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APPOIXTICXT IO IHE BOARII

The Board is  p leased to announce the ap-
po in tment  on  June 1by  Order  in  Counc i ' l
of Dr. John McGrory of l{ indsor to replace
Dr. George Ashman of Kingston who ret ired
after compl etf ng a fl ve year term on the
Board.

Dr. McGrory graduated wi th a doctorate
from the Unfvers l ty  of  t { indsor in  L974
and present ly  holds the posi t ion of
Chief, Department of PsychololU, I . l indsor
Western Hospl ta l  Centre.  In addi t lon to
h is  admln ls t ra t l ve  respons lb l l  l t l es  a t
the  hosp i ta l  he  is  a lso  invo lved in  some
cl in ical  and some pr ivate work.  Pr ior  to
assuming h is  p resent  du t ies  a t  Windsor
Hestern Hospi tal , Dr. McGrory h,as
Director  at  Woodstock General  Hospi ta l .

PROGRESS REPORT il LEGISLTTIOT

BOARTI EXITIXATIilS

I , l r i t ten Examinat ions:  The wr i t ten exami-
Apri l 16 , L982 in

Toronto, 0ttawa, London and Sudbury. The
Board wishes to thank Ms.  Jane Gr igg,
Ms.  Naomi  S i l verman,  Pro fessor  G i l les
Chagnon,  DF.  Dav id  Evans and Dr .  Br ian
Bigelow who served as proctors.

Oral  Examinat ions:  The oral  examinat ions
ronto on May 26 and

May 27.  Assist ing the Board in conduc-
t lng these examinatlons were the
fo l  low ing  psycho log is ts :

Denton  Buchanan,  Ph.D. ,  D i rec to r  o f  Psy-
Reg iona l  Rehab i l  i -

tat ion Centre; Associate Professor of
Medi ci  ne and P sychol o(U, Uni versi ty of
0ttawa;
Pat r i c ia  Char t res ,  Ph.D- ,  Psycho log is t ,

yor[ ceitrai
Hosp i ta l ;
Barry Franci  s ,  Ph.D .  ,  Chi  ef  P sychol  ogi  s t ,

sp i ta l ;  Ad junc t -Pro-
fessor,  Univers i ty  of  Water loo;
Dav id  Garner ,  Ph .D. ,  C l ln i ca l  Psycho lo -

ute of P sych i atry ;
Assistant  Professor,  Psychiatry,  Univer-
si ty of Toronto;
Lorne Har tman,  Ph.D. ,  D i rec to r ,  Behav iour

Inst i tute of  Psy-
ch i atry;
Kenneth Keel ing,  Ph.D. ,  Treatment Program

n Regional  Cenire;
John McGrory,  Ph.D. ,  Chlef ,  Department of

r  Hestern Hospi ta l
Centre;
Col  i  n  P ryor ,  Ph.D .  ,  Superv i  sor ,  Psychol  o-

i l ton Board of  Educa-
t i  on ;
Reg lna ld  Reyno lds ,  Ph .D. ,  Ch ie f  Psycho lo -'l 

I nsti tute;
P ie r re  R i t ch ie ,  Ph .D. ,  Ass is tan t  Pro fes -

o log ie ,  Un ive rs i te
d '0ttawa;

In June the Board completed l ts  rev is ions
to the draf t  proposal  for  neu,  legis lat ion
gld prepared a draf t  set  of  regulat ions.
These documents, supplemented by a Brief
sunmarfz ing the proposal  and i ts  back-
ground, have been forwarded to the
0ntar io Psychological  Associat ion for  re-
v lew and are being sent  to a l l  psycholo-
g is ts  in  the  Prov ince  a long w i fh  th is
i ssue  o f  the  Bu l le t in .

Coments are welcome. In order to assess
the degree of acceptance of these revi-
s lons to the proposals by psychologists,
the Board wishes i t  to  be known that
absence of  corment wi l l  be construed as
approyal  for  the proposal .  For  th is  rea-
son, those who see f laws in the draft are
urged to write to the Board.

2nd Floor, 37 Prince Arthur Ave., Toronto, Ont. MsR 18,2 (416)  961-881 7



Gary Bernfe ld
M ichae l  Condra
Michae l  D iF ranco
Chr i  s topher  Ea r l  s
Bruce Ferguson
Norman Greenberg
Anne-Mar ie  Jones
Caro l  L i t hw i ck
A ' l l  an  Mandel
Freder ick  Meek

0 leksander  Mi tzak
Gregory Moran
Warren  N ie l  son
Stephen Pancer
Jean Sa in t -Cyr
Peter  Stephenson
Pau l  Swing le
Me lan ie  Te legd i
Sarah Turnbul  I
Kenneth Zucker

Dor is  Roche,  Ph.D. ,  Sen lor  Psycho log is t ,
n t ,  Ch i ld ren 's  HosP i -

ta l  of  Eastern Ontar io;
Reg ina ld  Smar t ,  Ph .D. ,  D i rec to r ,  Program

DePartment, Addic-
t ion Research Foundat ion;
Paul Wang, Ph. D . ,  Di rector of P sychol o(U ,
f f isycholo lU,  Mount  Sinai
Hosp i ta l ;  Ass is tan t  Pro fessor  o f  Rehab i -
l i ta t ion  Med ic ine ,  Depar tment  o f  Rehab i -
l i t a t ion  Med ic ine ,  Un ive rs i t y  o f  Toron to .

IET TEI?ORARYREGISTRAXTS
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IIC0RP0RATIil 0F PSYCI|0-oGIE L PRACIICES

Corporat ions Act .

incorporat ion would be prevented.  Such a
corporat ion,  however,  would be subiect  to
posbib le proceedings under sect ion 24L of
tne Act  whicn provides for  the cancel la-
t ion for  cause of  the Cert i f icate of  a
corpora t ion  and  i t s  d isso lu t ion . "

The Minist ry  of  Consumer and Commercia l
Re la t ions '  rep ly  inv i ted  the  Board  to  re -
fer  cases of  incorporat ion of  psychologi-
cal  pract ices to the Minist ry .  The Board
has  accepted  th is  inv i ta t ion .  As  o f  the
date  o f  pub l i ca t ion  o f  th is  i ssue o f  the
Bu l le t in ,  the  Board  w i l l  re fe r  to  the
Min is t ry  any  cases  o f  such.  incorpora t ion
that  come to the Board 's at tent ion.

tEI PERI,IAIEIT REGISIRAITS

At i ts meeti ng on May 27 , L982, the Board
approved the  admiss ion  o f  the  fo l low ing
psychologists to the Permanent  Register :

Jan ice  Baker
Gregory Banwel I
Mar lene  B i rd
Paul Derry
John Fer rar i
Sandra Fiegehen
Maur i  ce Fryat t
Reva Gerstei n
Mel vyn Goodal e
L inda Gruson
Joel  Herscovi tch
Michae l  Joschko
Nina Josefowi tz
Michae l  Lu ther

DR. ROTALD II'ELLER

Thomas Managhan
Robert Mann
Edward Meade
Rickey  Mi l l e r
S tephen R ivers
Ma]co l  m Rose
Mar ibeth Ruckman
Dermot Stewart
Michele Stampp
John Swaine
Hel  en Val  er i  o
V ic to r ia  Va l ley
Dav i  d  Wei  ss
Da le  Wi ' l  lows

1945 1982

The Board has learned
death  th is  spr ing  o f
of  Toronto.

wi th regret
Dr .  Rona l  d

of the
Muel  I  e r



ACCRBIITATIil BOItrI FOR
CilADIil PSYCHLOGT

The December,  1981 issue of  the Bul let ln
out l ined the posi t ion of  the Board of
Examiners in opposlng the format ion of  an
Accredi tat ion Board for  Canadian Psycho-
logy.  The proposal ,  supported.  by - the
Boird of  Directors of  the Canadian Psy-
chol ogi cal Associ at i  on has nov{ gole for-
ward. We reproduce below the body of a
let ter  sent  

' toward 
the end of  May by

Dr.  Ray Engel ,  then Chainnan of  the
Board,  to the provinc ia l  boards and asso-
c ia t ions  and to  the  D i rec tors  o f  CPA:

I  am wr i t ing  to  You on  beha l f  o f  the
Ontar io Board of  Examiners in Psychology
to  t ry  to  a r t i cu la te  the  Board 's  oppos i -
t ion  to  a  Canad ian  Psycho log ica l  Assoc ia -
t lon sponsored proposal  to establ ish a
federal corporation to be cal I  ed the
"Accred i ta t ion  Board  fo r  Canad ian  Psy-
cho logy" .  Th is  Ie t te r  i s  be ing  wr i t ten
to everyone who may be in a posi t ion to
in f luence the  ou tcome o f  th is  p roposa l .
.  .  .  Much of what we have to say in
thi s I  etter responds to the contents of a
ques t ion  and answer  a r t i c le  descr ib ing
the proposed Accredi tat ion Board for
Canadian Psychology that  appeared in the
Spri ng, L982 i  ssue of the Canadi an
Psycho log ica l  Assoc ia t ion 's  pub l i ca t ion ,
H igh l igh ts .  .  .  .

9ackground

b'le f i rst became aware of the proposed
corporat ion when we began to receive ap-
parent ' ly  boot leg copies of  draf ts  of  the
art i  cl  es of i  ncorporati  on. I  ni t i  al  ly ,  h,e
had a number of  concerns about  speci f ic
condi t ions set  out  in  the by- laws of  the
corporat ion.  l {e st i l l  have many of  these
concerns ,  and we w i l l  descr ibe  some o f
them la te r  on .  I t  was  no t  un t i l  a f te r
cons iderab le  g rapp l ing  w i th  these mat te rs
of detai I  that our concerns began to
emerge as a s ingle and very ser ious con-
cern  about  the  pr inc ip le  invo lved here .
The  p r inc ip le  i s  tha t  i t  i s  the  cons t i tu -
t ional  r ight  of  the provinces to create
lega l  de f in i t ions  o f  p ro fess ions ,  and to
crea te  de f in i t ions  tha t  su i t  the  par t i -
cu la r  needs  o f  the  ind iv idua l  p roy ince .

a t  wors t ,  i t  m is leads  the  pub l ic  and
psychol ogi sts al i ke i nto b-el i e-vi ng that
ttrbre i  s-a nati  onal professi onal standard
approved by the Par l iament of  Canada.

0n  the  la t te r  po in t ,  we cont inue to
object to the use of the term, "Canada
Psychology Act"  to descr ibe th is  pfo-
pola l .  The recent  addi t ion of  quotat ion
marks to the term gives us l i t t le  com-
for t .  The fact  is  that  there is  no such
act by this name or any other name before
Par l iament.  Nor does Par l iament have the
power  to  enac t  such leg is la t ion  inso far
as i t  refers to the regulat ion of  the
profession of psychology or any other
profession for that matter.

The proposa l  i s ,  f rom our  po in t  o f  v iew,
another one of the federal nui sance cor-
pora t ions  tha t  have been spr ing ing  up  in
the country to annoy not only this Board,
but  a large number of  provinc ia l  author-
i t i gs .  .  .  .

I t  is  a lso evident  f rom the reply of  the
Minister  of  Consumer and Corporate
Af fa i rs  in  th is  quota t ion ,  tha t ,  under
the present wordi ng of the Canada Corpor-
a t ions  Ac t ,  the  Min is te r  has  very  l i t t le
d isc re t ion ,  i f  d ry ,  in  accept ing  or  re -
jec t ing  an  app l ica t ion  fo r  incorpora t ion
under the present ' law. (Contrary to what
is  suggested in the answer to quest ion 14
in  the  H igh l  i gh ts  a r t i c le ) .  Indeed ,
there is nothing to prevent anyone from
set t ing up an "Accredi tat ion Board for
Canad ian  Psycho logy" ,  eyen i f  the  en t i re
psychological community in the country
objected to i t .  That the federal
government,  general ly ,  is  indi f ferent  to
the const i tut ional  r ight  of  the provinces
to def ine and regulate the professions is
evi denced by Mr. Ll oyd Axworthy, Mi ni ster
of the federal Department of Employment



and Innlgrat lon,  In h ls  recent  le t ter  to
Dr. Sandra Pyke, Prcslderi t  of CPA. Mr.
Axworthy asserts l t  ls appropriate for
h is department  to issue dip lomas in
"psychological  test ing" to i ts  employees
after a short course in the use of the
GAT- B .

He are further concerned that i f  psycho-
log is ts  se t  up  such a  corpora t ion ,  they
w i l l  f l nd  i t  d i f f i cu l t  to  ob iec t  to  non-
psycho log is ts  us ing  the  same dev ice  to
f ind  techn ica l  escapes f rom ex is t lng  and
fu tu re  p roy inc ia l  l eg is la t ion .  0u r  own
exper ience in  p rosecut ing  the  t i t le  p ro-
tec t ion  p rov ls ion  in  0n ta r io ' s  Ac t  i s
tha t  i t  i s  ve ry  d i f f i cu l t  to  sus ta in  a
conv ic t ion  on  th is  g round.  And indeed,  a
t i  t le  protect ion appears to d i  scourage
the  eas i l y  in t im lda ted ,  bu t  no t  the
detenn ined ind iv idua l  who w ishes  to  p rac-
t i  ce outs i  de the I  aw. Thus,  whi  1e h,e
wel I  understand that the by-l  aws of a
federal  non-prof i  t  corporat ion do not
over r ide  the  ju r l sd ic t ion  o f  a  p rov inc ia l
p ro fess iona l  au thor i ty ,  w€ are  no t  a t  a l l
convinced that such by-l  aws cannot be
seen to represent some sort of superior
status.  Indeed,  the ansner to quest ion
10 in  the  H igh l igh ts  a r t i c le  seems qu i te
exp l i c i t  in  suggest ing  tha t  the  s ta tus  o f
an  accred i ta t ion  board  w i l l  serve  to  in -
f l  uence the publ  i  c  's  understandi  ng of
wha t  a  "psycho log is t "  i s .

The answer to quest ion 10 a l  so seems to
deny  bas ic  fac ts  o f  l i fe .  The pro fess ion
is  " f ragmented" ,  as  the  ar t i c le  pu ts  i t ,
because Canadian society deems i t  r ight
and proper  to  have d i f fe ren t  de f in i t ions
of  a profession,  not  to ment ion many
other  th ings ,  f rom prov ince  to  p rov ince .
The di f ferences among regional  ideas
about  the profession ref lect  not  so rnrch
di f ferences among psychologists as they
represent  d i f ferences among publ ic  at t i -
tudes  in  d i f fe ren t  ju r i sd ic t ions .  I f  the
psycho log is ts  in  each prov ince  cou ld  have
exact ly  the k ind of  legi  s l  at ion they
wanted,  there would l ike ly be a great
deal  more s imi lar i ty  among professional
governing acts than there is  not{ .

0n Some Matters of Detai I

The fol I owi ng remarks woul d carry more
wei ght i f we approved of the pri nc.i ple of
a niti onal accredi tati on board' whi ch h,e
don' t .  However,  s ince the present  laws
governing federal  incorporat ion-  wi  1 I
i i  f  ety gi ve us a nati  onal accre_di tat i  on
board-  whether we or  anyone else l ikes i t
or  not ,  we wi l l  make these remarks for
what  they are worth,  which is  probably
not nuch.

The by-1 aws of the proposed corporation
would permit ,  as we understand i t ,
accreditat ion of persons on the Temporary
Reg is te r  in  Ontar io .  In  0n tar io  a  person
on the Temporary Register  is  not  a
psychologist ,  and does not  become one
unt i l  he or  she is  admit ted to the Perma-
nent Register. Being on the Temporary
Register  merely exempts the indiv idual
f rom being prosecuted for  us ing the t i t le
psycho log is t  dur ing  the  year  o r  so  o f
superv ised exper ience leading to Perma-
nent  Reg is t ra t ion .  l , le  cou ld  no t  lend  our
suppor t  to  g iv ing  a  na t iona l  accred i ta -
t ion to someone we have not yet admitted
to Permanent  Regist rat ion.

Our reading of  the proposed by- laws also
suggests that  conversely a substant ia l
number of Pennanent Regi strants in
Ontar io  wou ld  no t  be  e l ig ib le  fo r  accre-
d i ta t ion .  An example  wou ld  be  a  un iver -
s i ty  p ro fessor ,  who is  t ra ined in  and
teaches i  n experi menta' l  psychol olU, who
is  Reg is te red  and uses  the  des ignat ion  in
connect ion wi th contract  research done
outs ide  o f  the  un ivers i ty .  The proposed
by-l aws imply to us that accreditat ion
wi l l  be  l im i ted  to  persons  w i th  app l ied
t ra in ing  and who do  pr imar i l y  app l ied
work.

To make some addi t ional  remarks in re-
sponse to  the  H igh l igh ts  a r t i c le :  The
answer to question 9 states that the pro-
posed accredi tat ion body would have no
d isc ip l ina ry  respons ib i l i t i es ,  and  tha t
these respons ib i I i t ies  " res t "  w i th  the
prov inces .  S ince  the  d isc ip l inary  func-
t ion  is  essent ia l l y  no th ing  more  than the
due process that  goes into suspending or
tak ing  away a  reg is t ra t ion ,  i t  i s  d i f f i -



cul t  to see how the proposed accredi ta-
t ion board can avoid some fonn of  d isc i -
p l inary  p rocess ,  un less  i t  p roposes  to
remove regist rat ion wi thout  any due pro-
cess .

He do not know how the proiected costs of
the proposed accreditat ion system were
arr ived at ;  but  f rom our own exper ience
the f igures g iven in the ar t ic le seem to
us  op t im ls t l ca l ' l y  low.  t . le  ma in ta in  no t
on ly  l i ne  accoun t ing  f i gu res ,  bu t  a lso
cost  by funct ion f igures for  our  own re-
gist rat ion system, so we bel ieve that  we
can speak wi th some author i ty  on what  an
accredi tat lon system costs to run.  In
addi  t i  on,  our  legal  costs amount,  o[
average,  to 10% of  our  budget ,  and have
not exceeded L5% i n any one year.
Furthennore,  these represent  a l I  Iegal
cos ts ,  no t  jus t  those assoc la ted  w i th
d isc lp l ine  ac t i v l t i es .  Our  exper ience  i s
not  conslstent  wi th the suggest ion in the
ar t i c le  tha t  no t  be lng  burdened w i th  le -
gal  costs would keep the annual  dues low.

Fi  nal  ly ,  u,e note that  i  n  descr l  b i  ng sup-
port  for  the proposal  the ar t ic le does
not  ment ion Quebec or  Nova Scot ia as
supporters. t{e understand that both of
these provinces have wi thdrawn thei r  sup-
port,  for what reasons we do not know,
As for  the 0ntar io Psychological  Associa-
t ion  w i thdrawing  i t s  suppor t ,  w€ be l ieve
tha t  the  0n tar io  Psycho log ica l  Assoc ia -
t ion wi thdrew i ts  support  based on i ts
oh,n assessment of the situation. l . ' |e
assume that  our  v iews formed part  of  th is
assessment,  but  i t  is  inaccurate to sug-
gest  that  the Associat ion defers to th is
Board on any matter ,  or  v ice versa.  For
most  o f  the  major  p ro fess ions  in  0n tar io ,
the f raternal  and regulatory funct ions
for  managing professional  af fa i  rs  are
kept  in  separa te  o rgan iza t ions .  Thus ,
there would be no necessary contradict ion
i  n the 0ntar i  o P sycho' l  ogi  cal  Associ  at i  on
support i  ng a proposal  that  th i  s  Board
coul  d not  support .

A Proposal  That  t le  Coul  d Support

l , le  have indicated pr ivate ly on several
occasions that  we would be prepared to
suppor t  in  p r inc ip le  a  na t iona l  accre-
di tat ion funct ion that  gave specia l  ty
des ignat ions ,  w i th  the  on ly  p r io r  re -
quirement being that  the candidate be on
the  equ iva len t  o f  a  Permanent  Reg is te r  in
one o f  the  prov inces .  Th is  p r io r  re -
qui rement coul d i  ncl ude an equi tabl e
accommodat ion for  indiv iduals f rom areas
where  there  is  no  ex is t ing  govern ing
I  eg i  s l  a t i  on .

l . le  can see a usefu l  purpose for  specia l ty
designat ions,  but  they are beyond our
resources to administer ,  and probably
beyond our  leg i t imate  func t ion .  0 ther
professions have found i t  to  be more
ef f ic ient  and ef fect ive to develop spe-
c ia l ty  accred i ta t ion  on  a  na t iona l  bas is ,
and we ant ic ipate that  the reasons for
thi s woul d al so hol d true for the pro-
fession of psycholoqy. The day-to-day
prac t ice  o f  a l l  psycho log is ts  i s  in  one
way or  another the pract ice of  a specia l -
ty .  t , le  bel ieve that  nat ional  specia l ty
accredi tat ions would make a concrete con-
t r ibu t ion  to  g iv ing  pro fess iona l  p rac t ice
nat iona l  de f in i t ion  and subs tance.  And
i t  would add to what  the provinces have
ach ieved in  p ro fess iona l  recogn i t ion ,  i r -
s tead o f  be ing  redundant  to  and d i lu t ing
these ach ievements .  F ina l l y ,  i f  anyone
be' l  i  eves that a generi c professi onal ac-
credi tat ion f rom a federal  non-prof i t
co rpora t ion  w i l l  have  a  pos i t i ve  in f lu -
ence on  prov inc ia l  o f f i c ia ls ,  we suggest
that  they sample some provincia l  govern-
ment opi ni on i  n thei r own dFe cl.  .  .  .

0n behal f  of  the 0ntar io Board of  Exami-
ners i  n P sychol olU, I  thank you for
tak ing the t ime to read th is .


