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Hon Brian Ellis MLC
Chairman,
Standing Commitee on Environment and Public Affairs
Legislative Council of Western Australia

Dear Chairman,
I would like to thank the Standing Committee on Environment and Public Affairs for the opportunity to provide
further information regarding our petition to the Legislative Council tabled by Hon Alison Xamon MLC in the
Legislative Council on 17 June 2010. I have not taken my complaint to the Parliamentary Commissioner for
Administrative Investigations (Ombudsman).
The petition was made to draw the Legislative Council's attention to the fact that two ofthe nine Colleges ofthe
Australian Psychological Society (APS) were not endorsed by decision of the Australian Health Workforce Ministerial
"-"'Jncil with respect to the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Bill 2010. This decision was taken by
the Council on 22 April 2010 despite clear advice from the Psychology Board of Australia, the Australian
Psychological Society and the WA Department of Health to endorse all nine ofthe Colleges ofthe APS.
This decision is perplexing, because revisions made under the auspices of the Health Practitioner Regulation National
Law (WA) Bill 2010 were broadly to ensure that endorsed psychologists had the benefit of six years of formal
psychological training at Universities throughout Australia. The Community and Health Colleges both have the same
requirement as the other seven Colleges of Psychology, in that the Australian Psychology Accreditation Council
accredits Masters and Doctoral courses in the nine practice areas represented by the nine Colleges of the Australian
Psychological Society: Clinical, Clinical Neuropsychology, Community, Counselling, Educational/Developmental,
Forensic, Health, Organisational, Sport and Exercise.
Since this adverse decision has been made by the Ministerial Council on 22 April 2010, our College has written to the
Health Minister of every State in the Commonwealth of Australia, as well as to the Commonwealth Minister to
ascertain why the decision was made not to endorse the Colleges of Community Psychology and of Health
sychology. The answers we received were instructive, in that it became apparent that some Ministers of Health
.. ,aintained that this decision was made on the basis of recommendation was made by the Psychology Board of
Australia. The Psychology Board of Australia has maintained a consistent position that all nine Colleges of the APS
should be endorsed.
Another reason given to us by members of the Ministerial Council as to why the adverse decision was made, was
that the United Kingdom did not include Health Psychology and Community Psychology as specialist areas of
practice. As noted in the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review Report No. 52 (p. 69), this
was incorrect, and indeed the UK Health Professions Council has adopted all domains of practice within the British
Psychological Society.
Yet another reason given to us by members of the Ministerial Council as to why only seven of the nine Colleges were
endorsed was based on the fact that here in Western Australia, we presently recognize seven Colleges as having
specialist title registration through the Psychologists Registration Board of Western Australia. The reason why only
seven Colleges presently have specialist title recognition in Western Australia reflects the relatively recent
establishment of Colleges of Community Psychology, and Health Psychology. Both the Colleges of Community and of
Health Psychology require the same level of training specified by the other seven specialist areas in Western
Australia which is completion of a post-graduate degree in the specialty of not less than two years duration, and a
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further two years of supervised practical experience and be working in the area of the specialty (p. 66 Report No. 52
of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review). Indeed, prominent members of the
Psychologists Registration Board of Western Australia, and of the WA State Branch of the Australian Psychological
Society have termed the present state of affairs where only seven of the nine Colleges are recognised as having
specialist title registration as been 'historic' and reflective of the past rather than the present practice.
Members of the College of Community Psychology here in Western Australia are therefore mystified as to why the
Ministerial Council made the decision not to endorse both Community Psychology and Health Psychology. The
mystification is further exacerbated by the welcome fact that our WA Minister of Health, the Hon Dr Kim Hames,
MLA, has written to us supporting our concern to have both the Community and Health Colleges endorsed by the
Australian Health Workforce Ministerial Council. Yet, a recent letter to us from the Chair of the Council, Hon John
Hill MP, Minister of Health (SA) has indicated that the matter has been referred to the Australian Health Workforce
Principal Council, made up of senior health officers from the executive throughout Australia.
I believe that the experiences that of our members are important to bring to the attention of the Standing
Committee on Environment and Public Affairs. It is particularly concerning given the conclusions reached by the
Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review Report No. 52 regarding the sovereignty and issues
~\c;ing
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out of the National Law and National Scheme Structures. It seems that to resolve our issue (even while the

,calth Practitioner Regulation National Law (WA) Bill 2010 is still under debate in our own Parliament), members of

our College will have to lobby every senior officer in Departments of Health in all States of Australia, together with
their Ministers. Indeed, successful passage of the Bill in our Legislative Council will lead to the situation where our
own State Parliament will have 'no capacity to scrutinise whether the intent of the bill is actually being enforced.' (p.
22 Report No. 52). The Hon Adele Farina MLC indicated that this was a significant deficiency in the Bill in her
Committee's Report, and our members' disappointing experience to date reinforces the perception of apparent
difficulties with this proposed uniform national legislation.
We bring this situation to the attention of the Standing Committee of Environment and Public Affairs because we
believe that it demonstrates a fundamental weakness of the proposed legislation. It is a situation where the intent
of the legislation was to ensure that all psychologists with endorsed status should have at least six years of formal
university training, together with two years of supervised practical experience and be working in the area of
speciality, thus protecting members of the Australian public. The decision not to endorse all Colleges of the
Australian Psychological Society made by the Australian Health Workforce Ministerial Committee, despite clear
dvice to endorse all Colleges made by the Psychology Board of Australia, APS and WA Department of Health will
__ ad to an unfortunate and unplanned for situation. The proposed legislation will have had the effect of excluding
two specialities of psychological practice for the foreseeable future within Western Australia, without recourse to
our elected State parliamentary representatives. Such a situation will therefore lead inevitably to a deplorable
situation where healthcare provision through the specialities of Community Psychology and of Health Psychology will
no longer be available to the people of Western Australia.
I hope and trust that this matter will be considered by members of the Legislative Council of Western Australia, and
remain yours sincerely,

Dr Ken Robinson, PhD, MAPS, Registered Psychologist
Deputy Chair, College of Community Psychology, Australian Psychological Society
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