


























10
11
12
13

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of ' CASE NO. 99.02
JOSEPH L. CORREA, SR, Ph.D. FINAL ORDER BY DEFAULT

THIS MATTER came before the Board of Psychologist Examiners (Board), the state
agency responsible for licensing, disciplining and regulating psychologist in the State of Oregon,
to consider whether or not Joseph L. Correa, Sr., Ph.D. (Dr. Correa) should be sanctioned for
representing himself to be a psychologist in Oregon. Dr. Correa is not licensed by the Board to
practice psychology in Oregon.

1.

On October 26, 1999, the Board served Dr. Correa with a Notice of Proposed
Disciplinary Action proposing to assess a $1,000 civil penalty against him. The notice granted
Dr. Correa an opportunity to have a formal contested case hearing before the Board and to be
represénted by an attorney.

2.

Based upon the evidence produced by the records and files of the Board relating to this
matter, the Board finds as a preliminary matter that Dr. Correa did have adequate prior notice to
request a hearing and file a written answer to the charges contained in the notice, and that Dr.
Correa failed to do so. Therefore, the Board does hereby make the following Findings of Fact,
Opinion, Conclusions of Law and Final Order:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. On January 12, 1999, the Board received a copy of a business card that Dr. Correa

was distributing at a conference or seminar he attended. A copy of the business card is attached

hereto and marked Exhibit A and made a part hereof.
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2. The Board began its investigation and discovered that Dr. Correa is not licensed in
Oregon. The Board then drafted a cease and desist letter which was mailed to Dr. Correa on
January 13, 1999, The cease and desist letter was returned unclaimed and the Board sent it again
both certified and regular mail. Dr. Correa did not respond.

3. Over the next several months, the Board made several attempts to make contact
with Dr. Correa by telephone and leaving messages on his answering service. Dr. Correa did not
respond. |

4. In May, 1999, the Boérd visited his office in Portland, Oregon and Dr. Correa was
not in. Further messages were left on his answering service. Dr. Correa did not respond.

5. On August 5, 1999, the Board wrote another letter to Dr. Correa summarizing its
efforts to contact him and advised him that absent a response, the Board would propose to assess a
$1000 civil penalty against him, petition for an injunction and possibly refer the matter for
criminal prosecution for alleged unlicensed practice of psychology.

6. On August 18, 1999, the Board received a response from Dr.Cotrea explaining that
he moved to Portland, Oregon to care for his dying mother, and that after she died, he has been
taking care of personal business. He also leased an office space to provide guidance to families,
not as a licensed psychologist, but as an advisor, utilizing his vast experience in mental health and
working with the Hispanic community in Oregon, before he relocates to Florida.

7. On August 18, 1999, the Board replied to Dr. Correa’s letter and advised him that
the Board was concerned that he had represented himself to be a psychologist, making reference to
his advertisement of “psychological health and consultation”. The Board advised Dr. Correa that,
were he to offer the Board assurances he would di.scontinue the misrepresentation, the Board
would not be inclined to press the issue any further. To-date, Dr. Correa has not responded.
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OPINION

The Board gave Dr. Correa several opportunities to respond to the allegations that he
misrepresented himself to be a psychologist in Oregon. The only response the Board has
received from Dr. Correa is a letter dated August 17, 1999, where Dr. Correa thanks the Board
for its interest in his personal private life, stating it would not be practical for him so seek
licensure by the Board’s elite organization based on his age and relocation plans to Florida.
Although Dr. Correa agrees with the Board that this matter could be resolved amicably and in
short order, Dr. Corréa did not respond to the Notice of Proposed Disciplinary Action; he does
not admit he. has misrepresented himself to be a psychologist in Oregon; and he has not offered
the Board assurances that he would discontinue the misrepresentation. For these reasons, the
Board has elected to sanction Dr. Correa and assess a civil penalty of $1,000.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

By using the phrase “psychological” on his business card, Dr. Correa has misrepresented
himself to be a psychologist in Oregon, without first being licensed, and is in violation of
ORS 675.020(1)(b).

FINAL ORDER

IT IS I-]EREBY ORDERED that Joseph L. Correa, Sr., Ph.D., is ordered to pay a civil
penalty of $1,000. The $1,000 civil penalty is to be paid on br before March 31, 2000.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the $1,000 civil penalty is not paid by March 31,
2000, the Board will report Dr. Correa’s non-compliance to the Department of Revenue.

DATED this [ Sﬂl‘day of December, 1999. |

BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
State of Or,

By: Y

BethAnne Darby, Executife Director

NOTICE: You are entitled to judicial review of this order pursuant to the provisions of
ORS 183.480. Judicial Review may be obtained by filing a petition in the Oregon Court of
Appeals. The petition must be filed within 60 days from the date of service of this order.
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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of: ) CASE NO. 99-02
)
JOSEPH L. CORREA, SR., Ph.D. ) NOTICE OF PROPOSED
) DISCIPLINARY ACTION
)

TO- JOSEPH L. CORREA, SR, Ph.D.

The Board of Psychologist Examiners (Board) is the state agency responsible for
licensing, disciplining and regulating psychologists in the State of Oregon. }oseph L. Correa,

Sr., Ph.D. (Dr. Correa), is a doctor of philosophy practicing in the field of mental health care, and
is not licensed by the Board to practice as a psychologist in Oregon. o
1.

The Board proposes to sanction Dr. Correa with a $1,000 civil penalty for representing
himself to:be a psychologist in Oregon; without first being licensed, pursuant to ORS 675.020,
and the Ethical Principles of Psychologists and Code of Conduct promulgated by the American
Psychological Association, which has been adopted by the Boe_lrd pursuant to ORS 675.020(2)(1)
and ORS 675.110(12). The alleged violations are described as follows:

1.1 OnJanuary 12, 1999, the Board received a copy of a business card that Dr. Correa
was distributing at a conference or seminar he attended. A copy of the business card is attached
hereto and marked Exhibit A and made a part hereof.

1.2 The Board began its investigation .and discovered that Dr. Correa is not licensed
in Oregon. The Board then drafted a cease and desist letter which was mailed to Dr. Correa on
January 13, 1999. The cease and desist letter was returned unclaimed and the Board sent it again
both certified and regular mail. Dr. Correa did not resp_ond. ,

11/
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1.3 Over the next several months, the Board made several attempts to make contact
with Dr. Correa by telephone and leaving messages on his answering service. Dr. Correa did not
respond.

1.4  In May, 1999, the Board visited his office in Portland, Oregon and Dr. Correa was
not in. Further messages were left on his answering service. Dr. Correa did not respond.

1.5 On August 5, 1999, the Board wrote another letter to Dr. Correa summarizing its
efforts to contact him and advised him that absent a response, the Board v;réuld propose to assess
a $1000 civil penalty against him, petition for an injunction and possibly refer the matter for
criminal prosecution for alleged unlicensed practice of psychology.

1.6 On August 18, 1999, the Board received a response from Dr.-Correa explaining
that he moved to Portland, Oregon to care for his dying mother, and that after she died, he has
been taking care of personal business. He also leased an office space to provide guidance to
families, not as a licensed psychologist, but as an advisor, utilizing his vast experience in mental
health and working with the Hispanic community in Oregon, before heé relocates to Florida.

1.7~ On August 18, 1999, the Board replied to Dr. Correa’s letter and advised him that
the Board was concerned that he had represented himself to be a psychologist, making reference

to his advertisement of “psychological health and consultation”. The Board advised Dr. Correa

that, were he to offer the Board assurances he would discontinue the misrepresentation, the

Board would not be inclined to press the issue any further. To-date, Dr. Correa has not
responded.
2,

The Board alleges that by using the phrase “psychological” on his business card, Dr.
Correa is in violation of ORS 675.020(1)(b). Therefore, the Board proposes to a;ssess a civil
penalty of $1,000 against Dr. Correa. |
/11
11/
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3.
2 Dr. Correa has the right, if Dr. Correa requests, to have a formal contested case hearing :

3 before the Board or its hearings officer to contest the matter set out above, as provided by the

4 Administrative Procedures Act (chapter 183), Oregon Revised Statutes. At the hearing, Dr.
5 Correa may be represented by an attorney and subpoena and cross-examine witnesses. That
6 request for hearing must be made in writing to the Board, must be received by the Board, within
7  thirty (30) days from the mailing of this notice (or if not mailed, the date of personal service),
8 and must be accompanied by a written answer to the charges contained in this notice.
9 s, |
10 The answer shall be made in writing to the Board and shall include an admission or

11  denial of each factual matter alleged in this notice, and a short plain statement of each relevant

12  affirmative defense Dr. Correa may have. Except for good cause, factual matters alleged in this

13 notice and not denied in the answer shall be presumed admitted; failure to raise a particular
defense in the answer will be considered a waiver of such defense; new matters all_ege(i in the

15 answer (affirmative defenses) shall bé presumed to be denied by fhg-agency and evidence shall

16 “not be taken on any issue not raised in the notice and answef.

17 5.

18 If Dr. Correa requests a hearing, before commencement of that hearing, Dr. Correa will

19  be given information on the procedures, right of representation, and other rights of parties

.20 relating to the conduct of the hearing as required under ORS 183.413 to ORS 183.415, before

21 commencement of the hearing,

22 6.

23 If Dr. Correa fails to request a hearing within 30 days, or fails to appear at the hearing as
24 scheduled, the Board may issue a final order by default and impose the above sanctions against
25 Dr. Correa. Dr. Correa’s submissions to the Board to-date regarding the subject of this

26 disciplinary case and all information in the Board’s files relevant to the subject of this case
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1 automatically become part of the evidentiary record of this disciplinary action upon default for
2 the purpose of proving a prima facie case. ORS 183.415(6).
3 DATED this __ 46™ day of (Qct% ba/\ , 1999,

BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
5 State of Oregon

ethAnne Darby, Executive Director
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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of the conduct of )
) AGENCY NO: OBPE #2005-049 .
)
STEPHEN KAHN, PhD ) DEFAULT ORDER
)
Respondent. )

TO: Stephen Kahn, PhD
1.

The Board of Psychologist Examiners (Board) is the state agency responsible for
licensing and disciplining psychologists, and for regulating the practice of psychology in the
State of Oregon. The Board is also responsible for enforcing the laws against the unlicensed
practice of psychology in the State of Oregon.

2.

On October 6, 2006, the Board issued a Notice of Proposed Civil Penalty in regard to
certain alleged conduct by Respondent. The Board proposed to impose civil penalties totaling
$1000.00 against Respondent pursuant to ORS 675.020(1). This Notice designated the Board’s
file on this matter as the record for purposes of a default order and granted Respondent an
opportunity for a hearing, if requested in writing within 30 days of service of the Notice.
Respondent did not submit a request for hearing. As a result, the requisite 30 days have lapsed
and Respondent stands in default. The Board elects in this case to designate the record of
proceeding to date, which would include any response by Respondent to the Board, if any,
regarding his case and all infonnation in the Board’s files relevant to this case, as the record for

purposes of proving a prima facie case.
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3.
NOW THEREFORE, after considering the Board’s file relating to this matter, the Board

enters the following Order.

FINDINGS OF FACT

The evidence of record establishes the following findings of fact: |
3.1 Beginning in 1992 and continuing into 2006, Respondent provided therapy
services to inmates (to include therapeutic services to sex offenders) while under contract
with the Washington County Department of Community Corrections as an independent
contractor. Under the terms of his personal services contract with the county,
Respondent was to provide sex offender treatment or batterer treatment to inmates. In do
doing, Respondent provided therapy services to inmates.
3.2 Respondent received a doctorate degree from Portland University in psychology
in 1974, but is not licensed in this state as a psychologist.
4.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Board finds based upon reliable, probative and substantial evidence, as described in

paragraphs 3.1 and 3.2, that Respondent engaged in the unlicensed practice of psychology, in

violation of ORS 675.020(1)(a), as the practice of psychology is defined under ORS 675.010(4)
and OAR 858-010-0001.

Iy
11
/1
Iy
111
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[\

ORDER
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT Stephen Kahn, PhD, Respondent, pay the assessed

3
4 $1,000 civil penalty within 30 days from the date this Order is signed by the Executive Director.

DATED this L_-f day of December, 2006.

BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
State of Oregon

. DA

DEBRA ORMAN
11 EXCUTIVE DIRECTOR
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Risht to Judicial Review

BOW N

NOTICE: You are entitled to judicial review of this Order. Judicial review may be obtained by

filing a petition for review with the Oregon Court of Appeals within 60 days after the final order

Lh

is served upon you. See ORS 183.482. If this Order was personally delivered to you, the date of
service is the day it was mailed, not the day you received it. If you do not file a petition for

judicial review within the 60 days time period, you will lose your right to appeal.
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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of the conduct of )
) AGENCY NO: OBPE #2005-049
)
STEPHEN KAHN, PhD ) NOTICE OF INTENT TO IMPOSE
) CIVIL PENALTY
| )
Respondent. )
)

TO: Stephen Kahn, PhD

The Board of Psychologist Examiners (Board) is the state agency responsible for
licensing and disciplining psychologists, and for regulating the practice of psychology in the
State of Oregon. The Board is also responsibie for enforcing the laws against the unlicensed
practice of psychology in the State of Oregon.

1.

The Board proposes to impose civil penalties totaling $1,000.00 against Stephen Kahn
(Respondent) pursuant to ORS 675.020(1). Respondent’s violation of the preceding statute is
more particularly described as follows:

2.

2.1 Beginning in 1992 and continuing into 2006, Respondent provided therapy
services to inmates (to include therapeutic services to sex offenders) while under
contract with the Washington County Department of Community Corrections as
an independent contractor. Under the terms of his personal services contract with
the county, Respondent was to provide sex offender treatment or batterer

treatment to inmates.
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2.2 Respondent received a doctorate degree from Portland University in psychology
in 1974, but is not licensed in this state as a psychologist.
3.

3.1 The Board alleges that Respondent’s acts and conduct described in paragraphs 2.1
to 2.2, constitutes the unlicensed practice of psychology, in violation of ORS
675.020(1)(a) as the practice of rpsychology is defined under ORS 675.010(4) and
OAR 858-010-0001.

3.2 The Board alleges Respondent’s acts and conduct described in paragraphs 2.1 and
2.2 constitutes the unlicensed practice of psychology, in violation of ORS
675.020(1)(a).

4,

The Board has authority to impose civil penalties against Respondent pursuant to ORS
675.070(1)(g) and ORS 675.020(2)(1).

5.

Respondent has the right, if Respondent requests, to have a formal contested case hearing
before an administrative law judge to contest the matter set out above, as provided by ORS
183.310 to 183.690. At the hearing, Respondent may be represented by an attorney and
subpoena and cross-examine witnesses.

6.

If Respondent requests a hearing, the request must be made in writing to the Board, must be
received by the Board within thirty (30} days from the mailing of this notice, and must be
accompanied by a written answer to the charges contained in this notice. Before commencement of
the hearing, Respondent will be given information on the procedures, right of representation, and

other rights of parties relating to the conduct of the hearing as required under ORS 183.413-415.
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1 7.
2 If Respondent fails to request a hearing within 30 days, or fails to appear at the hearing as
3 scheduled, the Board may issue a final order by default and impose the above sanctions against

4 Resf)ondent. Respondent's submissions to the Board regarding the subject of this disciplinary case

5 and all information in the Board's files relevant to the subject of this case automatically become part

6 of the evidentiary record of this disciplinary action upon default for the purpose of proving a prima
7  facie case. ORS 183.415(6).
8
9 DATED this 6™ day of October, 2006.
10 BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
1 State of Oregon

: N

Debra Orman, Executive Director
13 Oregon Board of Psychologist Examiners
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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of: ) AGENCY NO: OBPE #2005-046
LESLIE KORALEK, Ph.D, % DEFAULT ORDER
Respondent %
1.

The Board of Psychologist Examiners (Board) is the state agency responsible for
licensing and disciplining psychologists, and for regulating the practice of psychology in the
State of Oregon. The Boards is also responsible for enforcing the laws against the unlicensed
practice of psychology in the State of Oregon.

2.

On May 12, 2006, the Board issued a Notice of Proposed Civil Penalty in regard to
certain alleged conduct by Respondent. The Board proposed to impose civil penalties totaling
$1000.00 against Respondent pursuant to ORS 675.020(1)(a) and (b); and OAR 858-010-0001.
This Notice designated the Board’s file on this matter as the record for purposes of a default
order and granted Respondent an opportunity for a hearing, if requested in writing within 30 days
of service of the Notice. Respondent did not submit a request for hearing. As a result, the
requisite 30 days have lapsed and Respondent stands in default. The Board elects in this case to
designate the record of proceeding to date, which consists of Respondent’s submissions to the
Board regarding his case and all informétion in the Board’s files relevant to this case, as the
record for purposes of proving a prima facie case.

3.
NOW THEREFORE, after considering the Board’s file relating to this matter, the Board

enters the following Order.

PAGE 1 - DEFAULT ORDER - (Leslie Koralek, PhD)




[ T - N US|

e -1 O

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

FINDINGS OF FACT

The evidence of record establishes the following findings of fact:

3.1 On and between July 27, 2004 and April 20, 2005, Respondent provided therapy
services to patient B for emotional disturbances and difficulties, including depression, and
behavioral patterns within personal relationships, including compulsive sexual behavior.

3.2 Respondent saw patient B a total of 29 times, provided referrals to attorneys and
other service providers, and discussed strategies regarding her divorce, her personal
relationships, and her outside thérapy.

33 The services offered and rendered to patient B are services that are included in the
practice of psychology.

34 During the time in which Respondent was providing therapy services to Patient
B, Respondent was not licensed in this state to practice psychology and did not hold any status
described in ORS 675.090 that would exempt him from this licensure requirement.

4.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Respondent engaged in the unlicensed practice of psychology in violation of ORS
675.020(1)(a) and (b); and OAR 858-010-0001. This conclusion is supported by reliable,

probative and substantial evidence, as described in paragraph 3.
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1 5.

2 ORDER

3 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT Leslie Koralek, PhDD, Respondent, pay the assessed
4 $l,000 civil penalty within 30 days from the date this Order is signed by the Executive Director;
5

6 DATED this 6th day of October, 2006.

7

8 BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

State of Oregon

L 'V |

Debra Orman
11 Executive Director

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

PAGE 3 - DEFAULT ORDER - (Leslie Koralek, PhD)




Right to Judicial Review
NOTICE: You are entitled to judicial review of this Order. Judicial review may be obtained by
filing a petition for review with the Oregon Court of Appeals within 60 days after the final order
is served upon you. See ORS 183.482. If this Order was personally delivered to you, the date of

service is the day it was mailed, not the day you received it. If you do not file a petition for
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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of the conduct of: ) AGENCY NO: OBPE #2005-046
)
LESLIE KORALEK, Ph.D, ) NOTICE OF PROPOSED CIVIL
) PENALTY
Respondent. )
)

TO: LESLIE KORALEK, PhD

The Board of Psychologist Examiners (Board) is the state agency responsible for licensing and

disciplining psychologists, and for regulating the practice of psychology in the State of Oregon.
The Board is also responsible for enforcing the laws against the unlicensed practice of
psychology in the State of Oregon. Respondent is not licensed to practice psychology in the State
of Ore'g_on.. | |

1.

The Board under its authority granted by ORS 675.110 proposes to impose civil penalties
against Respondent totaling $1000.00 as authorized by ORS‘675.070. Civil penalties against
Respondent are assessed for violations of ORS 675.020(1)(a) and (b). Respondent’s violation of
the precéding stiltutes is more pa.rticularly described as follows:

| 2,

2.1 Between July 27, 2004 and April 20, 2005, Respondent provided therapy services

| to patient B for emotional disturiaances and difficulties, including depression, and

behavioral patterns within personal relationships, including compulsive behavior. i
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2.2 Respondent saw patient B a total of 29 times, provided referrals to attorneys and
other service providers, and discussed strategies regarding her divorce, her
i:ersohal relationships, and her outside therapy.

2.3 The services offered and rendered to patient B are services that are included in the
practice of psychology.

3.

The Board alleges that Respondent’s acts and conduct deécribed in pz;ragraphs 2.1t023, -
individually or collectively, constitute the unlicensed practice of psychology as defined under
ORS 675.010(4) and OAR 858-010-0001, and violate ORS 675.020(1)(b) and ORS 675.020(2).

4.

The Board has authority to impose civil penalties against Respondent pursuant to ORS
675.110(5) and ORS 675.070(1)(g).

5.

Respondent has the right, if Respondent requests, to have a formal contested case hearing
before a hearings officer to contest the matter set out above, as provided by ORS 183.310 to
183.540. At the hearing, Respondent may be represented by an attorney and subpoena and cross-
examine witnesses.

6.

If Respondent requests a hearing, the request must be made in writing to the Board, must
be received by the Board within thirty (30) days from the mailing of this notice, and must be
accompanied by a written answer to the charges contained in this notice. Before commencement

of the hearing, Respondent will be given information on the procedures, right of representation',
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and other rights of parties relating to the conduct of the hearing as required under ORS 183.413-
415.
7.

If Respondent fails to request é hearing within 30 days, or fails to appear at the hearing as
scheduled, the Board may issue a final order by default and impose the above sanctions against
the Respondeﬁt. Respondent’s submissions to the Board regarding the subject of this disciplinary
case and all the information in the Board’s files relevant to the subject of this case automatically
become part of the evidentiary record of this disciplinary action upon default for the purpose of
proving a prima facie case. ORS 183.415(6).

DATED this 2 day of Wn;; , 2006.

BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
State of Oregon

Maftin Pittioni, Exd¢utive Ditector
Oregon Board of Psychologist Examiners
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
OF THE STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of the Proposed )
Denial of Psychologist's License ) SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
to GARY LANE, Psy.D. )

This Settlement Agreement is entered into by and between
Gafy Lane ("Applicanﬁ“) and the Oregon State Board of
Psychologist Examiners ("Board"), through its attorney, W.
Benny Won, Assistant Attorney General.

I

On or about January 29, 1990, the Board served upon
Applicant a Notice of Proposed Denial of License as a
Psychologist in Oregon ("the Notice"). A copy of the Notice is
attached hereto as "Attachment A" and, by this reference, is
incorporatéd herein.

7 -II.

This Settlement Agreement is mede to resolve the charges
against Applicant alleged in the Notice‘("the charges"). In
consideration of the resolution of the charges, and for other
good and valuable consideration, Applicant and ‘the Board hereby
agree as follows:

A. BApplicant waives his right to a hearing on the

- charges, and the Board agrees not to conduct a hearing on the

charges at this time. However, the Board is free to examine
and consider the charges in connection with any application for
a psychologist's license that Applicant may file with the Board

in the future.
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1 B. Applicant admits that he violated the Ethical

2 Principles of the American Psychological Association, the

3 Board's rules, and the Oregon laws as alleged in the Notice,

4 and he consents to findings by the Board that he committed said

5 violations, and to the Board's denial of his application for a

6 psychologist's license.

7 C. The Board finds, based on this Settlement Agreement

8 and information in the Board's files concerning the charges,

8 that Applicant violated the Ethical Principles of the American
10 Psychological Association, the Board's rules, and the Oregon
11 laws as alleged in the Notice. Accordingly, pursuant to ORS
12 675.070(1) and (2), the_Board hereby denies Applicant's
13 application for a psychologist's license. '

14 ///
15 ///

16 ///

17 ///

8 ///

19 ///

20 ///

21 ///

22 ///

23 ///

24 ///

25 ///

26 ///
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1 D. This Settlement Agreement does not bar Applicant from
2 reapplying to the Board in the future-for a psychologist's
3 license. See, e.g., ORS 675.070(4).
4 pated this /7% day of O Tetoen , 1990.
5
DAVE FROHNMAYER
6 Attorney General
’ b Loy Hor
; Zngd
8 K?( w/_)/ o
W. BENNY WON, #76385
9 Assistant Attorney General
Oregon Department of Justice
10 100 Justice Building
Salem, Oregon 97310
11 Telephone: (503) 378-6986
Of Attorneys for the Oregon
12 State Board of Psychologist
- Examiners
13
14 Dated this 3£ day of ﬁ,%exp , 1990.
15
16 /&'az«;t Z@w@, /Q@r’. D '
GARY LANE, Psy.D. v
17 Applicant
7 3824 Partridge Lane, N.E.
18 Salem, OR 97303
Telephone: (503) 393-0499
20
21
22
23
24
25
26 WBW:smi/8651G
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The above violations constitute unprofessional conduct under

ORS '675.070(2)(d) and (i), the American Psychological Assocliation’'s

Ethical Principles, and the Board's rules.

You are entitled to a hearing as provided by the Adminiétrative
Procedure Act (ORS chapter 183), You may be represented by legal
counsel at the hearing. If you desire a hearing, you must notify
the Board in writing that you request a hearing within sixty (60)
days of the date of the mailing of this notice to you. If a request
for hearing is not received within this 60-day period, your right to
a hearing shall be considered waived unless excused for mistake,
inadvertence, surprise or excusable neglect. Upon receipt of your
request, the Board will notify you of the time and place of the
hearing. |

If you request a hearing, you hill be given information on the
procedures, right of repxesehtationi and the rights of parties
relating to the conduct of the hearing as requifed under ORS
183.413(2) before commencement of ;he hearing.

If you fail to request a hearing within 60 days, or if you fail
to appear at a scheduled hearing, the Board may issue an order
den&ing you a license as a psychologist in the State of Oregon.

Your license application and submissions to the Boaré to date,
and all information in the Board's files pertinent to your

application for a license as a psychologist in the State of Oregon,:
/77 '

/1/

v
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automatically become part of the evidentiary record of the case if a
3

hearing is not requested.

#h
‘Dated this ﬂq day of (}aﬂiti@A(/ ’ lQﬁHﬁ

5 " R o

Don F. Pagdho, PH.D.
6 - Board Chail

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21 W. Benny Won
Assistant Attorney General
22 Of Attorneys for Board of
Psychologist Examiners
23 100 Justice Building

Salem, OR 97310
24 Telephone: (503) 378-6986

26 WBW:smi/2379G
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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of the Imposition of )
a Civil Penalty Against: ) AGENCY NO: OBPE #03-54
)
BRAD LEVITT, Psy.D. ) FINAL ORDER BY DEFAULT
)
. )
Applicant. )
)

On July 29, 2004, the Board of Psychologist Examiners (Board) properly served notice on
Brad Levitt, Psy.D., that it intended to impose a civil penalty pursuant to ORS 675.110(5); ORS
675.070(1)(g) in the amount of $500 for violation of the Board statutes and rules. The Notice offered
Brad Levitt, Psy.D., an opportunity for hearing, if requested within 30 days of the service of the
notice. The Notice designated that the applicant's submissions to the Board regarding the subject of
this disciplinary case and all information in the Board's files relevant to the subject of this case would
automatically become part of the evidentiary record of this disciplinary action upon default for the
purpose of proving a prima facie case. ORS 183.415(6). Applicant Brad Levitt, Psy.D., did not
respond to the Notice and did not request a hearing.

NOW THEREFORE, after considering the Board’s records in this matter, the Board enters the

following:
FINDINGS OF FACT
1. On or about June 23, 2004, Applicant submitted a Contract for Supervision to the
Board, proposing to receive post-doctoral supervision from Dwight Mowry, Ph.D, a
board licensed psychologist
2. Contracts for Supervision are effective only after they are approved by the Board.

“. .'AGE 1 - FINAL ORDER BY DEFAULT

In the matter of Brad Leviit, Psy.D., Applicant.




1 3. Between June 23, 2003 and March 3, 2004, Applicant practiced psyéhology as
2 psychology resident under the supervision of Mowry, even though there was no valid
3 supervision contract in place.
4 4. Applicant’s practice of psychology at Mowry’s office included making psychological
5 evaluations of patients, all of which were signed by Applicant.
6 5 During the time that Applicant practiced psychology without a valid supervision
7 contract, Applicant identified himself as “psychology resident.”
8
9 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
10
11 1. Applicant is in default.
12 2. Applicant violated ORS 675.070(2)(i); ORS 675.030(1)(d); ORS 675.030(2), ORS
13 675.090(2); and 675.020(1) and (2); and AR 858-010-0036(3) in that Applicant
-4 practiced psychology without a license or valid supervision contract, and referred to
15 himself as a “psychology resident” while practicing without a valid supervision
16 contract at Mowry’s office.
17 ORDER
18 Based on the preceding Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Board hereby
19 orders that:
20 1. Applicant shall pay a civil penalty in the amount of $500.
21 DATED this |5 dayof __(&lober 2004
22 BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
93 State of Oregon
x Lo (.
Mdrtin Pittioni, EXecutive Director
25 Oregon Board of Psychologist Examiners
26

‘. ~#AGE2- FINAL ORDER BY DEFAULT
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: 1  Appeal Rights: You are entitled to judicial review of this order in accordance with ORS
2 183.482. You may request judicial review by filing a petition with the Court of Appeals in
3 Salem, Oregon within 60 days from the date of this order. |
4
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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of the Application for )
Licensure as a Psychologist of: ) AGENCY NO: OBPE #03-34
)
BRAD LEVITT, Psy.D. ) NOTICE OF INTENT TO IMPOSE
) CIVIL PENALTY
)
Applicant. )
)

TO:  BRAD LEVITT, Psy.D.

The Board of Psychologist Examiners (Board) is the state agency responsible for
licensing and disciplining psychologists, and for regulating the practice of psychology in the
State of Oregon. Applicant has applied to the Board for a license to practice psychology in the
State of Oregon.

1.

The Board proposes to impose a civil penalty of $500 against Applicant pursuant to ORS
675.110(5); ORS 675.070(1)(g) for violation of the Board’s statutes and rules, as more
specifically set forth below.,

2.
2.1 Onor about June 23, 2004, Applicant submitted a Contract for Supervision to the
Board, proposing to receive post-doctoral supervision from Dwight Mowry, Ph.D,
a board licensed psychologist.

2.2 Contracts for Supervision are effective only after they are approved by the Board.

23  Between June 23, 2003 and March 3, 2004, Applicant practiced psychology as

psychology resident under the supervision of Mowry, even though there was no

valid supervision contract in place.

PAGE 1 - NOTICE OF INTENT TO IMPOSE CIVIL PENALTY (GENJ7212)
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2.4  Applicant’s practice of psychology at Mowry’s office included making
psychological evaluations of patients, all of which were signed by Applicant.
' 2..5 During the time that Applicant practiced psychology without a valid supervision
contract, Applicant identified himself as “psychology resident.” |
3.

The Board alleges that the acts and conduct of Applicant described above constitute
violations of the following statutes and rules:

3.1 ORS 675.070(2)(); ORS 675.030(1)(d); ORS 675.030(2), ORS 675.090(2); and
675.020(1) and (2); and OAR 858-010-0036(3) in that Applicant practiced
psychology without a license or valid supervision contract, and referred to himself
as a “psychology resident” while practicing without a valid supervision contract at
Mowry’s office.

4.

The Board has authority to impose a civil penalty against Applicant pursuant to ORS
675.070(1)(g) and (2); and ORS 675.110(5). The Board has authority to investigate complaints
under ORS 675.110(8).

5.

Applicant has the right, if Applicant requests, to have a formal contested case hearing
before a hearings officer to contest the matter set out above, as provided by ORS 183.310 to
183.550. At the hearing, Applicant may be represented by an attorney and subpoena and
Cross-examine witnesses.

6.

If Applicant requests a hearing, the request must be made in writing to the Board, must be

received by the Board within thirty (30) days from the mailing of this notice, and must be

accompanied by a written answer to the charges contained in this notice. Before commencement of

PAGE 2 - NOTICE OF INTENT TO IMPOSE CIVIL PENALTY (GENJ7212)
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the hearing, Applicant will be given information on the procedures, right of representation, and other
rights of parties relating to the conduct of the hearing as required under ORS 183.413-415.
7.

If Applicant fails to request a hearing within 30 days, or fails to appear at the hearing as
schedﬁled, the Board may issue a final order by default and impose the above sanctions against -
Applicant. Applicant's submissions to the Board regarding the subject of this disciplinary case and
all information in the Board's files relevant to the subject of this case automatically become part of
the evidentiary record of this disciplinary action upon default for the purpose of proving a prima facie
case. ORS 183.415(6).

DATED this 29" dayof :\“‘l‘d' ,2004.

BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
State of Oregon

Lo (Dt

Martifi Pittioni, Executive Director
Oregon Board of Psychologist Examiners
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ORS 675.020 Practice or representation as psychologist prohibited
without license; use of business name or designation.

(1) To safeguard the people of the State of Oregon from the dangers of
unqualified and improper practice of psychology, no person shall:

% * * * *

(b) Represent oneself to be a psychologist without first being licensed
under ORS 675.010 to 675.150.

(2) As used in subsection (1)(b) of this section, "represent oneself to be a
psychologist" means to use any title or description of services incorporating the
words "psychology," "psychological," "psychotherapy" or "psychologist," or to
offer or render to individuals or to groups of individuals services included in the
practice of psychology.

JFS stated that McLittle referred to himself as a licensed psychologist on at least two
occasions during her counseling sessions with him on July 16 and 17, 2001. JFS testified that
MclLittle first referred to himself as a psychologist when questioned about his qualifications. She
testified further that McLittle referred to himself as a psychologist on the second occasion when
JFS inquired about obtaining a diagnosis code and a professional license number for purposes of
seeking reimbursement for the cost of McLittle’s counseling services from JFS’s health
insurance. JFS’s testimony throughout the hearing was reasonably specific, consistent,
responsive and delivered in a sincere manner. Further, JFS’s husband offered corroborating
testimony, stating that he had also heard McLittle refer to himself as a licensed psychologist
during his wife’s counseling sessions. I generally found JFS’s testimony to be reasonably
reliable and credible.

JFS’s account of events is further supported by the contents of the receipt McLittle sent to
her following the counseling sessions on July 16 and 17, 2001. As previously discussed in this
decision, McLittle acknowledged that he was responsible for the contents of this document. The
receipt contains a psychological diagnosis, a diagnosis code and a description of the fees that
McLittle had charged JFS. When viewed in combination with the testimony offered by JFS, GS
and McLittle at hearing, this document provides written corroboration of JFS’s account of her
discussion with McLittle regarding health insurance, and McLittle’s representation that there
would be no difficulty with insurance coverage because he was a trained psychologist.

McLittle repeatedly challenged the accuracy of JFS’s testimony at hearing. He asserted
that JFS had accused him of misrepresenting his credentials as a means of forcing him to return
the money that she had paid to him. This seems unlikely. Roy Masters refunded JFS’s money in
November 2001, long before this matter went to hearing.

A final factor to consider here is the content of the Foundation for Human Understanding
website prior to September 2002. As will be discussed in greater detail elsewhere in this decision,
the Foundation’s website featured an article authored by McLittle in which he referred to himself
as a trained psychologist. If McLittle had no reservations about describing himself as a trained
psychologist on a website accessible to the general public, then it is unlikely that he would have
reservations about making similar representations to individual clients. In sum, tthe Board is
persuaded, as was ALJ Rissberger, that McLittle verbally represented himself as a psychologist
on two occasions during his counseling session with JFS in July 2001, based on the testimony

In the Matter of Emanuel McLittle,
Page 8 of 12



from JFS, the corroborating testimony from her husband, the contents of the invoice McLittle
forwarded to JFS, and the contents of the Foundation of Human Understanding’s website.
McLittle’s use of the term psychologist to describe himself falls squarely within the definition of
misrepresentation contained in 675.020(2). McLittle’s representations in the presence of JFS and
her husband amounted to a clear violation of ORS 675.020(1)(b).

3. Whether Respondent misrepresented himself as a psychologist on the Foundation
of Human Understanding Website in violation of ORS 675.020(1)(b).

Until late September 2002, the Foundation of Human Understanding website contained
several references to McLittle which either described him as a psychologist or referred to his
experience and expertise with regard to psychology. This included an article authored by
McLittle and entitled “What Mental Health Isn’t.” Although McLittle testified that he wrote this
article prior to moving to Oregon, he acknowledged that he had provided it to the Foundation
with the knowledge that it would be posted on the Foundation’s website. In the article, McLittle
states that he is a trained psychologist. He refers as well to “Emanuel’s Psychology 101” as a
way to rid oneself of confusion. Both of these references violate ORS 675.020 which
specifically proscribes individuals who are not licensed psychologists from the use of any title or
description of services incorporating the terms “psychologist” or “psychology.”

The website also contained information indicating that McLittle has a “Master’s Degree
in Counseling Psychology.” This is an accurate factual representation. McLittle testified at
length during the hearing about the course work he completed at the University of Detroit before
earning a Masters of Art Degree in counseling psychology. However, the phrase “Masters
Degree in Counseling Psychology” also amounts to a title incorporating the term “psychology, ”
and thus constitutes a representation that McLittle is a psychologist within the meaning of ORS
675.020(2). It is important to keep in mind the context in which the reference is made. This
reference is made in conjunction with written materials that are intended to promote McLittle’s
services as a counselor within the State of Oregon and could lead to reasonable confusion about
his status as a psychologist in Oregon. Without a disclaimer of some sort, indicating that
McLittle is not a licensed psychologist in Oregon, or that McLittle’s training is only suitable for
licensure in Michigan, and not in Oregon, this reference also amounts to a violation of ORS
675.020(1)(b).The Board notes, like ALJ Rissberger did, that this violation did not appear to be
intentional.

As McLittle’s legal counsel noted at hearing, references to McLittle as a psychologist
were removed from the Foundation of Human Understanding website by the end of September
2002. McLittle understandably argued that he could no longer be deemed in violation of ORS
675.020(1)(b). The problem with this argument is one of timing. The Foundation website still
included references to McLittle as a psychologist and a provider of psychological services at the
time the Board issued its Notice of Proposed Civil Penalty. Indeed, more than six months passed
after date of the Board’s initial cease-and-desist letter before these references were removed.
References to McLittle as a psychologist, and a provider of psychological services, on the
Foundation website amounted to a separate violation of 675.020(1)(b). The fact that the most
significant references were eventually removed from the website is a mitigating factor and will
be discussed further in the sanctions portion of this decision.

4. Respondent is not exempt from sanctions under ORS 675.090(1)(f).

In the Matter of Emanuel McLittle,
Page 9 of 12



McLittle asserted at hearing that the counseling services that he provided to JFS, were
exempt from regulation by the Board because McLittle was a member of the clergy acting in a
ministerial capacity. The relevant statutory standard for this exception to the Board’s regulatory
authority is contained at ORS 675.090(1)(f). It provides, in relevant part:

675.090 Application of ORS 675.010 to 675.150. (1) ORS 675.010 to 675.150

does not apply to:

* % %

(f) A person who is a recognized member of the clergy, provided that the person

is acting in the person’s ministerial capacity and does not use the title

"psychologist."

There are a number of problems for Respondent in his efforts to invoke this defense.
Most significant, is the requirement that McLittle be functioning in a ministerial capacity. Both
JES and her husband testified that McLittle made no references to biblical or religious sources
during JFS’s two three-hour sessions with McLittle on July 16 and 17, 2001. Indeed, as
discussed elsewhere in this decision, McLittle referred to himself on two occasions as a
psychologist when questioned by JFS about his credentials, not as a minister. The most telling
factor here was McLittle’s eventual diagnosis of JFS as suffering from chronic depression.
Members of the clergy who are acting in a ministerial capacity do not give psychological
diagnoses, nor do they seek payment from health insurance providers or reimbursements on
behalf of their clients. McLittle has failed to demonstrate that he was acting in a ministerial
capacity during his sessions with JES on July 17 and 18. Further, McLittle used the title
psychologist to describe himself while providing services for JFS. ORS 675.090(1)(f) does not
apply here.

The Board’s determination that McLittle was not acting in a ministerial capacity, as
discussed above, should not be interpreted to mean that the Board found that McLittle was in fact
a minister. Ultimately, as ALJ Rissberger stated, the question whether McLittle became a
recognized member of the clergy by Roy Masters’ “laying on of the hands” need not be reached
because Mclittle’s conduct clearly demonstrated that, even if he was a minister, his conduct was
outside his ministerial capacity.

5. Recommended Sanctions.

The Board adopts ALJ Rissberger’s recommendations regarding the sanctions to be
imposed on McLittle, and that reasoning is incorporated as follows:

The Board has demonstrated that McLittle engaged in the unauthorized
practice of psychology in violation of ORS 675.020(1)(a) when he purported to
diagnosis JFS as suffering from depression. Further, the Board has demonstrated
that McLittle misrepresented himself as a psychologist to JFS, in violation of
ORS 675.020(1)(b), by telling her that he was a trained psychologist and, in a
separate incident, by allowing materials to be posted on a Foundation for Human
Understanding website that referred to McLittle as a psychologist. The primary
remaining issue here is the appropriate sanction. In the Board’s Notice of
Proposed Civil Sanction, the Board sought a $1,000 sanction for each violation, or
a total penalty of $3,000.

In the Matter of Emanuel McLittle,
Page 10 of 12



The Board’s administrative rules do not contain a list of mitigating factors,
or any other objective criteria, for reducing the amount of McLittle’s proposed
sanction. Indeed, the Board’s rules merely refer to a $1,000 sanction, without any
indication that a lesser sum may be appropriate.

MclLittle established that references to himself as a psychologist were
removed from the Foundation of Human Understanding website prior to the
hearing. This voluntary act mitigates the severity of McLittle’s violation of ORS
675.020(1)(b) with regard to information posted on the website, even though it
took several months to accomplish. Accordingly, I recommend that the sanction
for McLittle’s violation of 675.020(1)(b) as a result of information posted on the
website be reduced to $700. With regard to the violation of 675.020(1)(a) and the
remaining violation of 675.020(1)(b), neither party presented persuasive evidence
regarding the existence of significant mitigating factors. Although McLittle
argued that any sanction should be reduced based on his financial condition, little
in the way of financial evidence was presented at the hearing, beyond McLittle’s
testimony that he was not a wealthy man. Indeed, the fact that McLittle initially
charged JFS at a rate of $120 per hour for his services belies his assertion at
hearing that he gains little monetarily from providing counseling services. I
recommend that McLittle be compelled to pay a fine of $1,000 for each of the two
remaining violations.

FINAL ORDER

For the foregoing reasons, the Board hereby orders as follows:

1. The Board imposes a civil penalty of $1,000 against Respondent for practicing psychology
without authorization in violation of ORS 675.020(1)(a).

2. The Board imposes a civil penalty of $1,000 against Respondent for misrepresenting himself
as a psychologist in violation of ORS 675.020(1)(b), while providing counseling services for
JFS.

3. The Board imposes a civil penalty of $700 against Respondent for misrepresenting himself as
a psychologist in violation of ORS 675.020(1)(b) in materials posted on a website maintained
by the Foundation for Human Understanding.

4. The civil penalties are due and payable 10 days after this order becomes final by operation of
law or on appear, as provided under ORS 183.090.

It is so ordered this _j_ day of September, 2003 [ ) Q

Martin Pittioni
Executive Director
Oregon Board of Psychologist Examiners

In the Matter of Emanuel McLittle,
Page 11 of 12



Notice: You are entitled to judicial review of this Final Order pursuant to the provisions of ORS 183.480.
Judicial review may be obtained by filing a petition in the Oregon Court of Appeals. The petition must be filed
within 60 days from the date of service of this Final Order.

In the Matter of Emanuel McLittle,
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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS

STATE OF OREGON
In the Matter of the Unlicensed Practice )
- as a Psychologist of: ) AGENCY NO: OBPE #01-52

) «
EMANUEL McLITTLE, ) NOTICE OF PROPOSED CIVIL

) PENALTY

Respondent. )

)

TO: EMANUEL McLITTLE
1.

The Board of Psychologist Examiners (Board) is the state agency responsible for
licensing and disciplining psychologists and for regulating the practice of psychology in the State
of Oregon. The Board is also authorized to investigate and enforce its laws against the
unlicensed practice of psychology.

2.

Respondent Emanuel McLittle is not licensed by the Board to practice psychology in the

State of Oregon, and is not exempt from the licensure réquirement.
3.

The Board proposes to assess civil penalties against Respondent, pursuant to ORS
675.070(2)(i) and ORS 675.070(1) for violating the provisions of ORS 675.020(1)(a) and (b) against
the unlicensed practice of psychology and unauthorized representation as a psychologist. The alleged
violations are more particularly described as follows:

3.1 Respondent is affiliated or is an employee of the Foundation of Human

Understanding (FHU), an entity that pﬁrports to help people “cope successfully
with stress by showing them how to live according to the traditional Judeo-
Christian Principles of patience, honesty, courage, self-control, forgiveness, and

real love for one's fellow man” through its website, www.fhu.com.
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3.5

3.6

In June of 2001, JFS called the foundation in response to a radio advertisement
for counseling services. JFS was interested in counseling services for depression,
and to cope with the death of her brother.
On July 3, 2001, JFS had a telephone counseling session with respoﬁdent and was
charged $120.
JFS scheduled and attended two in-person counseling sessions with respondent on
July 16, and July 17, 2001. Each session lasted three hours, and took place at the
Tall Timber Ranch in Selma, Oregon.
During the course of the July 16 and/or the July 17 sessions, respondent
represented to JFS and her husband that he was a “licensed psychologist”; and he
didn’t think JFS would have a problem submitting an insurance claim for his
services because he was a “licensed psychologist”; but that he would need to mail
JFS the “diagnosis code” before she could submit her insurance claim.
Following the sessions of July 16 and July 17, Respondent submitted an invoice
to JES for the purpose of making a reimbursement claim to her insurer.
Respondent noted in the invoice as follows: “Client Suffers from Chronic
Depressive Disorder (301.12).” Respondent’s name appeared below the diagnosis
with the title of “psychotherapist.”

4.

The Board alleges that Respondent’s acts and conduct described above constitute

violations of ORS 675.020(1)(a) and (b) as further defined under ORS 675.010; ORS 675.020(2);

and OAR 858-010-0001. The Board therefore proposes to assess civil penalties against

Respondent as follows:

4.1

$1,000 for violation of ORS 675.020(1)(a) (practice of psychology without first
being licensed for rendering supervision, consultation, evaluation or therapy

services to JES for the purpose of diagnosing or treating her depression).

PAGE 2 - NOTICE OF PROPOSED CIVIL PENALTY (EMANUEL McLITTLE) GENC1681
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4.2

$1,000 for violation of ORS 675.020(1)(b) (representation as a psychologist by
telling JFS he was a licensed psychologist; and for using the title |
“psychotherapist” without first being licensed.

5.

In addition to the civil penalties described above, the Board also proposes to assess civil

penalties against Respondent, pursuant to ORS 675.070(2)(i) and ORS 675.070(1) for separate

violations of ORS 675.020(1)(b) for misrepresenting himself to be a psychologist without first

being licensed. The alleged violations are more particularly described as follows:

5.1
52

53

54

/17

0z

The Board re-alleges paragraph 3.1 and hereby incorporates it by reference.
Respondent is featured in a portion of the FHU website as the director of its
counseling service. The FHU website describes the counseling service provided
by Respondent as a service to help with “personal dilemmas requiring one-to-one
attention of a trained psychologist.” The description of the services provided by
the counseling service also refers to Respondent’s “counseling psychology
program” work; his “Master’s Degree in Counseling Psychology”; and his “two
decades of public and private practice.”

The FHU Website also features the article “What Mental Health Isn’t” authored
by Respondent. Respondent represents himself in the article to be a “trained
psychologist” and refers to his methodology as “Emanuel’s psychology 101.”
The Board has advised Respondent that he is in violation of the Board’s statutes
and rules. On April 12, 2002, Respondent acknowledged the Board’s position
and represented to the Board that the references on the FHU website would be
removed in “a week or two.” Despite respondent’s assurances, the unauthorized

representations continue to appear on the FHU website.
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6.

The Board alleges that Respondent’s actions and the information contained in the FHU
website as described in paragraph 5 are prohibited representations that Respondent is a psychologist,
and violate ORS 675.020(1)(b) as further defined under ORS 675.020(2) and OAR 858-010-0001(1).
The Board therefore proposes to assess a civil penalty against Respondent as follows:

6.1 $1,000 for violation of ORS 675.020(1)(b) (representation as a psychologist on

the FHU website and description of the services incorporating variations of the
word “psychology” without first being licensed.
7.

Respondent has the right, if he requests, to have a formal contested case hearing before the
Board or its hearings officer to contest the matter set out above, as provided by Oregon Revised
Statutes 183.310 to 183.550. At the hearing, Respondent may be represented by an attorney and
subpoena and cross-examine witnesses.

8.

That request for hearing must be made in writing to the Board, must be received by the Board
within thirty (30) days from the mailing of this notice and must be accompanied by a written answer
to the charges contained in this notice.

9.

»If Respondent requests a hearing, before commencement of that hearing, he will be given
information on the procedures, right of representation, and other rights of parties relating to the
conduct of the hearing as required under ORS 183.413-415, before commencement of the hearing.

10.

If Respondent fails to request a hearing within 30 days, or fails to appear at the hearing as
scheduled, the Board may issue a final order by default and impose the above sanctions against him.
Respondent’s submissions to the Board to-date regarding the subject of this disciplinary case and all

information in the Board's files relevant to the subject of this case automatically become part of the
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1  evidentiary record of this disciplinary action upon default for the purpose of proving a prima facie

2 case. ORS 183.415(6).

DATED this .20 % day of (i s 12002,

BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
State of Oregon

By: .
anis M. Coté, Executive Director

1L

© 00 N AN »n b~ W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

PAGE 5 - NOTICE OF PROPOSED CIVIL PENALTY (EMANUEL McLITTLE) GENC1681

















































































































































































	Discipline Index
	Blay, Randy
	Conway, Patrick
	Correa, Joseph L.
	Dodson, James M.
	Harrington, Terry

	Kahn, Stephen
	Koralek, Leslie
	Lane, Gary
	Levitt, Brad
	McLittle, Emanuel
	Mitchell, Ralph D.
	Neely, Tracy
	O'Neal, Scott
	Patterson, Allen E.
	Pierce, Samuel L.
	Reid, William H.
	Rote, Steve



