STATE OF KANSAS

KANSAS PHARMACY BOARD

ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT


Pursuant to K.S.A. 77-420(c) (4), the Kansas Pharmacy Board submits the following description of the economic impact of the proposed regulations: K.A.R. 68-20-24; K.A.R. 68-20-25; K.A.R. 68-20-26; K.A.R. 68-20-27.

1. These are new regulations that designate and include the 

chemicals [1-Pentyl-3-(4-ethyl-1-naphthoyl)indole]; [1-Pentyl-3-(4-methyl-1-naphthoyl)indole]; [1-Pentyl-3-(4-methoxy-1-naphthoyl)indole]; and 

(1-(5-fluoropentyl)-3-(1-naphthoyl)indole) on the schedule I controlled substance list.  Schedule I controlled substances have a high potential for abuse, no currently accepted medical use in treatment in the United States and are not safe for use under medical supervision.

2. The proposed regulations are not mandated by federal laws.

3. Passage of these regulations would result in an increase in adult

 prison beds based on additional convictions per year with some of those convicted being sent to prison.  Currently, the number of male inmates exceeds the available bed capacity which could result in the Kansas Department of Corrections expanding their capacity.  The KDOC and private insurers would also have an increase in their drug treatment costs. 
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Economic Impact Statement

K.A.R. 68-20-27

According to the Kansas Bureau of Investigation (KBI), it is estimated that four new drugs would be used illegally and would need to be identified in KBI laboratories and in criminal cases.  To identify a drug, it is necessary for  

the agency to have a known standard to compare with the new substances.  These drug standards would have to be purchased.

These regulations have the potential for increasing litigation in the courts because of the additions to the controlled substance list.

The Board has attached the fiscal note that was completed by the above stated agencies for the Kansas legislature.  The legislature will be amending the Controlled Substance Act and adding these four substances to Schedule I in FY 2011.  

The cities and counties should see a decrease in hospitalizations for overdoses if these drugs were not marketed as legal.  

There would be no fiscal or economic impact on the Board of Pharmacy.

4. The Board is not aware of any less costly or less intrusive methods 

to achieve the state purpose and thus none were considered. 

5. This is not a proposed environmental regulation.                                                                                

