
  

 
 

 
 

December 2, 2019 
 

Dear Mr. Westgate, 
 

The BCDHA is pleased to provide an organizational response to the proposed amendments to the Dental 
Hygienists Regulation. We applaud government’s interest in removing the arbitrary ‘365-day rule’, clarifying the 
ability of dental hygienists to self-initiate the administration of x-rays and their ability to provide oral local 
anesthesia without a dentist being on site. 

 
We are in favour of these proposed amendments and have encouraged our membership to review and respond 
positively. It is our hope that government will move forward to approve these amendments as soon as possible, 
but there are some nuances in language and content that we would like to see clarified. 

 
Section 4b – Scope of Practice 
BCDHA is unclear as to why this particular example has been provided in this section and fail to see how it is 
helpful (it could refer to restorative or brain surgery and be similarly immaterial). We would recommend that 
4b be shortened to read “perform the restricted activity in section 5”. 

 
Section 5 – Restricted Activities 
5.1 a) This states that the only dental hygiene diagnosis is to identify gingivitis or periodontitis, which could be 

confusing to registrants, patients and others. We would recommend it be changed to read “make a 
dental hygiene diagnosis including identifying gingivitis or periodontitis as the cause of the signs or 
symptoms of an individual”. 

 
5.2 a) We believe that “to apply extra-oral” x-rays has likely been duplicated erroneously in this section (typo?) 

 
Section 5 
3) BCDHA understands that including additional prescribing rights for dental hygiene may be a long and 

complicated process, and we accept that, at this time, government is considering prescribing options for a 
number of health professions. For the moment, we will accept that this part of the regulation will not 
change but anticipate further discussion and consultation in the near future as the ability to prescribe is 
critical to the practice of dental hygiene and ensures protection of the public. 

 
Section 6 – Limits or Conditions on Services 
BCDHA does not see the value of section 6, and respectfully requests that the Ministry consider eliminating 
the entirety of this section. It should be noted that currently all 4,000 dental hygienists in the province of 
B.C. have the ability to practice independently and including this section will create confusion for 
registrants, patients and others. We also would like to note that there should be no confusion within the 
regulations regarding the difference between an independent practice and a private dental hygiene 
practitioner. 

 
Should the Ministry insist on maintaining this section, we would like the following considerations to be 
addressed: 
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6.1) BCDHA believes that section 6.1 is confusing in both intent and language. Although the proposed 
amendments purport to be referring to “Independent practice”, they are actually referring to “practice 
ownership” which is a very different dental hygiene function. We would prefer, should this section 
remain, language that refers to “private dental hygiene practice ownership” to avoid confusion. 

 
6.2) Again, currently all 4,000 dental hygienists in the province of B.C. have the ability to practice 

independently and including this section will create confusion for registrants, patients and others. 
Additionally, a limitation on practice such as this will unduly increase barriers for vulnerable populations 
to access oral health care services. We recognize that the Ministry is trying to increase access to care; 
not decrease it. We would also suggest wording change to “A registrant who engages in the practice of 
dental hygiene may not engage…” 

 
6.3) We are somewhat puzzled as to the necessity of 6.3, as the need to refer is true for any health 

professional including all dental hygienists (not just independent practitioners). We recommend the 
following change to 6.3: 

 
“A registrant, in the course of providing dental hygiene services to a patient, will refer the patient 
to an appropriate health care provider according to the needs of the patient.” 

 
This is important as the term dentist should not be included in the dental hygiene regulations, 
particularly considering referrals can and should occur to any member of the health care team 
who has the skills, knowledge and scope to provide the required care. Once the overarching 6.3 
sentence is updated, we would recommend eliminating a & b. 

 

As we move forward to potential approval and acceptance of these regulations, BCDHA would like to thank 
the Ministry for their effort in advancing the practice of dental hygiene. 

 
We would like to note, however, that the bylaws as proposed by the College appear to many in the 
profession to continue the ‘365 Day Rule’ under a different name. As such, we will continue to discuss and 
consult with the College regarding their interpretation of these regulations in their proposed bylaws, with 
the strong belief that dental hygiene in this province requires advancement beyond the ‘365 rule’, not new 
language that reaffirms a similar process. 

 
We are satisfied with the work government has done on these regulations, and with some small changes, 
hope to see these approved as quickly as possible. 

 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 

Chair, BCDHA 
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