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Doar lrs, Stewari:
Opinlon Ko. 0=-672 /, '
3a: Renswal of uyerﬁtor\s licansa

Tour ~ucstion as fto whethsr an aﬁ@li“\
cant for a2 renswal liconys rejizpted vecauss el 7
tha submiszslon of a positive../agwarman Lost
izight ranew a 1ioansq aftor the sreaseribed reaw
toration day by the submdssion of A negative
vasserman tsst and raxitting in full for all
past certificstes has uaan “ec ved by thls GO
partuent. // N ‘

Iu’o;r“?enal Pune, artiple 734b, Sco-
tien 10, puhspﬁticﬁ\{a)\prafiésa'tn:t all appli-~
cants for exdsinatioh and for lioense shall ve
accampaniéd_b y.a health cdrtificate by a regu~
larly licended d¢otor of medicine, showing the
appiieant to be frse from«any contagious or in-
fdastioun disezse ag detarmined Ly genzral eXane-
AAnatton /énd ?aasarman/hlaod test. Uncer the

/ tutne or 3 ast, your board Las no authority
{  tg issue{a liconse to any persen submitting a

\\\3i?itiva ﬁgat.\
\ Inzéur opinion, the intention of the

legislature was that tha requlrement s to the
blood vest was important and just as nedessary
23 any other requirament praseribed, bofore the
board was authcrizsd to izzus a licanse. ANy
person that could not auallfy for a licoenae bee
cauzse of his lnability so subnit g nezative 'nge
serman tust lsoks just as an ecssential csallfl
gation %o nrictice uncer tha act as any of ths
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other presoribed requirements. I the applicant
wWas unable to submit the negative test +ithin one
year after the date of the expiration of his or
har llicense we think that he or she should stand
in the sams position as a person who fails for
somes other reason 4o ruallfy for their licsnase
within that perlod of tims.

Your applicant might havs waited some
four, five or zore yeafs before being abls to
submit a negative test along with the application
for a license and in that =vent, 1t would have
bean easiser for the applicant to have paid the
regular ten dollar fee praseribed for an orizinml
applieant, That leavss tho choles with the ap-
plicant as to the manner of jualification for li-
conse, e do not think that such diseretion should
rest with the applieant nor co we think that the
board may zrant a llcense to such applicant by
pernitting the applicant to pay the past foses,

In acdition to the reasons above ziven, it is pos-
sible that the appllioant uight, after walting

for a period of years, in order tc seecurs a nega=
tive test be unfamiliar with the modern nethods

of coametology.

Section 18, of artiocles 734b of the Penal
Code pakes no provision for a renewal licanse
after the expiratlan of ons ysar from the da.. of
the expitation of the old license, If ths appli-
oant does not or cannot qualify for a new lloense
within cne ysar froam date of expiration of old
licenase, we find no authority for lssuing what
yo. tero a current lieensao

In our opiniom, an applicant for a 1li=-
cense that wvas unable %o furnish a negative dasg-
wernan test along with the applicatlon during the
year followling the expirution of Lls or her li-
canse but Lhereafter rakes application ust do
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80 a8 any othar new appllcant for a license ua
an uperator.

Yours very truly
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