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The Health Prgfessions Legislation Review,
introduced by Health MinisLer l,arry Gross-
man in Lhe summer oi 1983, is now nearing
completion oi its work. In the past five years,
the Board has from ttme [o time published in
Lhese pages an accounL of its participation in
the Review. The Board believes iL is essential
that psychologists be fully Informed about
the process of the Review and about the
issues under discussion [hat are of particu-
lar concern [o them in their nrac[ices. A sum-

otf^henssl recen[ events follows.
During the summer of 1988, the Board

prcpared and delivered its tenth and eleven[h
submissions to the Review We unders[and
the Review Leam will shortly make its recom-
mendations to the Minister of Health, the
[ftrnorable Elinor Caplan. Although we have
been informed of the nature of some of the
Review team's recommendations, we are
uncertain aboub others.

The February, 1987 issue ol The Bullet in
con[ained a descriptron of the Board's
concern thab, at that [ime, the Review leam
did not appeaf to agree [hat strong provi-
s ions for  t ,he protect ion oI  t , i t , le
were requi red in  new legis la t ion for
psychologists.

In January, 19BB the Board made Lwo sub-
missions [o the Review. The first was pre-
pared in response [o a request from the
Review [eam in December, 1987 that the
Board indicate, in order of priority, "those
issues within the Review's mandabe which
[the Board believes] require shatuLory authority
or' l lta[ lthc Rcl icll ' l ougltt Lo ct.tttsidct't 'cst.tlt '
ing in thb Context of the [psychologyl statute".
In response, the Board referred the Review
team [o the legislative proposal made [o [he
Minis[er of Health, Mr. Dennts Timbrel l ,  in
1982 and, in addit ion, made a part icular
poinI of emphasizing the need for strong title
protection provisions in a new psychology
Act. The submission also dealt wi[h questions
of the desirable size and structure of a new
governing body, the election of members of
this body, exemptions and other "housekeep-
ing" mat[ers.

The second submission was made in
January and published in February, 19BB in
The Bulletin. It examined the Review team's
proposed scope of practice s[a[ements and
licensed acts for each profession, as well as
[he team's conception of the lerms 'diagnosis"
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and "assessment'l The main thrust of this
submission was con[ained in the Board's
argument, that, within the cOn[ex[ of the
Review's definitions, psychologists presently
provide diagnoses. It was [he Board's view
that new legislation musl not, preclude their
continuing to do so. The Board saw this
licensed acL to be necessary for psychology
insofar as it was to be proposed as a licensed
act,, exclusively and without, qualiiication, for
medicine. If diagnosis were [0 be licensed to
medicine, but not to psychology, then psychol-
ogists would as a resul[ be prohibited from
providing any diagnoses wilhin their scope
of practice.

Both issues, protection of title and diag-
nosis as a licensed act for psychologists,
aroused concern within the profession and
were the subject of symposia presented at
the annual meetings oi the Ontario Psycho-
logical Associat ion in 1987 and 1988,
respectively.

The Board fequested, and early in Febru-
ary 19BB received, an opinion from its legal
counsel regarding the leasibility of a constitu-
tional challenge to any restric[ion placed, as
a resul[ of the Review, 0n the scope of prac-
Lice of psychology, specifically with reference
to the possibility that diagnosis would not be
included as a licensed act, and would [here-
fore not be included in the scope of practice
definition.

0n March 3, 19BB the Board met with
members of the Review team, Mr. Alan
Schwartz and Mr. Matt, Holland. to discuss
scopc ol practicc and diagnosis. ' \s a result
of the meeting the Board agreed to attempt
to further define [he concep[ 0f "psychologi-
cal diagnosis" for [he [eam. The following
s[atements were drafted and oifered to the
Review on March 4:

Psyehological diagnosis is [he theoreti-
cally guided analysis of psychological
assessment, da[a to yield a concise techni-
cal description of Lhe causes, nature or
manifes[abions of behavioral and men[al
ciisorciers, dysfunctions and condiLions.
If clarificaLion of the term, psychological
assessment is required, we offer the
following:
PgythalQgical assessmen[s involve Lhe
acquisition of information regarding the
sta[us and functioning of individuals or
gfoups by means of psychologicaltesting,

regulated observation and interviews.
The review [eam responded with a revised
proposal in a mee[ing held with represen[a-
Lives of the Board on April 20. It, read:

General Sta[ement
The practice of psychology is the diagno-
sis, assessment, prevention and [rea[ment
of behavioral and mental disorders and
conditions, and the maintenance and
advancemenI of physical, in[ellectual,
emot , ional ,  soc ia l  and inLerpersonal
iunctioning.
Licensed Acts
Diagnosis of behaviour and men[al dis-
orders, dysfunctrons and conditions as
conlained.in DSM IIIR.

The Board suggested that the licensed ac[ be
reworded [o read:

Diagnosis of behaviour and mental dis-
orders, dysfunctions and conditions as
contained in the Regulations.

This appeared to be acceptable to borh
groups. However, on May 18, the Board
received a telephone call from [he Review
Team indicating that diagnosis as a licensed
act for psychology continued [o be seen by
the Review as a problem. However, i[ was no[
until June 24IhaL Lhe Review [eam proposed
alternaLive wording:

D i a g n o s i s  o I  n o n - o r g a n i c  m e n t a l
disorders.
The concern of the Review leam a[ this point
seemed t0 be the restriction that the wording
proposed on April 20 would impose on o[her
groups, such as speech pathology.

Duling lalc , lunt '  and earl; '  JulS',  disct is-
sions among representatives of the Board,
OPA, and the Review [eam continued. As the
Board and OPA were in comple[e agreement
on the issue of diagnosis, the Board deferred
to the OPA committee which continued dis-
cussions with the Review The Board wishes
to compliment the Association for its satisfac-
[ory conclusion of these discussions. By the
middle of July, the Review team had agreed
tha[ the flollowing defini[ion of scope of prac-
tice and licensed act for psychology would be
included among is recommendations:

The practice of psychology is the diag-
nosis of neuropsychological disorders
and dysfunctions and of psychologically
based psychotic, neurotic and person-
ality disorders and dysfunctions and [he
assessmen[, preventi0n and trea[ment of
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behavioral and mental disorders, dysfunc-
Lions and conditions, and the maintenance
and enhancemenl of physical, intellec-
tual,  emotional, social and interpersonal
funct,ioning.

Licensed Acl: The diagnosis rtl neuro-
psychological disorders and dysfunctions
and of psychologically based psychot,ic,
neurotic and personali ty disorders and
dysfunctions.

Concurrently with these discussions
concelrning diagnosis as a licensed act,
discussions of lhe draft, psychology Act
were also being held in April and May.
0n April 25 a meeting was held with
N,Is. Daphne Wagner of the Review team to
discuss details oi the proposed draft Act,
in part,icular those sections that would set
ou[ Lhe name oi the governing body, the
size and composition of its Council and
st,at,utory comm ittees, reguIation-making
powers and arrangemen[s for voting. In its
response on May 31, the Board stated its
belief that, to assist the public, all the
governing bodies for the health proies-
sions should bear similar names and that,,
if some were [o be idenlified as "Colleges',
all should be. The original suggestion of
"Governing Body for Psychology" as a
name, the Board found ungainly. The
Board also expressed its concern that, the
wrlrding of the sections setting out the
regu laIion-making powers, wh ich referred
repeatedly Lct "patients': would possibly
noL extend to Lhose psychologists whose
clients were no[ pat,ients or even, in some
cases, persons.
Concluding Lhe Consultat ive Phase
On ,June 15 the Board received a volume
of materials con[aining Lhe Review's draft
of its Legal and Procedural Proposals and
a dralL of an Act for each of the health
professrons. The Board responded to these
draft proposals with its [enth submission
on July 18.0n July 27 the Board received
rr scrrr.rnrl ,  rrnrl  last, ,  volurttc conLainrng t l t t t
Review's proposals ior protected titles,
scope of practice definitions, and licensed
acts for each of [he professions included
in the Review. The second volume was the
subiect, of the Board's eleven[h and pre-
sumably iLs last, submission on August 22.

In a letter dated ,June 15, Mr. Alan
Schwartz, coordinator of the Review, had
requested that, the participants, in this
"iinal consultative phasel' ol the review
limi[ Lheir comments tn nflv issues. Although
the Review had by [hen been ongoing for
nearly five years, the Board lound several
impor[an[ issues that had not previously
been discussed and which required
commenL.
Legal and Procedural Proposals. The

Board was lavorably impressed by the
extent to which the Review team had
adap[ed iLs proposals to reflecL [he many
thoughtful comments provided by the
various part,icipating gfoups. The Board
found i[ necessary, httwever, [o reiterate
its contenLion [hat [he use of the lerm,
pa[ienb, in [he procedural s[atute would
l imit i ts appl icabi l i [y to [he regulat ion of
psychologisls whose clienLs frequently are
no[ patien[s. The Board indicated that, to
pnrLecl the public, the governing body
would require lhe power to make interim
orders as "we are a prttflession where [hat,
need is as gfeat as in any proflession'l This
provision appeared [o have been provided
only for selec[etd other professions. The
Board also indicated Lhe need to include
in the procedural Act reierence [o dlagno-
sis of disorders within the scope of prac-
tice of psychology as a licensed act for
psychologists.
The Psy!.hqlQgy Act,. In commenting on
this draft the Board was limited by the
omission of the sc0pe of practice defini-
tion and [he protecLed [itles. However,
the Board indicated that all psychologist,
members of the Council should be elected.
ln the Board's view it would not be appro-
priate [o have the academic members
appoin[ed, as bhey are in the case of Medi-
cine, by the training institutions. The Board
set out a lengthy explication of i[s view,
based largely on the facl Lha[, lor the
most part, psych0logists are n0[ educated
in professional schools. ' lhe Board also
requested additions Lo [he regulaLion-
making powers under the Act with respect
to defining specialties, designating life
members, and prescribing qualifications
and other requirements for interns. The
need for the governing body lo have
[he power to make interim orders was
reiberated.
Protection of the title. psylhelagist. Al-
Lhough Lhc lloald was plcasod Lo turLc LhaL
the Review intended bo recommend some
continuation of [he protection of the title,
psychologist, it was surprised by the omis-
sion of a penalty clause defining "holding
0ut': For the professions of medicine, den-
tistry and optometry, but not for psychol-
Ogy, the relevant, subsection stated Lhat
"no person except, a member" shall:

take or use any name, title, or descrip-
tion implying or calculated to lead
people to infer that he or she is quali-
fied or recognized by law or other-
wise as a Imember of the profession
in questionJor any other designated
specialLies in the practice of [the
profession in questionl.

Although the Board had from the begin-

ning of the Review emphasized thc impor-
Lance of a strong enforcement clause, no
previous discussion of this provision had
been held wiLh us, nor was any feason
given for its omission from the proposed
psychology Act. The Review's proposal
would reduce the degree of protection
presenbly afforded the tit,le, psychologist,
under Section 11 oi the Psychoklgists
Registration Act, R.S.0. 1980, c. 404. The
proposal would, as well, reduce the pub-
lic's ability to dis[inguish between a psy-
chologis[ and oLher prac[iLioners providing
similar services.
Protec[ion of the tiLle. doctor. The Board
was also surprised to no[e that, Lhe June
15 package contained a proposal that, if
implemented, would legally resLric[ the use
of the title, doctor, to persons regis[ered as
chiropodis[s, podiatrists, dentists, physi-
cians or ps5rchologists. In acldition. psy-
chologisls, chiropodists and podiatrists
would be restricted from using the title,
except, in 'bral communication" or when
the title was "clearly qualified to refer to,
in our case, psychology.

The Board look s[rong exception to
these proposals. In Lhe first, place, the
Board stated that, "we would be pleased
to see nurses and social workers, for
example, use the title doctor, as well as
astronomers, geologists, physicists and
others when they have earned this ad-
vanced degree from a recognized inst,itu-
tion'l The Board no[ only recommended
[he removal of this prohibition against the
use of the title, doctor, arguing that it was
inappropriate and no[ needed, bu[ also
pointed 0u[ tha[ any restf ic[ion on the use
of the title, doctor, by psychologists should
be left t0 the governing body. It was also
the opinion of the Board's legal counsel
that the proposed section offends the
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms
as it concerns the rights of psychologists
to usc Llteir calnecl degt'ct-1, attd LltaL Lltet'c
is no justificatron in law for the proposed
section. The Board also recommended
that,, in providing services, prac[i[ioners in
allhealth disciplines should be required to
identify their professional affil iation, as
psychologists are presently required [o
do by Regulation under the Psychologists
Registration Act,, whe[her they use the title
doctor, or not.
Conclusion
Having completed the "final steps in rhe
consultative process" during July and
August,, the Board was left with the
disquieting thought bhat several of the
important points in the Review remained
unresolved. If our arguments are not

continued on back page..
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QT]ESTIONNAIRE ON LEGISLATION K) REGISTER
PERSO/YS HOLDING A MASTER'S DEGREE

IN PSYCHOLOGY
a a o o a a o o o a o o a o a a o o " o ' o . . ' o o o ' o o o ' o " ' o

Registranls arc asked to c0mpletc the accompanying brief queslionnaire in order t0 assist t'he Board in possible discussi0ns

uith the Minjstry of llealth stemmingfr0m th(' Ilealth Prilfcisions l,cgistation Reviflv. Thc questions t0 be answered aft'pteceded by

a trrief ac,r:ouni of the Board's vislis and actions over the last nine yeats which provides a context for the present questions.

In 1g79 pcrmanent rcgistfants wcre sent a questionnairr dealing with the professional recognition 0[ individuals h0lding a

Maste.ls oesft,e in psychokrsy. The resurr,s rr0m 612 rcspondents indicared a{leail*ilTX'&ll,?H:?:t:Tllr?i,X$$Ti:-J:tdHJt

,fa second category of re€istration bearing a title other than
itration be limited t0 u'ork carried out un(ler ihe supervisi0n o[
gislration should be designat'ed and whethet it, sh0uld be organized

:"*f,fi'tilff,::':'ffij,,iif':;ffif''iT,i""l'-'3e 
4 % ) indicated

In ils thid submission to IIPLR (Bulletin. !nl. I 1, #2 N(]vember. lg85) the RaId iustitied its position of maintzining a dOctofal de4ree

as an cntry re4uift',mcnt tn tull ftjgistration as a psychologist. ILs inter€sl in fostering g€atllr flexibility in gtaduat€ education and increased

financial supgirt that muld assist tlos€ at, tne Maiter'.s loel in attaining a dOctoral de€ree was txpressed. The Boald 0pposed le€islati0n

that wrruld sanctirn the us€ of d6ignati0ns empl0ying the prefix 'psychd as in 'psychOmdrisi etc.. which u'hen used in independent practice

*a. n f,*el t , .unfrse the public (HPLR has maOe ii cleai ttrat ii d0(5 not intend i0 rccummend this pmtrction in a nBv hychologv Ad.)

i;fr. a,o,Jrrgr".l ilrat training at tlre Master's |e!€l in psychology should not p€rmit independent practice and questioned the need for legis-

f .i* 
"dhij;" 

rf i"div6uals"ar r,he nlasrnr'.s or trnver iewts of iiainine in psl'cholqy on s€.\€ral g$unds. Finally, it v€s conc€ded that if

n ulati; of tbese individuals was dutmed nectssary that tfu)s€ with a Master'.s degrEe in pslchology might.b€ r€gist€ftd at a seond le\'€l

wiihin a ruv psychol(Ey ftrt and carry the designatirln 'psychokrgjcal assist nt' or 'psycholOgicnt a$smiak': when empl0yed and sulrrvised

wil,hin oreanircd psychological scn/icr's.

Sinm the submission in 1985 questions rc€anling the le€islati\€ regulati0n of Mastff'.s le\€l personnel ha\€ b€er the subiect

of considerable discussion within thc Board anrl hare also bt*n rsvisr,€d in ioint discussions with OPA. As a r€sult. the Boad is more

lav)urabl} disposttl k^t'afjs lhc conccpt ol
grce m wiru inOiviOuals at this s€mnd le\€l might be offer€d au!0nomous adivity. In this connection, earlier this ,€at the Board circulat€d a

iueslionnaire to seleral hundred individuals qualified at the Master'.s le\€I. The rcsults fu)m 212 r€spondents ft]\€alcd a stmng pr€Ierence

frrr a smrntj leM, of l\€istration within a nevi i\ychok€y Act (90.1%). There was also considerable support for the d)ncept of qualification

tor rc€istration which iquimd slrme period of supervislon follov,ed by a qualifying wdtten and oral o€mination (82.0%). Stmng support
(g2.1(') was shrrun fr)r tite pmpOsition ihat rrdisiration at this le\€l sh0uld pexmit aulonomy in prescribed ar€as of rcsponsibilily in 0r'
ganized sefiings such as h0;pitals, s0cial agencies and schfit systems Finally. therc was maiority support (66.7%) ior the position that

n'4istration sh"ould permft uae 0f the [i[le 'psychol0gical assistanf or 'psychok8ical associat€ in independent practice

The present questionnairc is submitted m WU [0 as.sist fie Board in e,stablishing a posiiion on the.se matt€rs which is in ac({)d wit'h

the viers 0f its fttUistiant* your ompletion and return of this que.stionnaire. printed on the re\€$e side of this page is impoltant.

o o o a o



Would you supryrt the rryistration of individuals holding a masters degree in psychology in an Act of the Legislature under
any of the following sets of conditions? For each nmbination of nnditions indicate your resrynse by circling
Y for Yes, N for No, or ? for No )pinion.

1. In an Act, separate from a Psychology Act, which would permit this group
self-regulation, use of titles such as 'psychoeducational consultant' or
'psychometrist, and
a) require supervision by a psychologist in an organized setting
b) permit autonomy in stated areas of responsibility in an organized

setting
c) pcrmit indcpcnden[ practice.

2. Within a nsil Psychology Act and carrying designations such as
'Psychoeducational consultant' or'psychometrist: and
a) require supervision by a psychologist in an organized setting
b) permit aulonomy in stated areas of responsibility in an organized

setting
c) permit, independent practice.

2A. For those conditions of questron 2Lhat you have answered Yes,
should registration require written and oral examinations following
a period of supervision?
i)condition a)above
ii)condition b)above
iii)condition c)above

3. Within a nsv Psychology Act, and carrying designations such as
'psychological assistant' or'psychological associate, and
a) require supervision by a psychologist tn an organized setting.
b) permit autonomy in stated areas of responsibility in an organized

setting
c) permit independent practice.

3A. lbr [hose conditions of question 3 [hat you have answered Yes,
should registration require written and oral examinations following
a period of supervision?
i)condition a)above
ii)condition b)above
iii) condition c) above
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Please return [o:

The Ontario Board of Examiners in Psychology
101 Davenport, Road

Ibronto. Ontario M5R 1H5



THE ONTARIO BOARD OF'EXAMINERS IN PSYCHOLOGY
in association with

THE ONTARIO PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION
will present

SEXT]AL IIVYOLYEMENT WITH CLIENTS
A PRE-COIVVEIVTION WORKSHOP

Wednesday, February 15, 19Bg
9:00 a.m. [o 4:30 p.m.

HILTON INTBRNATIONAL TORONTO

Th0()nLarioPsychologicalASsociat j0nj0ins|heon|,a| i0Boa|dof8xaminerSinP$ycho1ogyin0l[erin€awoIkShop|,()a
unlil fecenl,ly, havc rece
to be addrcsscd will include:

r Why having scx witb clients ruins lho apists and damagcs l,heir clients
r How to deal with lantasies aboul, and atlraclion 10, clj€nts
. Boundary issue8 and why they are importanl, to monl,al healLh prol0ssionals
I Thc role of k)uch in psycholherapy
I Whcn elhical issucs beconc lcgal issucs: Docs this inlcrlcrc wil,b th(] therapeulic

ProcesSt-
r Wrlrking wilh cl icnLs who have becn abused by thcrapists
. Working wilh lhefapisl,s who havc bccn abused by clicnls
, Salcguards for lhcfapisl,s, clicni8 and Lhe menlal hcallh systom
t Unrcsolved i$$ucs in the arca of LheraDisl'Dalienl scx involvement:

t Mandalory reporLing
r CrirninalizaLion
tWhen does thcrapy end
tWhen does transfer€nce slarl,

I Should th€rapisl,s be advocal,€s for lheir clicnls?
I Should therapi$l,s reporl, Lhcir collcagues l,o a regulal,ory body?
r Thcrapisl-client ii€x syndrcme: How do you recognizc il and whal can you do Lo

assisL lhose who Euff€r from il,?
I DisLressed l,hcrapisls: Can wc hclp thcm bctorc lhe damagc is donc?
I Responsibilities of emphycrs of therapists: Can lhcy be held accountablo?

These and ofier quc$tions will bc discussed. Vide0tapes of public heafings and primc-iime Lelevision pro€rams will b€ shown raising quesl,ion$ aboul
the image of psychol,herapy and the public's view of l,he professions' abilily to policc th€mselves.

Invlted Sp€akers
Jacqueline C. Bouhoutsos, Ph.D., Psychologlst and Licensed Clinical Social Worker

Clinical hofessor, University of Californla, l-os Ang€les
Co-Founder, Dlr€clol Fost Therapy Support Prolect, Univ€tsity of California, l-os Angeles

Gary Schoener, Licens€d Psychologist
Executive Director, Walk-ln Counseling Celltrer,lrlc., Minneapolis, Mlnnesota

Oth€r Invited Speak€N: To Be Announc€d
Ib rcgister, please completethe form below, detach and return it along with a cheque or money order made payabl€ tn:OBEP/OPA WORKSHOP 89.

To rcgister rnore lhan one person, please duplicate the fom. If you have any questions specilically regarding regisl,ral,ion, please call (416) 961-8817.
tlnrollmenl, is limited. Early regisiration is recommend0d.

OBEP/OPA WORKSHOP 89: SExUAt INVOLVBMENT WITH CTIBNTS
9:00 A.M. to 4:30 P.M., FBBRUARY 15, 1989, HITTON INTERNATIONAI TORONTO

Rcgis[ratron [.brm (Pleasc print)

N,AME:

AG E NCY/t \  S't ' l ' l 'U'f  l0\.

\ \0RK ADDRESS:

CITY:

( )
PI IONE:

! I  enclose $50

n I enclose $65

PROFBSSION:

(cheque or moncy order in Canadian funds made payable to:
OBEP/OPA WORKSH0P'89 and postmanked before December 15, 19BB)
(postmarked afler Decembcr 15, 19BB)

Mail  to: Connie Learn
Ontario Board of Examiners in Psychology
'101 Davenport Road
Toronro, 0n[ario M5R 1l l l -r

CANCEIIATIONS: An administra[ ion fee of $10 wil l  be retained. The balance wil l  be returned for cancel lat ions received on or before January 15,



. continued frjm page 2

accepted by the Review [eam, or by the
Minister, we would find that, the pro[ection
of [he title, psychologist,, will be weakened,
and thaL anyone, regardless of their quali-
fications and without any regulation of
their practices, would be in a position to
announce to the public that, they "practise
psychology" or provide "psychological
services'l

The Board has held from the beginning
tha[, in regula[ing Lhe professions, [he
s[rongest factor in the protection of the
public is "truth in packaging'l fostered
through a clear and forceful protection of
Li[le set ouL in legislation. Such provisions
enable the public [o make an intel l igent
choice in selec[ing services. These provi-
sions also reduce the need to prolifera[e
the legislation of licensed acts.

The Board has concluded its efforts in
this phase of the Review. lt now remains
for the Review leam [o brief the Minister
on their recommenda[ions and for the
Minister Lo announce her in[entions for
the implementaLion of some or all 0f the
recommenda[rons. We await, wi[h interest
the Minister's announcemen[ for, unt,il
Lhen, the outcome is uncertain.

An accoun[ o[ the pr0gress of the
Review in the last lour monLhs of 19BB
will be provided in the next issue of
The Bullet in. I

B.W.

The Bulletin is a publication 0f me Ontario Board of
Examrners in Psychology.

CHAIR REGISTRAR
E. June Rogers, Ph.D. Barbara Wand, Ph.D.

SECRYIARY-TREASURER SMFF
Ebpah W. Baugh, Ph.D. Susan Brooks

MEMBERS Connie Learn

James E. Almck, ph.D. Anisa Janmohamed

George H. Phills, Ph.D. Tbresa Wbstergaad

Brian A. Rrdeley, Ph.D. EDITOR
Barbara Wand, Ph.D.

The Bulletin is published quarterly. Subscrip-
tions for Ontario psychologists are included in
their registration fee Others may sutrscribe at
$10.00 per year, or $2.50 per single issue. We
will also attempt [o satisry requests for back
issues of The Bulletin at the same price. r

STAFF ASSISTANCE TO THE BOAND
The Board and the Registrar are pleased to
announce [hat Dr. Bruce Quarrington, a
member of the Board from 1971 to 1976 and
a former Chair, will consulL to the Board and
staff on special projects and policy issues.

Dr. Quarrington's assistance will ease the
pressure of the increasing demands 0n the
Board for brieis, policy statements and
analyses of professional issues in their
relation to standards of conduct. I


