
LEGISLATIVE REVIEW OF ADOPTED REGULATIONS AS REQUIRED BY  
NRS 233b.066 

LCB FILE R038-16 

The following statement is submitted for adopted amendments to Nevada Administrative (NAC) 
code Chapter 641. 

1. A clear and concise explanation of the need for the adopted regulation. 

R038-16 contains multiple proposed changes that clarify the profession’s education and training 
standards for future applicants.   

Sections 2 & 3: Recently, the Board has noticed that unlicensed individuals were inappropriately 
piecing together training hours, by starting an internship outside of a formal doctoral training 
program.  In order to be a psychologist, one must come from a formal training program, which 
guarantees a student is receiving proper direction and supervision.  Sections 2 and 3 notify 
Nevada psychologists acting as supervisors that they cannot take an unlicensed intern without a 
formal affiliation agreement with the intern’s home training program.  Further, these sections 
educate potential applicants with doctoral training in a related field who wish to respecialize in 
clinical psychology, must complete a formal Re-specialization program.  

Section 5: Applicants coming from non-accredited programs must establish that their training is 
equivalent to accredited training.  The current regulation only allows one avenue to complete this 
requirement.  This one avenue proved difficult for applicants and cut off their options for 
establishing equivalency.   Section 5 provides for multiple avenues, and provides the Board the 
option to require further information to evaluate equivalency. 

Sections 4 and 6: National standards for accreditation are to change effective January 1, 2017. 
There is only one accrediting body for educational standards in the field of psychology- the 
American Psychological Association (APA). Sections 4 and 6 updates  NAC 641 to align with 
the new APA standards of accreditation and provides a clearer set of guidelines for trainees 
coming from non-accredited programs to understand what will be needed to prove equivalency, 
to allow for all applicants to align with the current standards in training in the field of 
psychology. 

Sections 12 and 16:  The proposed language change clarifies that supervisors are responsible for 
the trainees and the trainees’ patients, that trainees are not qualified to work independently and 
that  a licensed professional needs to be on site at all times.  In emergencies, a licensed 
professional will be required.  The regulation changes serves to protect trainees from being given 
too much independence prior to the time they are ready.  To ensure that trainees and their 
patients are provided adequate oversight, Supervisors are limited to the numbers of trainees listed 
in the language change. This ensures that supervisors  maintain a manageable caseload.  Doing 
this provides protection to the public and avoids exploitation of the unlicensed trainee.  



Sections 8, 9 and 10: These changes align our continuing education credits with new law from 
the previous legislative session requiring  2 hours of suicide prevention continuing education 
hours during renewal for psychologists, behavior analysts and licensed assistant behavior 
analysts.  

2. A description of how public comment was solicited, a summary of public response, and 
an explanation how other interested person may obtain a copy of the summary. 

Notices of workshop and notices of intent to act upon the regulation were sent by US. Mail and 
email to persons who were known to have interest in the licensure requirements of Psychologists 
and Behavior Analysts in the state of Nevada, as well as any specific person who requested 
notification regarding regulation changes.  Each mailing included further information on how to 
receive a free copy of the proposed regulation.  These documents were also made available 
through the website of the Board of Psychological Examiners, psyexam.nv.gov or by directly 
emailing the Board office NBOP@govmail.state.nv.us, mailed to all county libraries in Nevada 
and posted at the following locations: 

Board of Psychological Examiners 
4600 Kietzke Lane B-116 (E141) 
Reno, Nevada 89502 

Office of the Attorney General 
Grant Sawyer Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3900 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Office of the Attorney General 
100 N. Carson St. 
Carson City, Nevada 89701 

Carson City City Manager 
Carson City City Hall 
201 N. Carson St., Suite 2 
Carson City, Nevada 89701 

On August 15, 2016, a workshop was held to discuss language changes after they had been 
reviewed and approved by the Board to the current NAC 641.  A summary of the discussion held 
regarding the proposed language change is below. Thereafter, on or about November 9, 2016, the 
Board of Psychological Examiners issued a Notice of Intent to Act Upon a Regulation which 
incorporated in the proposed amendment that was discussed at the above workshop. On 
December 9, 2016, a public hearing was held, where the Board of psychological Examiners 
received public testimony opposed to the use of the word “substantially online” in section 4.  The 
Board of Psychological Examiners approved to adopt proposed regulations R131-16 with 
changes to section 4, attached.  Public spoke for and against the language as proposed at both of 
the above dates. 

On multiple occasions, persons working for Walden University and Capella University, attended 
regular Board meetings and made remarks regarding the proposed regulation.  Upon the first 
revision, the Board responded to their initial issue and made the addition of a member of an 
accredited institution to complete the required education evaluation.  It was added in the second 
revision. 



At the regular Board meetings, as well as the public workshop and hearing, persons working 
with Walden University and Capella University, issues regarding the term “substantially online.”  
The language change was developed with the assistance of LCB. Utilizing the same language in 
NAC 641 as listed in the accreditation language exactly.  At the Public Hearing, the Board voted 
that they would remove “substantially online” from section 4. 

A member of the University of Nevada, Reno psychology department spoke in support of the 
language as presented, at both the public workshop and hearing. A member of the State of 
Nevada Internship consortium also spoke in support of the supervision limits. 

3. The number of persons who: 

(a) Attended each hearing:   August 15, 2016: 11; April 29, 2016- 21  
(b) Testified at each hearing:  September 12, 2014 -6; April 29, 2016- 4;  
(c) Submitted to the agency written comments:  3; 2 

4. A list of names and contact information, including telephone number, business address, 
business telephone number, e-mail address, and name of entity or organization represented 
for each person identified above in #3, as provided to the agency, is attached as Exhibit A 

5. A description of how comment was solicited from affected business, a summary of their 
response, and an explanation how other interested persons may obtain a copy of the 
summary. 

Comments were solicited from affected businesses in the same manner as they were solicited 
from the public.  The summary of the discussion by the Board may be obtained through Board 
minutes; however a summary of the comments received are above.  The written comments 
received are attached for review. 

6. If the regulation was adopted without changing any part of the proposed regulation, a 
summary of the reasons for adopting the regulation without change. 

The Board requested changes to the language change, on three occasions; June 20, 2016, August 
19, 2016 and December 2, 2016.  Each time after a Board meeting where the Board heard and 
discussed the requests of the public. 

7. The estimated economic effect of the adopted regulation on the businesses which it is to 
regulate and on the public.   These must be state separately, and each case must be 
included: 

*Economic effects on regulated businesses:  
a) Adverse, immediate:   There are no intended adverse effects from this regulation. 
    Adverse, long-term: There are no intended adverse effects from this regulation. 
 
b) Beneficial, immediate: There are no intended economic effects in this regulation. 



     Beneficial, long-term: There are no intended economic effects in this regulation. 
 
*Economic effects on public: 
a) Adverse, immediate:  There are no intended economic effects in this regulation. 
    Adverse, long-term: There are no intended economic effects in this regulation. 
b) Beneficial, immediate: There are no intended economic effects in this regulation. 
     Beneficial, long-term: There are no intended economic effects in this regulation. 
 
8. The estimated cost to the agency for enforcement of the adopted regulation. 
 
There will be no increased cost of enforcement. 
 
9. A description of any regulations of other state or government agencies which the 
proposed regulation overlaps or duplicates and a statement explain why the duplication or 
overlapping is necessary.  If the regulation overlaps or duplicates a federal regulation, the 
name of the regulating federal agency. 
 
The Board is not aware of any overlapping or duplicating of federal or state regulations.  The 
accreditation standards are from a professional and scientific organization. 
 
10. If the regulation includes provisions that are more stringent than a federal regulation 
which regulates the same activity, a summary of such provisions. 
 
There are no federal regulations that apply. 
 
11. If the regulation provides a new fee or increases an existing fee, the total annual amount 
the agency expects to collect and the manner in which the money will be used. 
 
Not applicable. 
 
Regulation adopted with changes on December 2, 2016. 


