SB 5054 Scope of Practice Analysis for Psychology

The definition of the practice of psychology in Washington, as stated in RCW 18.83.010 is as follows:

(1) The "practice of psychology" means the observation, evaluation, interpretation, and modification
of human behavior by the application of psychological principles, methods, and procedures for
the purposes of preventing or eliminating symptomatic or maladaptive behavior and promoting
mental and behavioral health. It includes, but is not limited to, providing the following services to
individuals, families, groups, organizations, and the public, whether or not payment is received
for services rendered:

(a) Psychological measurement, assessment, and evaluation by means of psychological,
neuropsychological, and psychoeducational testing;

(b) Diagnosis and treatment of mental, emotional, and behavioral disorders, and psychological
aspects of illness, injury, and disability; and

(c) Counseling and guidance, psychotherapeutic techniques, remediation, health promotion, and
consultation within the context of established psychological principles and theories.

This definition does not include the teaching of principles of psychology for accredited
educational institutions, or the conduct of research in problems of human or animal behavior.

The completed analysis revealed all 50 states were deemed to have an equivalent and or greater scope
of practice to Washington.

The analysis of scope of practices is based strictly on statutory and rules language of each state.

State Equivalent Scope of Practice? Summary
Alabama Yes The language of Alabama’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

However, psychological technicians are also
licensed in Alabama with a master’s degree and
a separate (not substantially equivalent) scope
of practice that requires them to be supervised
by a doctoral level licensed psychologist.
Alaska Yes The language of Alaska’s scope of practice is as
defined as Washington’s, but is considered
substantially equivalent.

Arizona Yes The language of Arizona’s scope of practice is
not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

Arkansas Yes The language of Arkansas’ scope of practice is
well-defined and exceeds Washington's
standards.

California Yes The language of California’s scope of practice is

substantially equivalent to Washington’s.
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http://alisondb.legislature.state.al.us/alison/codeofalabama/1975/coatoc.htm
https://www.commerce.alaska.gov/web/portals/5/pub/PsychologistStatutes.pdf
https://www.azleg.gov/viewdocument/?docName=http://www.azleg.gov/ars/32/02061.htm
https://www.psychologyboard.arkansas.gov/Websites/psychology/images/2008_Chapter_97.pdf
https://www.psychology.ca.gov/laws_regs/2019lawsregs.pdf

State

Equivalent Scope of Practice?

Summary

Colorado

Yes

The language of Colorado's scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington.

Connecticut

Yes

The language of Connecticut’s scope of practice
is not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

Delaware

The language of Delaware’s scope of practice is
not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

District of
Columbia

The language of Washington, D.C.’s scope of
practice is substantially equivalent to
Washington’s.

Florida

The language of Florida’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington.

Georgia

The language of Georgia’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Hawaii

The language of Hawaii’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Idaho

The language of Idaho’s scope of practice is not
as defined as Washington’s, but is considered
substantially equivalent.

lllinois

The language of lllinois’ scope of practice is not
as defined as Washington’s, but is considered
substantially equivalent.

Indiana

The language of Indiana’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

lowa

The language of lowa’s scope of practice is not
as defined as Washington’s, but is considered
substantially equivalent.

Kansas

The language of Kansas’ scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Kentucky

The language of Kentucky’s scope of practice is
not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

Louisiana

The language of Louisiana’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington.

Maine

The language of Maine's scope of practice is not
as defined as Washington’s, but is considered
substantially equivalent.

Maryland

The language of Maryland’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Massachusetts

The language of Massachusetts’s scope of
practice is not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.
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https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzKoVwvexVATMlFKX3NvbHh1ZTQ/view
https://www.cga.ct.gov/current/PUB/chap_383.htm#sec_20-187a
https://delcode.delaware.gov/title24/c035/sc01/index.shtml
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/3-1201.02.html
http://www.leg.state.fl.us/statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=0400-0499/0490/Sections/0490.003.html
https://sos.ga.gov/plb/acrobat/Laws/02_Psychology_43-39.pdf
https://health.hawaii.gov/substance-abuse/counselor-certification/
https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title54/T54CH23/SECT54-2302/
http://ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs3.asp?ActID=1294&ChapAct=225%26nbsp%3BILCS%26nbsp%3B15%2F&ChapterID=24&ChapterName=PROFESSIONS+AND+OCCUPATIONS&ActName=Clinical+Psychologist+Licensing+Act%2E
http://iga.in.gov/static-documents/5/9/0/f/590f4ede/TITLE25_AR33_ar33.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/code/2019/154B.1.pdf
http://www.kslegislature.org/li_2014/b2013_14/statute/074_000_0000_chapter/074_053_0000_article/074_053_0002_section/074_053_0002_k/
http://psy.ky.gov/Documents/PSY%202019%20Laws%20and%20Regulations.pdf
https://www.legis.la.gov/Legis/law.aspx?d=93633
http://www.mainelegislature.org/legis/statutes/32/title32sec3811.html
https://health.maryland.gov/psych/pdfs/Subtitle1_Definitions.pdf
https://www.mass.gov/psychologists-licensing

State

Equivalent Scope of Practice?

Summary

Michigan

Yes

The language of Michigan’s scope of practice is
not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

Minnesota

The language of Minnesota’s scope of practice is
better defined and substantially equivalent to
Washington’s.

Mississippi

The language of Mississippi’s scope of practice is
better defined and substantially equivalent to
Washington.

Missouri

The language of Missouri’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Montana

The language of Montana’s scope of practice is
not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

Nebraska

The language of Nebraska’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Nevada

The language of Nevada’s scope of practice is
not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

New Hampshire

The language of New Hampshire’s scope of
practice is well defined and substantially
equivalent to Washington’s.

New Jersey

The language of New Jersey’s scope of practice
is not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

New Mexico

The language of New Mexico’s scope of practice
is not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

New York

The language of New York’s scope of practice is
not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

North Carolina

The language of North Carolina’s scope of
practice is substantially equivalent to
Washington.

North Dakota

The language of North Dakota’s scope of
practice is substantially equivalent to
Washington.

Ohio

The language of Ohio’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington.

Oklahoma

The language of Oklahoma’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington.

Oregon

The language of Oregon’s scope of practice is
not as defined as Washington’s, but is
considered substantially equivalent.

Pennsylvania

The language of Pennsylvania’s scope of practice
is substantially equivalent to Washington.
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http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(oatkamsxrw23wsmliib4ny3p))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-333-18201
https://advance.lexis.com/documentpage/?pdmfid=1000516&crid=ecd481ca-b8c1-4c2a-83ba-13894cfd5218&title=%C2%A7+73-31-3.+Definitions+%5BRepealed+effective+July+1%2C+2022%5D.&populated=false&haschildren=&level=3&nodepath=%2FROOT%2FABM%2FABMAAZ%2FABMAAZAAC&no
https://revisor.mo.gov/main/OneSection.aspx?section=337.015
https://leg.mt.gov/bills/mca/title_0370/chapter_0170/part_0010/section_0020/0370-0170-0010-0020.html
https://sos.nebraska.gov/rules-and-regs/regsearch/Rules/Health_and_Human_Services_System/Title-172/Chapter-155.pdf
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/NRS/NRS-641.html#NRS641Sec020
http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/rsa/html/XXX/329-B/329-B-2.htm
https://www.njconsumeraffairs.gov/Statutes/psychologicallaw.pdf
http://www.srca.nm.gov/wp-content/uploads/attachments/16.022.0001.pdf
http://www.op.nysed.gov/prof/psych/article153.htm
https://www.legis.nd.gov/cencode/t43c32.pdf
http://codes.ohio.gov/orc/4732
https://www.ok.gov/psychology/Licensees/Licensing_Act/index.html
https://secure.sos.state.or.us/oard/viewSingleRule.action?ruleVrsnRsn=251043
https://www.dos.pa.gov/ProfessionalLicensing/BoardsCommissions/Psychology/Documents/Applications%20and%20Forms/Non-Application%20Documents/PsychM%20-%20Psychology%20Board%20Act.pdf

State

Equivalent Scope of Practice?

Summary

Rhode Island

Yes

The language of Rhode Island’s scope of practice
is substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

South Carolina

Yes

The language of South Carolina’s scope of
practice is substantially equivalent to
Washington’s.

South Dakota

The language of South Dakota’s scope of
practice is substantially equivalent to
Washington’s.

Tennessee

The language of Tennessee’s scope of practice is
not as well defined; however, is considered
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Texas

The language of Texas’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Utah

The language of Utah's scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Vermont

The language of Vermont'’s scope of practice is
not well defined; however, is considered
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Virginia

The language of Virginia’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

West Virginia

The language of West Virginia’s scope of
practice is substantially equivalent to
Washington’s.

Wisconsin

The language of Wisconsin’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.

Wyoming

The language of Wyoming’s scope of practice is
substantially equivalent to Washington’s.
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http://webserver.rilin.state.ri.us/Statutes/TITLE5/5-44/5-44-1.HTM
https://www.scstatehouse.gov/code/t40c055.php
http://sdlegislature.gov/Statutes/Codified_Laws/DisplayStatute.aspx?Type=Statute&Statute=36-27A-1
https://publications.tnsosfiles.com/rules/1180/1180-02.20140703.pdf
https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title58/Chapter61/58-61-S102.html?v=C58-61-S102_1800010118000101
https://legislature.vermont.gov/statutes/fullchapter/26/055
https://www.dhp.virginia.gov/psychology/psychology_laws_regs.htm
https://psychbd.wv.gov/law/Documents/Chapter%2030,%20Article21.pdf
https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/455.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0Bzbn-PHKrODrRzVObEJrM0pFNk0/view

