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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

é:

GERALD C, MANN
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Honorable John W, Sples, K, D,, Dean
University of Texss, Medioal Branch
Gslveston, Texass

Dear Bir: Opinion uo. O0=31\F

Your letter of Fabruary X3, opinion
of thies department releting to the _

fte that Miss Austin
or of science degree

is from the State of Chile, hol
n; end a master degroc

in nursing from the University of\ Ic

teaghing experience
whether or not Mise

on, nrovided a fee of fifteen 4dol-
the Board by such applicent.,*

~_

Before a professional nurse from another state nay be
granted a license to practice nursing in this state without ex-
aminetion, it muet appear:

(1) that she holds & registration gertificate as
& professlonal nurse from another state;
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(2} that the requirements of such other state
are equal to those of Texas; and

(8) that her individual gualifications are e~
cguivalent to those required by the statutes of Texas.

These facts must apoear before the Board of Hurse Ex-
sainers of Texas is suthorized to grant a lieenae to & profes-
sional nursee from another state without examinatlion.

Under the language of the statute it is indispensable
that the nurse hold a registration certifieate from another
state, 1If Mies Austin does not hold suoh a certificate, it 1is
our opinion that the Board would not be guthorized, under Art-
1ole 4521, to grant ner a license to prastice nursing in Texas.

The asondition “whose requirexents are squal to those
of Texas" involves 2 faot finding by the Board that the laws
of the state from whiech the nurse holds a registration gertifi-
cate squal those in Texas,

The condition “whose individusl quealificstions shall
be equivalent toc those required in thia law" 1likewise involves
& feat finding by the Board in the light of the following defin-
Ations of the term “eguivslent.,*

. "Equivalent" mesns equel in valus, forece, meaning, or
like; when equal so far as oonocerns matter under oconsideration
or squal in worth or velue, power, defeot, ilmport, and like,
Yol. 1, Vorés and Fhrases, Fourth Beries, page 905; citing At-
lantis Christian College v, Hines, 152 39,E, 797.

The word *"equivalent® means equal in value, worth,
roras, or significance, hbut meaning to be attached to word in
sach instance depends upon sirocumstances, Vol, 2, Words and
Phrases, Fifth Series, page 747; oiting Callahan v. Telpier,
183 Atl. 400,

If Miss Austin holds a registration certificate from
another state and, as a faotual matter, the requirements of
such state are squal te those of Texas, and 1f, as & factuel
matter, the 'ndividual qualifiocstions of Miss Austin are equliv-
alent, in the light of the foregoing dsfinitions, to those re-
qu&red in the nurse's law of Texas, Mlas Austin is entitled to
be granted a license to practice nursing in this State without
examinstion, provided the required fee is paid, Comwversely,
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3f thess facts do not exist, which must be determined by the
Board, the Board would he Jjustified in refusing to grant the

ligense,

Inesmuch as all of the facts incident to the appli-
cation of Misgs Austin a&re not before this department, and, in
the final analysis, present fact questions to be resolved by
the Board in its disoretion, we ocannot categorically rule wheth-
¢r or not ¥Miss Austin le entitled to a license to practice
nursing in this State under the provisions of Article 45621, We
trust, howvever, that the Board will be enabled, in the light of
this diecussion, to properly discharge its Quty in respest to

Austin,

AFPROY Yours very truly
L ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
ST URML
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