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NEh| BOARD MEMBERS

The Board i  s  p1 eased to announce the ap-
po. intment  by Order in Counci l  of  two new
members to the 0ntario Board of Examiners
i n Psycho'logy , Doctor Ruth BraA of
Toronto and Professor Henrg Ed,tayds of
the Univers i ty  of  Ot tawa. 0n June 1
they repl aced Doetor DorLs Roehe and
Professor Laura Riee who each reti red
af ter  complet ing a f ive year term on
the  Board .

Doetor Bra:A hol ds a doctorate from the
Univers i ty  o f  Toronto  (0n tar io  Ins t i tu te
fo r  S tud ies  in  Educa t ion )  and  i s  p res -
en t ly  engaged in  p r iva te  p rac t ice  w i th
an emphas is  on  fo rens ic  work .  She has
had broad exper ience as  a  psycho ' log is t
wi th the Board of  Educat ion of  the C' i  ty
o f  Toronto ,  the  York  Townsh ' ip  Ch i  1d  and
Ado lescen t  Gu idance  C l in i c ,  the  Ca tho l i c
Ch i ld ren 's  A id  Soc je ty ,  and  w i th  the
Chi  ld ren 's  Un i  t  and the  Forens ic  Serv ' i ce
a t  the  C la rke  Ins t i tu te  o f  Psych ia t ry .

After graduati  ng wj th a doctorate from
the Un jvers i ty  o f  0 t tawa in  1967,
Doetor E&,tards joi ned the Facul ty (now
Schoo l )  o f  Psycho logy  a t  the  Un ivers i ty
of  0t tawa where he hol  ds the rank of
Pro fessor  and has  served as  Dean.  H ' i s
research act i  v i  t j  es have ranged f rom an
ear ly  in te res t  in  cor t i ca l  evoked po ten-
t ia l s  in  the  ra t  to  cu r ren t  s tud ies  o f
second  language  acqu is j t ' i on  and  the
process  o f  therap is t -c l  ien t  in te rac t ion .

LEGISLATION

The workshop he l  d  on Saturday,  Apr i  1  25
to  d i  scuss  the  Board ' s  i  n i  t ' i a l  d ra f t  o f

a proposa l  fo r  new leg is la t ion ,  a t t rac ted
rough' ly  B0 psychologists to the Park
P laza  in  Toronto .  A  hos t  o f  use fu l
cornments and suggestjons catne out of the
meet ing and a new draf t  is  now being
deve loped.  The Board  is  op t im is t i c  tha t
i t  w i l l  soon have a  genera l l y  acceptab le
set of recommendat-ions to present to the
government.

D issa t is fac t ion  w ' i  th  the  present  Ac t  i s
no t  recent ;  in  fac t ,  i t s  weaknesses  began
to emerge as ear ly  as 1964.  Board min-
utes at  the t ime indicate jo ' i  n t  meet ings
were held between OPA and the Board of
Examiners to consider  amendments.  How-
ever ,  i t  was  no t  un t i l  1968 tha t  the
mi nutes of ei ther group make reference
to  d iscuss ions  o f  new leg is la t ion .  A f te r
March 

. |969 
and the formation of an OPA

Leg is la t ion  Task  Force ,  in tense e f fo r t
was di rected toward draft i  ng a proposa' l
for a new Act.

I t  has  a lways  been ' impor tan t  in  examin ing
ex js t ing  leg is la t ion  o r  in  p ropos ing  new
1eg ' i s la t ion  to  be  aware  o f  cur ren t
devel  opments wi  th i  n the profess ' ion ,  but
a lso  to  be  aware  o f  sh j f t s  in  the  pub l i c
and governmental  v iew of  what  should be
done wi  th the profess i  ons general  ' ly .

The  d iscuss ions  dur ing  the  workshop  th is
year at tempted to consider  the wishes of
psychol  ogi  s ts  wi  th i  n th ' is  broader context .

I t  i s  a l so  apparen t ,  oh  
' l ook ing  

back ,
that the OPA proposal s of 1972 and 1 978
at tended to the issues then current  in
the  f ie ld  o f  psycho logy  and in  the
thi nki ng of publ i  c po' l  i  cy makers . The
important  documents to which these
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ear l ier  proposa' ls  have at  d i f ferent  t imes
been responsive inc lude the reports of
The Commi t tee  on  the  Hea l ing  Ar ts ,  1966,
The Royal  Conrniss ion of  Inquiry in to
Ci  v i ' l  Ri  ghts ,  

. |968,  
and The Heal  th

D isc ip l  i nes  Ac t  o f  1974 .  Leg is la t ion
enacted in other  par ts of  Canada and in
the Uni ted States as wel l  as the v iews
of  p ro fess iona l  assoc ia t ions  in  bo th
count r ies  have had the i r  in f luence here ,
then and now. The l9B0 report  of  The
Pro fess iona l  0 rgan iza t ions  Conmi t tee  w i I I
a lso  a f fec t  the  pub l ic  response to  the
present  p roposa l  s .

Unt i  I  the Fal  I  of  1978 and the govern-
nent 's  wj thdrawal  of  j ts  support  for' legi  

s l  at i  on to I  i  cense psychol  ogi  s ts  ,
the  Board  o f  Examiners  had w i thhe ld
pub l i c  express ion  o f  the  p rob lems j t  was
hav ing  in  admin js te r ing  The  Psycho log is ts
Reg is t ra t ion  Ac t  o f  1960 .  S ince  then ,
however, the Board has attempted to
descr ibe  these d i f f i cu l t ies  and has  been
s t imu la ted  in  i t s  e f fo r t s  by  the  w i l l i ng -
ness of  the government of  0ntar io to
di  scuss a st rengthened cer t ' i  f i  cat ion
b i l l  and  i t s  inv i ta t ion  to  the  Board  in
November ,  l9B0 to  submi t  p roposa ls
address  i  ng  these d i  f f i  cu l  t i  es .  The
resu l t  has  been the  dra f t  c i rcu la ted  to
a l l  psycho log is ts  and presented  as  the
sub jec t  o f  the  Apr i l  workshop.

The  ma in  d i f f i cu l t i es  the  Board  has  en-
countered and has at tempted to address i  n
i t s  d ra f t  a re  the  fo l low ing :

I )  The Board i  s too smal I  .  Al though
nume is  sma l l - j n
compar ison  w i th  med ic ine  o r  1aw,  the
Board  must  dea l  never the less  w i th  the
fu l l  range  o f  regu la to ry  i ssues .  A
la rger  Board  cou ld  more  adequate ly  car ry
out  the  necessary  func t ions  and wou ld
permi t  a formal  cornmi t tee st ructure which,
by separat ' i  ng the handl  i  ng of  compl  a i  n ts
f  rom the conduct  of  d i  sc ' ip1 i  nary hear i  rgs ,
woul d faci I  i  tate the performance of these
fu nc t i  ons .

2)  The_prgvis ions protect j j rg the_ use of
the

Act  are too broad,
the  pena l t i es  fo r  v io la t ion  a re  t r i v ia l ,
and  the  word ing  o f  the  p resen t  Sec t ion  l l
renders  conv ic t ions  in  cases  o f  v io la t ion

almost  impossib le to obta in.  The Board
is seekin!  a t ightening of  the enforce-
ment provis ions in order to reduce
pub l ic  confus ion  by  mak ing  i t  more
di f f icu l t  for  persons to imply they
are psychologists when they are not .
Th is  t igh ten ing  o f  the  res t r i c t ions  on
the use of  the t j t le  and the int roduc-
t ion  o f  mean ing fu l  pena l t ies  wou ld  no t ,
however,  increase the restr jc t ions on
the serv ices provided by other  prac-
t i t ioners provided they are not  presented
as psychological  or  imply that  they are
prov ided by  a  psycho log is t .

3)  The powers of  the Boald in d l :g i -
p l inarv  mat te rs .  thouqh qrea t .  a re  no t
L ' . . e .

adequate lv  a r t i cu la ted  in  the  Ac t  i t se l f .

the terms of the Statutory Powers
Procedure Act  of  0ntar io which sets out
procedures  fo r  a l l  t r ibuna ls  wh ich  do
not have thei r own procedures outl  i  ned
in  an  Ac t .  The Board  cons iders  the
prov is ions  o f  th is  Ac t  inadequate  to  dea l
w i th  the  hear ings  o f  a  p ro fess iona l  body .
Us ing  ex is t ing  p ro fess iona l  l eg is la t ion
as a model ,  the draf t  

' lays 
out these

procedures  jn  de ta i l .  A l though some
pant ic ipants  expressed concern  about  the
procedures,  they fo l low very c losely the
procedures  used in  o ther  p ro fess ions .

These are the main problems the present
dra f t  addresses .  0 ther  po in ts  o f  impor -
tance to  psycho log is ts  a re  a lso  be ing
considered;  for  example,  a recommendat ion
that at least some members of the future
Board  be  e lec ted ;  p rov is ions  fo r  incorpor -
a t ion  o f  psycho log ica l  p rac t i ces ;  and
the  inc lus jon  o f  a  de f in i t i on  o f  p rac t i ce .
The prov is jon  fo r  the  appo in tment  o f  lay
members  is  cons is ten t  w i th  p resent
government po1 i  cy i  n protect ' ing the pub' l  i  c
in te res t .  The  ques t jon  o f  the  es tab l i sh -
ment  o f  the  Board  as  a  "Co l ]ege" ,  wh i le
not  o f  in rned ia te  o r  v i ta l  admin is t ra t i ve
importance to the Board of  Examiners,
i s  ' impor tan t  to  the  Assoc ia t ion  and wou ld
be acceptable to the Board of  Examiners.

t , lh i le  sympathet ' ic  to the idea of  lega' l
recogn i t ion  o f  persons  t ra ined in  psycho l -
ogy  a t  the  masters  leve l  ,  i t  ' i s  no t  the
purpose of  the draf t  to deal  wi  th th i  s
ques t ion .  The Board  cons iders  th is  to  be
a  separa te  i ssue  war ran t ing  d iscuss jon  a t
a  la te r  da te .
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SPRING EXAMINATIONS

t l r i  t ten Exami nat i  on :  0n Apri  I  l0 the
fon Professi.ortaL

Praeti.ee i.n Psgehologg was hel d i n Toronto '
London, 0t tawa, and North Bay. The Board
is grateful to Ms, Jane Gnigg, Dr. Dapid
Eoans, Pnofesso? GLLLes Cltagnon and Dr.
Jeart PauL Laroehe who served as proctors.

0ra l  Examinat ions:  The Board was ass is -
f f i  tne oral examination of
candidates for  regist rat ion dur inq May by
the fo l lowi  ng psychologists :

Ruth BrcA , Ph.D. ,  Psychol ogi st,  pri  vate
prac t ice ,  Toronto ;
Anthony FelLbawn, Ph.D. , Di rector, Out-
pa t ien t  Serv ices ,  Reg iona l  Ch i ld ren 's
Cent re ,  Windsor  Western  HosPi ta l ;
Stephen FLenrLrtg, Ph.D., Associ ate
ProTessor, Department of PsychologY'
A tk inson  Co l leg€ ,  York  Un ive rs i tY ;
trhargaret Heawt, Ph.D. , Di rector_' Depart-
nreni of Psychol ogy , War Memori al Ch i I dren ' s
Hosp i ta ]  ,  London;
RudoLph He'LnzL, trL.A., Di rector, Student
Couns-el1 i ng Servi ce , McMas ter Uni versi ty ;
Janes Hi-ekling, I/1.A., Chai rman , Board of
D i rec to rs ,  H ick f  i ng  Par tners ,  Inc . ;
Mary Jo KeLLA, Ph.D. ,  Psychologist '  DqPart -
nrent of Psychology, Ottawa Board of Education;
Jane Knor,  Ph.D. ,  Assistant  Professor '
Department of Psychol o9V, Queen' s Uni versi ty ;
John Latsezg-, Ph.D., Professor, Department
o f  Psycho logy ,  Brock  Un ivers i tY ;
WiLLi.atn il lelrtyk, Ph.D., Professor, Depart-
ment of Psychol ogY , Lakehead Uni versi ty;
Dauid Noziek, Ph.D . , PsYchol ogi st '
Ot tawa Board of  Educat ion;
Bnuee Quarrington, Ph.D., Professor' Depart-
nent of Psychol ogy , York Un i  vers i  ty ;
Joqzt. Ri.na^s, Ph.D., Supervi sing Psychologi st '
Windsor  Western  Hosp i ta l  Cent re .

NEhI TEMPORARY REGISTRANTS
SINCE MARCH,  ]9BI

Pau' l  Benoi t
M ichae l  B lacha
Carol  Bul  1 ard-Bates
Luc ien  Cor t i s
John (Jack )  Femar i
Sandra Fiegehen
Leonard Gignac
Norman Johnston
E i leen  Ke j th

Michael  Luther
Thomas Managhan
Nathan Mandel zys
Robert Mann'  V i rg in ia  Moss
Raymond Proul x
Paul  Shapi  ro
John Swaine
Dav id  We iss

NEht PERMANENT REGISTRANTS

At i ts neeti ng on May 21 , 1 981 the Board
approved the admission of the fol lowing
psychologists to the Permanent Register:

Lynne Beal
Mary Broga
Raymond Cardey
Bamy Cook
Melv in  Dav is
Mary Ann Evans
Mary El len-Francoeur
Robert  Goulet
El len Greenberg
Chr is t ine  Hansen
Mi I an Harmi nc
Leonard Harr is
Vi  ncent  Helwi  g
Carolyn HumphreYs
Paul  Hurst

Larry Leach
Gi  l ' l i  an  Le i  gh
Alan  Lesch ied
Patr ic ia Mason
Robert Morgan
Raymond Pavl oski
James Porter
Robert Qui 1 ty
Barbara Roback
Lou ise  Sas
Verna-Jean Semkow
Mark  S inc la i r
Ian Smi th
Li nda Sobel ' l
Mark Sobel l

I  r i  s Jackson-hlhal ey El i  zabeth Sol omon
Norman Johnston Rosal ind StaceY
Brj an Jones Andor Tari
John Kershner David Tucker
Morri e Kl ei np1 atz Kei th t^|al ker
Michael Lacroix LarrY Waterman

FRANK J .  BLUM,  PH.D.

I t  is  wi th deep regret  that  the Board
has learned of  the death on January lB '
1981 of  Dr.  Blum, who worked dnd resided
in 0t tawa for  many years.  Dr.  Blum was
the husband of  0t tawa psychologist '
Dr .  Donna Bl  um.

PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES AS A
DEDUCTIBLE MEDICAL EXPENSE

We have received the fo l lowing informat ion
from the 0ntar io Psychological  Associat ion
regard ing  fees  pa id  to  psycho log is ts :
In  the  op in ion  o f  the  D i rec tor ,  Non-cor -
pora te  Ru l ings  D iv is ion  o f  Revenue Canada,

"Fees paid by a taxpayer to a psychologist
registered under The Psychologists Regis-
t r i t ion Act  of  Ontar io would be deduct ib le
to the extent permitted by paragraph
l l0 (1)C o f  the  Income Tax  Ac t  on ly  i f  such
fees are paid for treatment requested !y
o r  in  assoc ia t ion  w i th  a  lega l l y  qua l i f i ed
medical  pract i  t ioner.  "



RECORDS IN GROUP PRACTICES

in  group prac t ices .

"Proper medical records are considered
to be an essential component of the
phys ic ian-pa t ien t  re la t ionsh ip .  The maior
purpose for  making and reta in ing such
records  is  to  ass is t  the  phys ic ian  in  the
cont inu ing  care  o f  the  Pat ien t .

I t  fol lows from these purposes that the
at tend ing  phys ic ian  shou ld  re ta in  the
records of  h is  or  her  examinat ion and

or unti l  the member ceases to be engaged

has  w i th  a  Pa t ien t .

I t  is  not  uncornmon for  physic ians engaged
in a group pract ice to mainta in one col -
lect i ie  record of  the serv ices provided
by a l l  the members of  the group.  Whi le
the col lect ive record has the advantage
of  making a l l  the informat ion concerning
a patient 's treatment by every member of
the  group read i l y  ava i lab le ,  th is  tyPe
of  r6cord contr ibutes to the d i f f icu ' l  t ies
which may be encountered when one member
leaves  the  grouP.

A physic ian who leaves a 9!oup should be
able- to take a record of his or her care
and treatrent of al I  pati  ents who wi I  I
con t inue to  be  under  h is  o r  her  care .  I t
may also be in the best  in terests of  the
paiient for the physician to have a record
bt the exami nati bni and treatment prov'ided
by other members of the group. The
rbmain ing  phys ic ians  in  the  group shou ld
ass is t  anO fac i l i t a te  the  re lease  o f  th i s
i  nformati on on the pat ' i  ent '  s authori zati  on .

chosen by the physicians and not because
the pat ient  exert ised a r ight  to choice" '

TELEPHONE LISTINGS

i  s  used .

For the informat ion of  psychologists who
p lan  to  l i s t  in  fo r thcom. ,ng . . i ssues  o f  the
te lephone di rectory or  the "ye11ow pages",
the modi f ied guidel ines are reproduced
here  in  fu l l :

I )  The main obiect  is  to prgvide.  usefu l  '
unambiguous informat ion to the publ ic .

t i t l e ,  Dr .

3) Aim for uni formi ty i  n 
' l  
i  st i  ng. Box

I  i  s t i  ngs ,  d i  sp]ay advert i  s i  ng ,  and/or
speciaT type faces are not acceptable.

chi  I  dren" .

recorilnended.

-4-
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6) 0n1y i  ndi vi  dual Regi stered Psychol -
og is ts  may I i s t  under  "Psycho log is ts "  in
the yel I ow pages. Wherc a psychol ogi st
is associated with a f irm the f irm name
may appear in the address. Thus, dh
appropri ate I i sti ng woul d be , James D.
Read ing ,  Ph.D. ,  Smi th ,  Brown and Par tners ,
000 Dundas Street.

7)  Where an indiv idual  of fers other  than
psycho log ica l  serv ices ,  l i s t ing  o f  these
should appear only under the appropriate
headi ng dS , for exampl e , "Mami age
Counsel lors"  or  "Management Consul  tants" .
In  th is  ins tance,  the  word  "psycho log is t "
o r  the  shor t  fo rm "psycho l . "  o r  "C.Psych. "
should be appended.

B) Where several te1 ephone di rectories
cover a geographic area (as in Metropol i -
tan Toronto) ,  l is t ings may be entered in
separate d i rector ies provid ing the psychol-
og is t  i s  ac tua ' l  1y  ava i lab le  to  serve  in  the
conrnun'ity covered by that d'irectory.

9 )  L is t ' ing  in  wh i te  pages  shou ld  no t  be
bol d face, but may i  ncl ude the word
"psycho log is t "  i n  sma l I ,  1 igh t  t ype .

ADDITIONAL AMENDMENTS
TO THE REGULATIONS

The regulat ion to amend Regulat ion 698,
approved on  Apr i l  10 ,  l98 l ,  a f fec ts  com-
pensation to Board members and fees for
app l ica t ion  and examinat ion .  For  your
informat ion the amended c lauses are c i ted
in  fu l l .

l .  Sec t ion  3  o f  Regu la t ion  698 o f  Rev ised
Regu la t ions  o f  Ontar io ,  

. |970 ,  
dS made by

secti  on I of Ontari  o Regu' l  at i  on 455/77 , i  s
revoked and the  fo l low ing  subs t j tu ted
therefor :

3. (L) Eaeh menben shalL be pai'd neeessarV
Lzauelling and other efiper?ses i'neurred in
eortneetion with the bu^siness of the Board
artd uhene a menber suffers a Loss of ineorne
as a resuLt of doing Board uork, he stnLL
be paid an alLouqnee of $Lao pen day for
attendanee at Boapd meetings on hearLngs
and a funther aLLouanee of Le to $Z S pen
daA to eontpen^sate fon ouenhead eosts.

(2) The aLLa.'tanees payable to ut'y one
menben wtder eubseetion ft) for atten-
dance at Boatd meeti.nge or heti,ngs
slnLl not eseeed $Lr800 i'n uty one Ae@'

( il lTte alLa'tanees payabLe to arry orte
meniber wtd.er subseeti'on (U to eottTpen-
sate fon ooenhead eoets sVwLL not eneeed
$zso in any one ae@.

2 .  Subsec t i on  5 (1 )  o f  t he  sa id  Regu la t i on ,
as  made by subsect ion 1(1)  o f  0ntar io
Regulat ion 328179 is revoked and the
fol  

' lowi 
ng subst i  tuted therefor:

( U An appLieant fon a eerti'fieate
of regisLtation shaLL poa a fee of
$L25 .

3 .  Subsec t i on  (6 )2  o f  t he  sa id  Regu la t i on ,
as remade by sect ion 2 of  0ntar io Regu-
la t ion 328/79,  is  revoked and the fo l low-
ing subst j  tu ted therefor :

(2) A eertifieate of negist:nation mcA be
neneuted by pnAing an arvruaL nena'tal fee
of $L75 before tlre eertifieate erp'Lnes.

4 .  Sec t i on  7  o f  t he  sa id  Regu la t i on ,  dS
made by sect ion 3  o f  0ntar io  Regula t ion
328/79 is  revoked and the fo l lowing
subst i  tu ted therefor :

7. (L) ltrhene a eerti.fieate of regi.st-ration
erpi,res and uithi.n h'to y eats after the
erpiration of the eertifieate the forrner
hoLder of the eenti'fi.eate appli.es fon a
neu) eentifieate of negistvatiort, a neu)
eentifi.eate shall be i.ssued ?tpCIn payment
of the renewal fee of $Lz s and a rei.n-
sfutement fee of $2s.

(2) Noh'tithstnn&i.ng subseeti'on (U ' a
hoLder of a eentifi.eate of negisLvati,on
uho is residing mtsi.de of Ontati'o and. i's
not renderLng sertvLees i,n psyehoLogg in
OrttarLo, me rena't his eerti.fi'eate of
regi.ettati,on by paAing an crlnua,L renewal
fub of $so and a rei,nstatement fee of $25.

5 .  Subsec t i on  B (2 )  o f  t he  sa id  Regu la t i on ,
as  made by sect ion 4  o f  Ontar io  Regula t ion
328/79 , i  s revoked and the fol I owj ng
subs t i t u ted  the re fo r :  (Con t ' d .  on  page  8 )
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RENEI'{AL FEES AND BOARD FINANCES

The audi tors'  report for the year
endi ng May 3l , I 980 was reproduced i n
the March BulLetin. Since then the
government has approved an increase in
renewal fees from $1SO to $1ZS for
0ntar io res idents,  represent i  ng an
increase of  rough' ly  e ight  percent  per
year over the last  two years.  The
Board considered that ,  wi th general ly
i  ncreas i  ng costs ,  some descri  pt ' ion for
reg is t ran ts  o f  the  Board 's  reasons  in
request ing these fee increases was
war ran ted ,  par t i cu la r ly  in  the  case
of renewal s .

As most of us are aware the Board, wi th-
out  property or  other  investments,  has
opera ted  a t  a  de f ic i t  s ince  open ing  i t s
of f ice in 1976.  This has been made
poss ib le  by  us ing  surp lus  accumula ted
between 1960 and 1976 and by the fact
that  the bulk of  revenue is  received f rom
fees  co l lec ted  a t  the  beg inn ing  o f  each
f isca l  year .  For  the  las t  f i ve  years
the  Board  has  been ab le  to  pay  i t s  b i l l s
by "borrowing" f rom j ts  revenue for  the
fo l low ing  year .  I t  i s  PerhaPs no t
surpr is ing  tha t  the  aud i to rs  be l ieve
th is  i s  an  undes i rab le  s ta te  o f  a f fa i r s .

In request ' i  ng permission f rom the govern-
ment to amend the Regulat ion to increase
fees, w€ undertook a study of the pro-
port ion of  costs generated by each of
the  Board 's  ac t i v i t i es  and  based  our
reconmendations on the costs to the
Board  fo r  each o f  the  fo l low ing  ac t iv i -
t i  es :  recei  v i  ng and reviewi  ng appl  i  -
cat ions,  monj  tor ing temporary regist rants
dur ing  the  year  o f  superv ised exper ience '
exami ni ng temporary regi strants ,  handl i  ng
inqu i r ies  f rom permanent  reg is t ran ts '
handl  i  ng compl  a i  nts agai  nst  permanent
reg is t ran ts  and non-psycho log is ts ,  and
dea f  ing  w i th  p ro fess iona l  i ssues-
Est imates of  these costs are presented
in  Tab le  I  fo r  the  f i sca l  year  end ing
May 3 . | ,  1981 .

Us' i  ng these cost  est imates,  d l ' l  a t tempt
was made to arr jve at  an est imated cost ,
per  i  ndi  v i  dual  ,  i  n  each of  the fo l  I  owi  ng
categor ies :  appl  icants,  temPorarY
regi  s t rants under superv ' is ion,  temporary
reg is t ran ts  in  examinat ion ,  permanent

equipment costs,  and examinat ion expenses'
The est imated cost  to the Board '  per
ind iv idua l ,  fo r  each ca tegory  i s  p res-
ented in Table 2 a long wi th the fee
charged before and fo l lowing thg_change
in  t [e  Regu la t ion  on  Apr i l  10 ,  ]981 ,  and
an estimate of the addit ional revenue to
be provided by these increases.

Al though fees lev ied in each category are
not  s t r ic t ly  proport ional  to the costs
generated, a definite move has been made
in  tha t  d i rec t ion .  App l ican ts '  cos ts  a re
generated in part by those who never
iomple te  an  app l ica t ion  or  pay  e- fee ,  bu t
thoie who do pay are not presently re-
quired to cover that  addi t ional  cost .
Temporary Registrants each were estimated
to  have cos t  $580.78  in  1980-81 bu t  have,
themselves,  on the average paid only
$sS0.00.  The Board considered that  some
of th is  burden could cont inue to be carr ied
by psychologists on the Permanent Reg-ister
w-tro'sirare in the benefi ts to the profession
der ived f rom the care taken in assessing
cand ida tes  fo r  reg is t ra t ion .  H igher  fees
to permanent  regist rants outs ide 0ntar io
were not recommended as i t has been the
case that  fee increases lead,  not  to
increased revenue,  but  to an increase in
the number of  lapsed cer t i f icates-

The es t imated $S7,4ZS o f  add i t iona l  income,
shown in  Tab le  2 ,  w i l l  Prov ide  some
reserve for unexpected expend' i  tures. Here '
1ega1 costs,  which cannot  accurate ly be
forecast ,  are prominent .  However '  con- |
t ' i  nui ng j  nf l  at ion wi I  I  erode any surpl uses
and in future fees can be predicted to
r j se  a long  w i th  o ther  cos ts .  New leg is -
la t ion  and  a  la rger  Board  wou ld  a lso
af fec t  the  f inanc ia l  P ic tu re .

From 1960 to 1976, when the Ontario Board
operated wi th a par t - t ime Regist rar
and wi thout  a permanent  of f ice,  only
nominal  fees were lev ied.  At  present '



-7 -

Ameri can boards the cument 0ntario
renewal fees may seem hi gh to some of
us. Yet they are comparabl e to fees
i  n other  professions i  n Ontar io:  for
example, lawyers pay $SSO to renew;
phys ic ians  ,  $1  25 ;  den t i s ts ,  $gZS;  and
accountants,  $280.

Tradi  t i  ona] ly  i  n  0ntar i  o thase ( tax
deductible) professional dues are the
pri ce we pay for I egal recogni tion, orl
the one hand, and the preservation of
our status as members of a profession
mainta in ing publ ic ly  acceptable standards
of competence and conduct, or the other.

Tabl e 1

ESTIMATE OF COSTS OF SPECIFIC

BASED ON PROJECTED COSTS

BOARD ACTIVITI ES

FoR 1 980-81

TOTAL

Di rec t ion  o f  Ac t iv i t y Dol I ars % Cost

Appl  i  cat i  onr l
2

Temporary Regi strants-

Permanent  Regist rants

Pub l i c  Re la t ions

Compl ai nts

Professi  onal  Issues

Board Busi  ness

0ther  0 f f i ce  Bus iness

Sta f f  P .D .

$ 
. |9,28. |

47 ,075
l0 ,6 l  l

6  , . |89
40,200

30,242

B,649

l7 ,063

2,034

(10 .6  )
(26.o)
(  5 .9 )
(3 .4 )

(22 .2 )

(  16 .7  )
(4 .8 )

(e.4)
(1 .1 )

$ tB l ,344 ( loo .1  )

In  the  12  months  end ing  May  31 ,  198 . | :
'l
'  App l i ca t ions  in i t i a ted ,  IBB;  comp le ted  

. |10 .

2L Admiss ' ions to the Temporary Register ,  88;
Cand ida tes  a t  the  wr i t ten  examinat ion ,  B0;
Cand ida tes  fo r  the  ora l  examjnat ion ,  102.
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Table 2

ESTIMATED COST GENERATED PER INDIVIDUAL

for  the Fiscal  Year 1980-81

\

\

N Cost per Fee Prior to Present Estimated Gain
(80-81 ) Unit Apri l  t0/81 Fee in Revenue

Appl i cants

Temporary Regi strants :

Exami nati on

r ool $r gz .Br? $ 7s $r 25 $ 5 ,ooo

g1 219 .79 200 250 5 ,000

l ihintaining Registration Zs3 361 .00 I50 175 ' l  
,875

Pennanent Regi strants :
0ntari  o 967 I 04. 34 I 50 175 25 ,550
0uts ide  Ontar io  135 104.34  50 50

$37 ,425

I Compl eted appl i cati ons
2 Appl icant  costs are created in par t  by indiv iduals who never

complete appl icat ion,  but  here are based on those who do

3 Calculated on the basis of  the equivalent  of  75 temporary
registrants for 12 months each

i ADDITIONAL AMENDMENTS
TO THE REGULATIONS

(  Con t ' d .  f r om page  5 )

(2) Wte fee fon an eaqnLnation i.s $250.

(2) Subseetion 8(3) of tlte eai,d ReguLati.on
i.s reuoked.

6 .  Th is  Regula t ion comes in to  force on the
10th day of  Apr i  1 ,  198' l  .

b-


