
POTENTIAL FOR CONFLICTS 
SEEN IN LICENSING BOARDS
INSIDERS HAVE CONSIDERABLE SAY WITH LITTLE SCRUTINY

Electrologists working in Iowa must complete 
425 hours of training, obtain a state license and 
then are only allowed to use lasers to remove 

hair.
On Monday, a committee of the Iowa Board of 

Cosmetology Arts and Sciences contemplated also 
allowing electrologists to treat toenail fungus. After 
criticism from medical professionals, it appears that 
won’t be happening soon, however, and electrologists 
now providing such treatments in the state are 
probably violating Iowa law.

Monday’s meeting was rather surreal. The 
cosmetology board is under the Iowa Department 
of Public Health, but no one from the department 
offered any evidence that the scope of practice for 
electrologists ought to be expanded. One of the 
cosmetology board members is an electrologist, and 
she talked about an electrologist who is now using a 
laser to treat toenail fungus with a supposed success 
rate of 98 percent. “Does it work? Yes it does,” she 
said. The person is also a “laserologist,” she stressed.

“What is a laserologist?” asked Kevin Kruse, 
executive director of the Iowa Podiatric Medical 
Society. He was among the few spectators representing 
the medical profession at the meeting.

Dr. Vince Mandracchia, chief medical officer for 
Broadlawns Medical Center, said onychomycosis 
(toenail fungus) is a medical condition to be dealt 
with by medical professionals. There is no evidence 
it can be successfully treated with lasers, he said, and 
doing so could penetrate the underlying skin and 
even the bone. A subsequent infection wouldn’t be 
recognized and couldn’t be treated by an electrologist.

Ultimately the board abandoned the proposed 
change — as well as other proposed changes on the 
agenda.

But would that have happened if the board hadn’t 

had an audience on Monday? Expanding the scope 
of practice for electrologists wasn’t on the medical 
profession’s radar until The Des Moines Register 
editorial board wrote about the meeting. And the 
editorial board wouldn’t have known if someone 
hadn’t anonymously mailed us the meeting agenda 
with comments scribbled on it.

The meeting offered a glimpse into the operations 
of one of Iowa’s 34 state-run job licensing boards 
that oversee more than 100,000 people in dozens 
of occupations. The board members appointed by 
the governor have incredible power. They can set in 
motion changes in state regulations on such things as 
increasing the required hours to become a licensed 
worker to the continuing education requirements. 
Considering that most board members are industry 
insiders, there is great potential for conflicts of 
interests.

For example, one cosmetology board member who 
discussed continuing education offers that training 
herself.

The board considered pushing for a change in 
law to eliminate a requirement to inspect salons, 
but some board members own salons themselves. 
Representatives of for-profit beauty schools sat at the 
table with the board members and seemed to carry as 
much weight as board members and state employees 
in conversations about online education and salon 
sanitation practices.

Opponents of licensing boards say they are 
government run amok. That isn’t quite accurate. 
The boards are actually a state-sanctioned vehicle 
for industry insiders to push whatever agenda each 
member may have.

This is a situation created by Iowa lawmakers — 
and one lawmakers should address.
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