current flows
through the tweezers and after a few seconds
the r ¢ ir is destroyed an i
removal can take place.

Cosmetic depilation

The Depiliexmethod brings exciting new scope
in the field of cosmetic depilation, where the
comiortable removal of underarm or bikini
line hair for example, is now possible.

After treatment clients may use make-up as
usuai without any ill effects since there is no
skin damage.

PATENTS APPLIED FOR
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Depillex s an easily operated unit which % IS TH E ONLY
mikes possible the safe and completely.
painless removal of superfiuous hair with- 9 ELECTRONIC TWEEZER THAT
.out scarring or tissue damage. "
Ut scarring J K 1. You can buy tor $5,000.00
The Depillex Unit is finished in white with g Loose °'I‘db_P‘é',‘h°ien‘,’r'og’S“' option
olock trim. The tweezers and foot switch " Oor e?_O '?m'sngo omedncol bockaround in
are stored in a specially designed container K - Lurhrm oo b el 9 l g
at the front of the Unit. : riseorch ond developing ot electrology an
N 5 ‘skin core equipment
Depillexis g precision electronic instrument. s 5. Depillex is the newest. most improved,
ot ciol features include — medicolly tested ELECTRONIC TWEEZER on the
1er speciatl featu : ]  market
i 6. F. C. C. iations t
* Hours meter to record the total }é reguiol me
number of hours worked. . . &
* Digital clock to assist operator . .
and client. : - ‘ “'}
* Red mains neon light. ‘m = l o
* White neon to indicate when power
is being applied to the tweezers. z
The Unit has an elegant and sophisticated 3
appearance inspiring confidence even in '
the most apprehensive. i
P
E .
} ' The Depillextweezers TWEEZER
N do not even touch the
B skin when the current
§} s passed through them.
DEPILLEX is a completely new, safe and 4
painless method of removing unwanted hair. <

SKIN

FOLLICLE

PAPILLA

N\t

e AR IS
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= Enforcement

&‘ Food and Drug Administration

5600 Fishers Lane

Rockville, Md. 20857  (202) 245-1144

fd Press Office
Report

Tise FDA Enforcement Report is published weekly and contains information on prosecutions, seizures, injunctions, and recalls. The following is an

explanation of these actions:

PROSECUTION: A criminal action filed by FDA against 8 company or
indi: lual charging violation of the law. Prosecutions listed below have
beeu‘b,iled with a court but not yet tried or concluded.

SEIZURE: An action taken to remove a product from commerce because
it i¢ 'n violation of the law. FDA initiates a seizure by filing a complaint
witl  he U.S. District Court where the goods are located. A U.S. marshal is
thei lirected by the court to take possession of the goods until the matter
is resolved. The date listed is the date a Seizure request is filed, not the date
of seizure,

INJUNCTION: A civil action filed by FDA against an individual or com-
peny seeking, in most cases, to stop 8 company from continuing to manu-
facture or distribute products that are in violation of the iaw. Injunctions
listed have been filed with the court but not concluded.

RECALL: Voluntery remowval by a firm of a defective product trom the
market. Some recalls begin when the firm finds a probiem, others are
conducted at FDA's request. Recalls may invoive the physicsl remowl of
products from the market or correction of the probiem where the product
is located.

Misbranded - Product labeling is false and misleading
B10 2000, Inc., and Bea Cranford, Inc., Irving, Texas
September 8, 1978 - U.S. District Court for the Eastern
District of Tennessee; Civil #CIV-2-78-147, FDC #61854

Adulterated - Product contaminated with a filthy substance
and was held under insanitary conditions

Trans-Florida Warehouse Corporation, Tampa, Florida
September 19, 1978 - U.S. District Court for the Middle
District of Florida at Tampa; Civil #78-769-CIV-TR,

WANS Suppositories (78-147-435)
Product is a new drug marketed without an approved New

Aicon Laboratories (Puerto Rico), Inc., Humacao, Puerto

September 21, 1978 - U.S. District Court for the District
of Puerto Rico; Civil #78-1830, FDC #£61874

Adulterated anc Mistranded - Syrup other than maple syrup
has been substituted; product does not conform to a
standard of identity for maple syrup

Paul Pilgrim, DeKalb, Mississippi

September 25, 1978 - U.S. District Court for the Western
District of Oklahoma at Oklahoma City; Civil #78-1032-D,

- ————
Product: Depillex Device (78-130-447)
- Charge:
Responsible Firm:
Filed:
L
TV
— .
o Precduct: Flour (78-172-475)
Charge:
- Responsible Firm:
Filed:
FOC #61741
[ 4
- Product:
Charge:
Orug Application
Responsible Firn:
- Rico
Filed:
Product: Maple Syrup (78-115-476)
e Charge:
Resporsible Firm:
~ Filed:
E 4
FDC #61893
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The [Food and Druy; Administration has taken action
against a "Depillex Unit" in Dallas, Texas. This unit was
apparently an electronic Lweezer, The Food and Drug Admini-
stration charged that the product carried a false and mis-
leading label. The FDA therefor filed a seizure action.

A seilzure actlon is one taken to remove a product from
commerce because 1t 1s in violation of the law. According

to the Divislon of Compllance Operations, Bureau of Medical
Devices, of the FDA, BIO 2,000 Inc. and BEA Cranford, Inc.,
from whom the Depillex was seized, subsequently defaulted.
This selzure should encoulrage all of us who are lnterested

in protecting the public from promoters of electronic tweezers
who mislabel their product and make false claims of its
effectiveness.

In addition 1t has come to my attention that two
default judgments were levied against Sans Hair, Inc.,a
Michigan Depilatron Franchisee.

These two 1tems show that both government and the
consumer are beginning to understand the false and misleading
claims which are being made by some persons on behalf of
certain hair removal products. This gradual awakening of
public opinion and governmental action 1s no doubt due to
the tireless efforts of those all across the country who have
sought to expose the false and misleading nature of the
claims which have been made. We should all be spurred to
redouble our efforts as a result,

share this information with any colleague who you think may be
interested. The trial, the State of California against Depilatron, is
continued and scheduled to start today, July 25th, 1978. Lack of courtroom space
has been one of the main deterrents to scheduling.

Rose
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November 25, 1980

Helen Arthur

The Electrolysis Clinic

600 Central Plaza #106

Great Falls, Montana 59401

Dear Ms. Arthur:

We have received your letter concerning the advertising of
permanent hair removal machines. We have forwarded a copy of your
letter to the Food and Drug Administration. They have a case pending
in Federal Court. They cannot take action until after the outcome

of the trial. Hopefully they will know the results in the near future.

Also, we are forwarding your letter to the Department of Busi-
ness Regulations. They will assist in false and misieading advertis-
1ng.

Could you obtain any printed materials claiming permanent
hair removal? It would be heipful.

Certainly civil actions would be in order by the persons
adversely affected by the false and misleading claims.

If we can help with any legislation you propose, please let
us know.

Sincerely,

N J/-l,l’,, .
Cal'Campbell, R.S., Supervisor
Food, Drug and Cosmetic Section
Food & Consumer Safety Bureau

CC/ns

cc: Charles Breen, Resident FDA Inspector, Helena .
Jerry Wines, Business Regulations ’

At b AL CPPOE T NI Y EML O R
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January 14, 1981 )
600 Central Plaza 100
ureat ralls, Nontana .01

Cal Campbell

Food, Jrug, and cosmetic Section
Pood and Consumer oafety Zureau
Cogswell Zuilding

rielena, Hontana 5%001

Jear Cal,

Thank you fcr ycur answer to my letter in regarg to what can be
done about operators of electronic tweezer machines advertising permanent
hair removal,

i have been really busy getting information together, contacting
lerislators and xeeping in tough with the other electrologists,

I an enclosinz a copy of some of the advertising of the Nu-trolysis
and .iemovatron machines and also several letters from the F.D.A. about
those two specifically and also a letter or two from the Condesco Corpor-
ation, Andrea hemstad 1s gouing to introduce our bill to change the
definition of electrolysis back to the original, as permanent hair
removal by the use of the electrified needle erly as it 1s in California,
and as is was here in Montana until two years ago.

she also planned to contact another representatlive to introduce a
©ill »lacing the tweezer machines under the state board of cosmetclogy.

I will let you know when the hearing is going to be and what the
nunber of the bill is and it's cohtext when the committee gets it into
ihe proper wordinz,

As you can see, neither of these ads ciaims permanent hair removal,
tut when the customer calls or goes in they are told that it is indeed
nermanent. I know for a fact because I called both of them in Jecember.

iz girl who operates tne isemovatron machine told me ‘'we use radio
waves...like micro waves'. i then wrote to Mr., Ucchlogrosso to ask him
tc tell me what the difference is between radio waves and electricity, or
does r.H. energy mean electriclity as I was taught or does it mean
mysterious radioc waves, and not electricity as the man from Removatron
told me. His answer is enclosed.

iy questions about the ads are,..what does SFFECTIVE mean? UalY
;.ouxJALLY PACVEN MNITHUD of AHAT?  I5 THEAE SUCH A THING AS A LISCENCED
GU_dalLYGLST I sonTANA?  dhate does ALTIRNATE mean? YUU notice they
imply that the pain involved with electrolysis is from the needles,
instead of the electric current...the Hu-trolysis ad is entered by a
LIoCIHCuy SLeCTavilGIST who practiced electrolysis for years! Also I
question how you can introduce enough electricity into the skin by ANY
neans enough to kill the halr root and still not feel it!

It is hard to get any cf the persons involve d to do anything in
regard to the time and money they have lost because of embarrassment due
to the prcblem of excess hair, plus who wants hubby to know they've
wasted all that noney? I will keep in touch. I will appreciate any
effort you can make on behalf of both bills,

Sincerely,
/S ,’..7 4 "_f7" i
“HeleA” Arthir,R.E.




Safe and effective...

The alternative

method for the

removal of

unwanted hair.

® Staffed only by troined technicians.
® Free consultotion — no obligation.

Come in for a 30-minute oppointment,

and we'll give you an odditional 15
minutes freel
{new patrons only, pieose)

® We promise . . . you won't feel pain

because Removatron uses no needles.

REMOVATRON HAIR REOVAI. CLINIC

1824 1Cth Ave So.

GREAT FALLS, Mt Suite 23

7270022

. .

Want Ad No. 761-2406
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‘M LOOK YOUR
Y HOLIDAY BEST!
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Because even nature makes
mistakes.. there’'s REMOVATRON ..
the finest no-needle hair removal
system available.
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No Needles, E
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No Pain,
No Hair!

The only safe & T %
effective alterpate method for ==
the removal of unwanted hair.
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! REMOVATRON: Hair Clinic

1824 10th Ave. So 727-0022

Suite No. 3Gt Falls
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ise he did not have ..

1

Th- only  medisally proxen  method.
. .no needles, no burning of the skin.

T\vo licensed Nu-Trolygists to serve you. Call
1ecora or Lindo ot

Town¢Country

Beauty SALOn

7614322 3320 10th Ave. So.
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Big Sky’s pride
) g Sky’s p
" This $1.3 million Swearingen Metroliner is Big Sky Airlines,
oride and joy. It is the first of four Metroliners which will be
wedelivered to the airline for commuter air service throughout
eastern Montana, Wyoming and Idaho. Capt. Tommy Thompson
is shown with the 17-passenger prop-jet after he landed at Great
Falls International Airport on a regularly scheduled run.
s=Thompson also is the airline’s chief pilot. The aircraft cruises
at 300 mph. The airline’s second Metroliner will be delivered in
September. (Tribune Photo)

—
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Permanent Hair Removal
Electrologists
Do What!!

James Occhiogrosso, president ot an
electronics corporotion has stated "'The
concept is erroneous!’’ Human hair does

Many people in Montona confuse
electolysis with hoir removal by meons
of electnified tweezers.

| would tike to exploin the difference
as many lodies hove been to my office
who are very dis-sotisfied ofter hoving
o long period of treotment by what
they assume it electrolysis.

With electrolysis the hoir root is des-
troyed by opplying high frequency cur-

rent directly to the hair root by means

of a minute surgical probe.

Tweezer machine promoters claim
thot elecric  wrrent is  conducted
through the hoir to the root by grasp-
ing the hair with electrified tweezers
ond opplying rodio-frequency current,
thus destroying the hair root.

hot conduct electricity!!

Some stotes hove bonned this type

of mochine. Californio low prohibits «

electrologists from wusing them, ond
also requires promoters to refrain from
using the words permonent OR pain-
less.

Judging from what | have read in
the post severol years ond from talking
to people who have hod this type of
hair removed, | om-inclined to ogree
with “"Mr. Occhiogrosso’s statement
that the .. . method is no more etfec-
tive in achieving hoir removal than o
common tweezer,”

WRECKER

1972 CHEV. €30 1-ton

‘Good tires. Low mileage. Power
take-off operated winch. Adjust-
able boom and dollies & lights.

This unit is ready to be put to work.

$20905

453-2491 or 917 Central Ave.

In oddition to the expense of
this type of hair removal . . . most
hair that is tweezed will grow back
darker ond coarser. .

Yes there is a greot deal of differ-
ence! Electrolysis is still the only meth. -
od for permonent removaol of unwanted

For further information or appointment call Helen Arthur, 727-5163

S Lf

/. R r,/.n o gfmr CALLO

hair other than surgery.
y N




ALBERT M. KLIGMAN, M. D, Pu. D
HOSMTAL OF THE UNIVERSITY OF PEMNSYLVANIA
361 AND SPRUCK STRIXTS
PHILADELPMIA, PA. (8104
(21B) D88 4388

i2'9) 200-423089
(}iB) 882 -328¢

CEPARTMEINT OF DEAMATOLOOY

18 November 1975

Mr. Jules Shapiro
328 North Fifth Street
Reading, Pennsylvania 19601

Dear Mr. Shapiro: -

1 shall summarize in this letter the observations which
lgad me to conclude that the claims made by Depilatron are false.
The device i1s a hoax and I wish to have it entered in the recor

that I support efforts to have Depilatron exposed and discredited.

I. Examination of Epilated Hairs.

With the Kree electrolysis units the hair roots
slide out of the follicle without effort. The entire bulb comes
out.

With the Depilatron unit the hairs break off above
the bulb; the viable portion of the hair matrix remains in situ.
AR ——

The appearance of the hair roots is the same
whether or not the current is turned on and whether or not the
extraction is performed immediately or after 3 minutes of applied

heat.

The morphology of the extracted hair is in no way
distinguishable from that which is observable after manual
epilation with an ordinary pair of tweezers.

Therefore, Depilatron does nothing more thanp break
the hair shaft, leaving the matrix to generate another hair in
due course.

I1. Histologic Studies.

Six white males with hirsute forearms participated
in these studies.

The hairs were epilated within a one-inch circle
with the Depilatron on one side while a corresponding site on the



ALBERT M. KLIGMAN. M, D., PH. D.

Mr. Jules Shapiro

328 North Fifth Street
Reading, Pennsylvania 19601
Page 2

18 December 1975

opposite side was epilated by Kree electrolysis.

Elliptical, full thickness specimens of skin were
scalpel excised from the epilated areas. Histologic specimens were
prepared by conventional techniques and examined under the 1ight
microscope.

Following electrolysis, there is extensive coagulation
necrosis of the entire basalar portion of the hair root. The
papilla and hair bulb are completely destroyed. The subcutaneous
tissue prolapses into the vacant space left by extirpation of the
entire hair bulb. There i1s not any possibility that hailrs can be
regenerated from follicles which have been destroyed in this
fashion.

The picture was entirely different with Depilatron
epilation. lp _pot a single folljcle was there anv evidenco of
destruction gf vigble tiscue, The papilla was untouched and the

supra-papillary portion of the bulb was intact. A variable portion
of the external root sheath was removed, as expected after any form

of manual extraction.

It is a certainty that hairs will regenerate from
follicles in which the papilla and matrix survive.

I believe these observations do not allow for
equivocal interpretations. The Depilatron apparatus cannot accomplish
permanent epilation as does conventional electrolysis.

Sincerely yours,

/G

y //
Wi/
M7 Kligdlan,

Albert gﬁ//

Professor of Dermatology

6”1)}*‘&/
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cc: Mr. Peter Artinian

M.D., Ph.D.
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T CANVIBRIDGE ENGINEERING

) 12 December 1975
Mr. G. P. Artinian, Pres.
Kree International
152 1¥.42nd Street
New York, New York 10036

Dear Mr. Artiniaﬂ,

Jim Occhiogrosso recently sent me a copy of "Ba51c Slnpllfled Depllltron
DP-206 Theory." While i ort is essentially

correct in its description of a basic capacitor and the ability of a
ransmitter, such as a TV station, to transmit over large distances to

a TV set, it stops shorf of completipg Ihg gnalagy and misses the basic
phenomena that renders the operation of this machine impossible.

Going on from their description of a TV station transmitting to a TV
receiver, one can draw an analogy between a hair follicle in the skin

and a tunnel through which automobiles drive. It is a well known fact

that as you enter a tunnel, it becomes rapidly difficult to receive radio
signals. You will also have noted that F{ radio is better in this

regard, however still does not work in a tunnel of any length. The problem
is that the tunnel is small compared to the wave length of the radio
signals involved. In the case of an AM radio station, the wavelength

of the AM signals are on the order of about 1,000 feet, while the opening
of the tunnel is about 20-30 feet. (a ratio of 50:1 - 33:1). 1In the case
of FM, where some improvement is noted, wavelength is on the order of 10 feet.
1f, by analogy, we compare this to the problem of causing the radio energy
to propagate down a hair follicle, we find we are faced with a wavelength
of approximately 36 feet at the Depilatron frequency, and a hair follicle,
or "tunnel opening" of approximately .005 inches. (2 ratio of 7000:1)
Noting the relative dimensions, it 1s not surprising that the energy wvhich
will not propagate any distance into a tunnel, with .z ratio of 50:1, will
also have difficulty in propagating down a very narrow and long (relatively
speaking) hair follicle, with a ratio of 7000:1.

I realize that the theory of why radioc waves will not propagate -down

into tunnels is fairly complex and not of interest, I thought it might
interest you to realize that this situation is analagous to the Depilitron
theory. Although a layman may not know why the energy does not travel
down into a tunnel, he certainly is aware of the effects.

I am sorry that I was unable to attend the news conference, and look
forward to meeting you at some date in the future.

God keep you,

Mt
Martin Carl Poppe, Jr.

MCPjr:1p
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Junior Operator License

7334 A licensed junior operator may engage in any one occupation of
a cosmetologist vpon a patron who s paying for service or materials, under
the immediate supervision of a licensed cosmetologist in a licensed cos-
metological establishment only after he has had 350 hours of instruction

The license of a junior operator shall expire upon the expiration of three
years from the date such license was issued, or on the date his license as
a cosmetologist is issued, or on the date the results of his second examina-
tion are issued. if he fails such examination, whichever first occurs.

Article 3.5 Practice of Electrology

Electrology /Thetmoiogy

7339 “Electrology” as used in this chapter includes electrolysis and/or
thermolysis,

Electrologist, Definition of

7340 Anelectrologist is any person who removes hair from. or destroys
hair on. the human body by the use of an electric needle only

Junior Electrologist, Definition of

7341 A junior electrologist is any person who is engaged in learning
or acquinng a knowledge of the practice of electrolysis 1in a licensed
casmetological establishment under a licensed electrologist

Electrologist Examination Qualifications

7342 The board shall admit to examination for a certificate of registra-
tion and license as an electrologist. any person who has made application
to the board in proper form, paid the fee required by this chapter, and who
is gqualified as lollows

(a) Who is not less than 17 years of age.

(L) Who has not committed acts or crimes constituting grounds for
denial of licensure under Section 480.

{¢) Whe has completed the 12th grade, or an accredited senior high
school in pubhic schools of this state or its equivalent.

td} Who has had any one of the following:

(1) Practical training of 500 hours in a licensed school in which the
practice is tamght

(2} Instruction. training and practice as a junior electrologist for a peri-
od of not less than 12 months. in a licensed cosmetological establishment,
under a licensed electrologist

(3) Holds a vahd electrology license issued by a state whose licensing
requirements are equal to or greater than California

(4) Fither training or practice. or a combination of training and prac-
tice. outside of this state in electrology for such period as may be specified
by rules of the board

Junior Electrologist Qualifications
733 Every person applying to the board for a license as a junior
electrologist upon the proper application form accompanied by two

13



Method of painless, effective hair removal. your - S ] emovatr on .
Remogatron aperator will be happy to answer them: - . ) e ‘ oy
' ’ i 4///-’////,:-"’”/ , >

OVATRON HAIRREMOVAL CLINIC
SUITE 3 - 1824 10th AVE. S
SREAT FALLS, MONTANA 594C5
pPHONE 406 727-0022

EM

" ThePainlessWay
- of Effective Hair Removal - -

e
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§ i Mamemenensozzia’, -1« About Your Unwanted Hair
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Did you know? Unwanted Hair is a problem almost all
women share. It's a fact! Statistics show that 85-90%
of all women have some facial or body hair they
would look and feel better without. The Removatron
method is a beautiful solution to this embarrassing
cosmetic problem. It lets you say goodbye to temporary,
messy creams or useless shaving, plucking. bleaching.
and waxing. And you can forget about ‘'needle ouch’’
forever. Removatron uses NO NEEDLES! It's both
effective and painless, can be used on even your most
sensitive body areas. and lets you apply make-up right
atter treatment. It's what you've been waiting for. but
never had until now — SAFE, EFFECTIVE. PAINLESS
HAIR REMOVAL.. Removatron. It works, but it
doesn't hurt!

Radio Frequency Energy is transmitted from the
machine and channeled through the electronic tweezers.
It follows the hair shaft down through the hair follicle.
coagulates (dries) and destroys the papilla (root bulb).
which is the source of nourishment for the hair. In just

seconds, the unwanted hair slides right out — root and all.

NO. It is a low-grade, drying-type energy. directed only
to the root of the hair. it will not travel any further. This

medically approved R.F.E_that has been
used for the past twenty-five years in electrolw

reatments.
4

YES. But not the first time. Permanent hair removal

1s seldom accomplished in a single treatment due to the
individual chemical make-up of each person and to
the many factors involved in hair growth.

NO. You won't feel a thing! Removatron’s exclusively
insulated tweezers gently grasp the hair above the skin
line and removes the hair —root and all. Nothing ever
touches the skin!

There 1s no way your Removatron specialist or any
doctor can tell you since they cannot see beneath the
surface of your skin. Only the hairs visible above the

skin can be removed. You DO have approximately
1,000 hairs per square inch on your body which are

not surfacing above the skin at the same time since they
grow in a 90-day cycle. But within a short period of time
you will definitely notice that an appreciable amount of
unwanted hair is not coming back.

Since there are factors such as emotional stress. hor-
monal. or chemical changes that may interfere with
your treatments: and since your unique chemical make-
up is not known. there is no way of knowing the

exact length of time. But be ASSURED that the treat-
ments will decrease as quickly as possible. The hour
treatments will diminish to 45 minutes. then to 30
minutes. and eventually to 15 minutes.

Since maximum results for treatments are achieved
when hair first appears above the skin (this is when
the roots are weakest and most vulnerable). appoint-
ments are scheduled on a weekly basis.

Once the papilla has been coagulated and terminated,
there is NO wav anot r can grow out of same
ollicle. But the same hair will have to be treated more

than once if it is weak and breaks off below the skin

line. or if it is already detached from the papilla as in
the shedding process.

NO. This interferes with treatments. You should use
only scissors and cut the hair as close to the skin
as possible.

NO. Itis a localized heat which goes only to the papilla
attached to the hair being worked on. The heat travels
NO further.

There are three rates available — one hour, half hour,
and fifteen minutes. It is the most important thing a
woman can do for herself. Remember, you are not buy-
ing an hour or a half-hour of ime. You are buying

the end result — a skin free of hair for the rest of your
your life.
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600 Central Plaza ¥106

Great Falls, Montana
50401

v, James Gechlogrosso ,President
Condesco Corporation

11 Spruce Circle

Farmingville, New York

Dear Mr. Ocbhlogrosso,

I am a liscenced electrologist, and I was very interested in your
letter to Mr., G.Artinlan , COct. 15, 1975 in which you discussed the
Depilitron tweezer machine.

You made the statement that 'human hair does not conduct electric-
ity.*

I have been involved in trying to get the tweeser machines out of
our field of electrolysis..and have quoted your statement in regard to
that fact.

However, the Kemovatron representative from bac k east somewhere
called ke about two months ago to criticise me for knocking the tweezer
machines and he had apparently been sent my ad which quoted you. He
made an interesting statement about you and I quote "Mr. Occhiogrosso
must have beans between his ears."m!

He sald "we don't use electriclty, we use radlo frequency energy,
or radio waves.,® He sald that the hair is used as an insulator to
transfer the radio waves.

I called the Removatron operator here and she said "we use radio
waves,,.like micro waves , and they only go to the end of the hair,
she stated that the vibratlons of the radio waves against the moisture in
the skin causes heat and destroys the hair root.

I am wondering if you have any more information on this type of
machine and could you explain the difference between radio frequéncy
energy, and electricity, if there is any?

I would appreciate hearing from you, and I sincerely hope that he
was wrong about the beans!

Cordially yours,

Helen Arthur R,E.



CONDESCO CORPORATION

755 WAVERLY AVENUE HOLTSVILLE NEW YORK 11742 (516: 4756510

January 5, 1981

IHelen Arthur
600 Central Plaza # 106
Great Falls, Montana 50401

Dear Ms Arthur:

I received your letter a while ago and I apologize for the delay in
answering,

To give you a full explanation of the reasons why a tweezer machine
is ineffective towards permanent removal of unwanted hair would be
extremely technical, and would require much more time than that
available to me at the moment,

However, you might well tell your 'Removatron' representative
that if he is ''using radio waves--like micro waves' with the hair as an
insulator for the transferral of the energy, he has accomplished the
violation of all the known laws of electrical energy transfer, 1t ig
concievable that a2 human hair can transfer energy from a tweezer

down into a hair {ollicle, but, the frequengy afwhich such a machine
would have to operate, and the required power levels would be ex-

tremely difficult to obtain and would be hazardous to human life,

In essence the size and construction of a human hair and its
associated follicle, preclude the possibility of the transferral of
sufficient energy to do any damage to the growth cells, at the frequencies
and power levels at which electrolysis machines are permitted to
operate,

If you would like to go into the technical reasons- why the tweezer
method cannot be effective, I suggest you contact the Kree organiza=-
tion and request copies of some of the independent studies that
have been performed, over and above my analysis, You might be
very interested in the report from Hofstra Universgity in which
the actual results of a comparison test between tweezer and needle
machines on human subjects, was analyzed,

The mode of operation of all those who perpetrate a "hoax'' on
the public is essentially the same, and that is: to take a true or well
known fact, and distort it to make it believable in their desired appli~
cation, The tweezer machine promoters are using the fact that
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CONDESCO CORPORATION

755 WAVERLY AVENUE, HOLTSVILLE, NEW YORK 11742 (516 475 5510
Page # 2

electrical energy can indeed be passed from one point to another by
traveling along the surface of a normally non-conductive element, but,
what they neglect to tell you is that the physical dimensions and character-
istics of human hair make this effect impossible to obtain,

To illustrate this point, I cite the following example:

Our society today puts considerable emphasis on a woman's breasts,
with the implication that a shortage of feminine hormones causes small
sized breasts, Manufacturer's of breast enlargement creams advertise -
and sell from many magazines, implying that their product has the
"proper'' hormonal content to overcome this problem'. What they neglect
to mention is that a woman's breast size is genetically inherited, and
virtually nothing, short of surgery, can change that fact, But===-=--
they sell a lot of cream!!!

Very truly yours,
‘ e ,“ﬂ
Y ; o
PR )L n . /- /,./r: SN

/
e

- .~ James J, Occhiogrosso
(. e
- President
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CONDESCO CORPORATION

11 SPRUCE CIRCLE, FARMINGVILLE, NEW YORK 11738 {516) 698-7000

Oct. 15, 1975

Mr. G.P, Artinian
Kree International
152 W. 42nd Street
New York, N,Y. 10036

Dear Mr, Artinian:

Attached is a {echnical report delailing the concepts and parameters upon
which I have based my conclusions regardmg the Dipilitron method of hair
removal

It is an unchallengable fact that to achieve permanent removal of unwanted
hair, the growth cells associated with the hair must be destroyed, or
significantly damaged.

Observing the Dipilitron method in operation, I note that the concept of this
machine is to apply Radio Frequency (RF) energy directly to the unwanted
hair shaft.

This concept is erroneous! Human hair does not conduct electricity! Thus,
since the Dipilitron machine is in contact only with the hair itself, no energy
is applied to the growth cells, and consequently, these cells are not damaged
or destroyed.

Expecting to effect permanent nair removal in this manner, is analogous to
expecting an  electrical appliance to function without being plugged in!

The basic philosophy that the hair shaft will capacitively or dlrectly conduct
the RF energy to the lower extreme of the hair s'haff“ls 1ofa11y mcompahble

with known laws of energy fransfer.

It is my conclusion, based on the attaohed study, that the Dipilitron method

is no more effective in achieving hair removal, than a common tweezer,

Very truly yours

I3 . fo

y Arnese }4\ ﬂ{/@/’f@
James J{ Occhiogrosso
Presui/ent

—— A | e
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES
LEGAL DIVISION

TED SCHWINDEN. GOVERNOR COGSWELL BUILDING
— SIATE OF MONTANA
(406)449-2630 HELENA MONTANA 59620

March 20, 1981

Senate Public Health Committee
47th Legislature (1981 Session)
Capitol Building

Helena, MT 59620

Re: House Bill 794
Dear Senator:

Your committee on Wednesday, March 18, 1981, heard
testimony on House_Bill 794, proposed amendments to the
Montana Clean Indoor Air Act, Title 50, Chapter 40, MCA,
sponsored by Representative Ellerd. I was requested to
respond to the guestion of who would be subject to the
proposed misdemeanor sanction when a person was found to
be smoking in a posted non-smoking area, the individual
smoking or the proprietor? I should not have attempted
to answer the question without referring to the complete
Act. As a result, I believe my answer was incorrect and
confusing.

The existing Montana Clean Indoor Air Act and the
proposed amendments place no direct requirements or pro-
hibitions on the individual smoker. A person who desires
to smoke may do so in an area posted as "No Smoking" pur-
suant to this Act without being subjected to the penalties
of this Act. This is not to say that a smoker may ke subject
to sanctions if he smokes in areas posted "No Smoking" which
are under the jurisdiction of the State fire marshall such
as near gasoline pumps and storage tanks.

An affirmative duty under the Montana Clean Indoor Act
is only placed upon the proprietor or manager of an establish-
ment defined in the Act to indicate by posting a sign whether
or not provisions have been made for non-smokers in the build-
ing under his control. It is my opinion that if someone were
to smoke in an area designated "No Smoking" or "Reserved for
Non-Smokers Only", pursuant to this Act, neither the smoker
nor the proprietor would be subject to the proposed $25 fine.
The only person subject to a fine would be a manager or pro-
prietor who did not post one of the signs required by Section
50-40-104, or Section 50-40-105, MCA.

AN FQUAL OPPDRT N TY EMPLOYER
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House Bill 794 March 18, 1981
47th Legislature

Senate Public Health Committee
( o ffec‘/‘d

Proposed Amendments to HB 794 Offered by the
Department of Health and Environmental Sciences

1. Amend title
Title, line 8
following: "50-40-103"
Strike: "+ AND"
Insert: ","
2. Amend title
Title, line 8
following: "50-40-104"
Insert: ", AND 50-40-108"

3. Page 3, line 3
Insert: "(3). THE PROPRIETOR OR MANAGER OF AN ESTABLISHMENT
CONTAINING BOTH A RESTAURANT AND A TAVERN, IN WHICH
SOME PATRONS CHOOSE TO EAT THEIR MEALS IN THE TAVERN,
IS NOT REQUIRED BY THIS PART TO POST A SIGN DESCRIBED
IN SUBSECTION (2) IN THE TAVERN AREA OF THE ESTABLISHMENT."

4. Page 4, line 14

Insert: Section 3. Section 50-40-108, MCA, is amended to read:
"50-40-108. Enforcement. %he-previsiens-ef-this-part
shall-be-supervised-and-enfereced-by—-the-leceat-boards-ef
health-under-the-dxrection-of-the~-department. THE CITY
ATTORNEY OR COUNTY ATTORNEY IN WHOSE JURISDICTION A
VIOLATION OF THIS PART IS ALLEGED TO HAVE OCCURRED OR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL SHALL FILE A COMPLAINT IN THE
APPROPRIATE COURT FOR AN INJUNCTION, A CRIMINAL PENALTY
AS PROVIDED IN [SECTION 4], OR BOTH UPON RECEIPT OF AN
AFFIDAVIT OF AN OFFICIAL OF THE DEPARTMENT OR LOCAL
HEALTH DEPARTMENT, OR ANY PERSON ALLEGING A VIOLATION
OF THIS PART. .




Senate Public Health Committee
March 20, 1981
Page 2

I apologize for any confusion I may have caused and
I am available for any additional questions you may have
on the Montana Clean Indoor Air Act. As I stated at the
hearing, our Department is not advocating a specific
sanction for violation of the Act. Our interest is that
Section 50-40-108, MCA, relating to enforcement, be clari-
fied to reflect the relationship between the Department
and local health departments and boards relative to
enforcement and to clearly articulate in the statute that
it is and always has been the responsibility of elected
public officials such as the city attorney, county attorney
and attorney general to enforce laws which provide for
criminal penalties. Thank you.

Sincerely,
2 8.

Douglas B. Olson
Counsel for Department

DBO:mac
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STATE PUBLISHING CO HELENA MONTANA

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT

Journal

MR, e e

We, YOUT COMMITIER ON ...covrvericececcmstnsee e e e e ee e

having had under consideration

Respectfully report as follows: That...

1. Page 1
Following:
Strike:
Insert:

2. Page 2
Following:
Strike: ",
Insert:

3. Page 4
Following:

Insert: ’

4. Page 4
Following:
Insert:

p.9:9,0.4.05

’

"their"
” the "

r

line 15.

line 18.

"duties"

n and "

’

’

line 6.
"food"

line 8.
” by "
n The "




5. Page 4, line 16.
Following: "in"
Strike: "MCA"
Following: "

Insert: "MCA"

PUBLIC HEALTH
STATEMENT OF INTENT
HOUSE BILL 80





