STATE APPROACHES TO NAPLEX/MPJE TESTING ATTEMPTS
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State | Cap on NAPLEX/MPIJE Testing Attempts? B If yes, by statute, rule, policy? B Mo why not? If yes or no, require remedial measures after certain numbeﬁrfolail_u[es?
|
Alabama | Yes, 4 attempt limit | |statute o | ‘Yes. After second and third unsuccessful attempts, remedial measures required
— — b Mklai el o L I — i { | =2
=== ~ Arizona i il ** = Y;, 5 atterr{ptﬁmit \ gh;v | o B PYesA After three faitures, must petition for additional attempts.
|
California | Yes, 4 attempt limit b Statute - = . . e Yes, 16 units of continuing education from a school of pharmacy -
‘@Iiwim I T o ?o | B B o gtaateislie;t;;oiruiei Yes. Aftéfﬁre?failures,_ﬂ:limnal training at Board discretion :
| %tﬂgitolumbia | - B 7No B B Board presently considering a rule o WﬁNo. But under consideration
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Florida No | No authority to limit under state law No
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Hawaii | No Board presently considering a limit |No. But under consideration.
. — — = = =, | 1 . —
Idaho No |Not yet had a candidate exhaust NABP | |No. But rule change underway to require 30 hours of CE prior to each
ik R { R A SR e = | it S
o ] o o - five-attempt limit B _|attempt beyond tbree. - B
lowa i | = Yes/No, Ziat‘te;ptﬁnit 1. gatut;. Tv_vo;‘ter;pt limit, but Statute prescribes no maximum L Yes. Decided case-by-case upon petition.
- o may petition Board for more. allowable attempts B o
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_ﬁzntucky = 3 No No statute or rule places limits 'E)
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Louisiana L Yes, 5 attempt limit | |Policy (supporting NABP limit} Yes. Rule specifies a one-year wait prior to a fourth attempt.
Maryland 3 | - N_o - S Statue and rules silent o » Board has not taken up the issae‘ | N_oj l;)ard may recommend, but cannot require, a refresher course. ,
Massachusetts = | Yes/No, 5 attempt fimit Policy (st]pporting NABP limit) ) “TYes. M;; p—etition for one additional attempt and explain what the
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l:andiga(_e will do diﬂ‘erenﬂy.
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L h_/li_s_s.i_sﬂEpT | Yes Rule B Yes. May petition for an ;dditk;wl at‘temp't—; I;o;d may condition on
- | - |remediation -

| Missouri B No ) RS B . - No statute or rule places limits. Board JY_E A_fte:r third failure, must meet with the boa‘rd, which may impose —

| Al B - - members have begun to discuss. | |additional study/training requirements.
e |
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New Hampshire n o !es/No Policy (supporting NABP limit) Yes. Upon petition for more attempts, Board may place conditions.
_ Y| [ | May petition Board for more attempts - o
| New Jersey | No | - j | | No statutory authority to limit Ves. After five failures, Board may require additional coursework or
S S . = o - | training. May also lengthen time between attempts.
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New Mexico Yes, 5 attempt limit - Rule | No.
North Dakota Yes, 5 attempt limit ~ [ [poticy [T - | INo. -
Ohio —— _ } Yes/No, 3—at‘tempt limit - R_ule. May be?ition_for more attempts. - | e o - iNo. _ i = = -
Oklahoma Yes/No, 3 attempt fimit 'Rule. May petition for more att—empt_s. | Ives. Conditions considered on a case-by-case basis. )
~ South Carolina e Yes/No, 5 aI‘tempt limit W—'PolicyA May petition for one more attempt. - Yes. Remedial training by candidate's college of a'o;m;cy.
_gouth Dakota_ ) _: _ - Yes, 5 attempt Iirlxit B | |No. Has not been an issqg—in SD. | S | i.E- ) = ) s :_ =
| Tennessee I __No - =" B 777 ) - 2 Yes. After three failures, Board may require remedial studyasa
condition of further attempts. Considering rule to limit candidates to
— ! = | O — | == e = o, L Of urshver ng ! £ L

I . |l [ - - I N | three attempts in one year, with an available appeal to Board for e
| | | | another attempt one year from date of last test.
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Texas Yes/No, 5 attempt limit lRuIeA May petition for another attempt. | |ves. If petition for additional attempt granted, candidate must take -
- - = ———— 1 | { | Ia course of remedial study.
State 1 Cap on NAPLEX/MPJE Testing Attempts? If yes, by statute, rule, policy? 11 If no, why not? If yes or no, require vemedial measures after certain number of failures?
2RERE L =B ORI A A ! o YR od e T, PORSYE il | I LYes or no, require vemedia’ measures 3lLErcERAMNUMBET 07 [anures:
|
| Utah | ~ Yes/No B !Rule. After two failures, must petition | No. Board cannot mandate remedial measures, but does try to o
|Board for additional attempts (no hard cap). assist candidates who petition after two failures.
E - S Gl 5= b b |
|
s Virginia | LI - No ¥ | |No statute- or rule-based limit. Yes. After third failure, candidate must obtain additional 1,000 hours
s Jee - - =] - - | |Board may reconsider. |of practical experience.
B Washington | \ Yes, 3 attempt limit on MPJE |Rule (MPJE); Policy (NAPLEX) o a T -Yes—._Aher three MPJE failures, candidate must complete law course.
B 1 S attempt limit on NAPLEX | B After NAPLEX failures, Board may require remedial program.
i \
| Yes, 5 attemnpt limit |Rule | o

Wyoming i
L

Yes. Has not happened in a number of years. A refresher course would

be required.




12/7/12016 State of Utah Mail - Re: information

Here is a table with data from 2012 until the end of October 2016. The table is broken down by attempt number

for each exam. Let me know if you have any questions?

2012 - 2016 oct

Attempt # PR N

MPJE 90.16% | 1270
1 91.58% | 1152
2 76.84% | 95
3 73.68% | 19
4 50.00% | 2
5 100.00% | 2

NAPLEX 90.01% | 731

1 92.27% | 673

2 69.05% | 42

3 77.78% |9

4 25.00% | 4

5 0.00% |2

6 0.00% |1
Cordially,

Thomas Benjamin
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