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PITTMAN, Judge. 

The Alabama Board of Examiners i n Psyc h o l o g y ("the 

Board") appeals from a judgment of the Montgomery C i r c u i t 

C o u r t r e v e r s i n g an o r d e r of the Board t h a t had suspended a 

l i c e n s e i s s u e d t o L e r o y R i c h a r d s o n t o p r a c t i c e as a 
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p s y c h o l o g i s t and t h a t had imposed o t h e r s a n c t i o n s a g a i n s t 

R i c h a r d s o n . We r e v e r s e the c i r c u i t c o u r t ' s judgment. 

The r e c o r d r e v e a l s t h a t R i c h a r d s o n was f i r s t l i c e n s e d by 

the Board i n 1997. From about t h a t time u n t i l e a r l y 2003, 

R i c h a r d s o n was employed by the Alabama Department of Youth 

S e r v i c e s ("DYS") as the campus p s y c h o l o g i s t a t DYS's Vacca 

Campus i n the Birmingham a r e a . D u r i n g the time t h a t 

R i c h a r d s o n worked a t the Vacca Campus, he f r e q u e n t l y a r r a n g e d 

f o r " t o u r s " of the campus f o r l o c a l youth whose b e h a v i o r 

s uggested t h e y might l a t e r t u r n t o crime. D u r i n g those 

" t o u r s , " v i s i t i n g young pe o p l e 10 t o 15 y e a rs o l d were o f t e n 

f i t t e d w i t h metal l e g s h a c k l e s ; they were a l s o i n t e r m i n g l e d 

w i t h the r e s i d e n t p o p u l a t i o n and r e q u i r e d t o p e r f o r m the same 

chores and t o undergo many of the same e x p e r i e n c e s , i n c l u d i n g 

punishments, as the r e s i d e n t p o p u l a t i o n . The r e c o r d a l s o 

r e f l e c t s t h a t the o s t e n s i b l e purpose of those t o u r s was t o 

c o n v i n c e the young v i s i t o r s t h a t changing t h e i r b e h a v i o r f o r 

the b e t t e r would be p r e f e r a b l e t o becoming a r e s i d e n t of the 

campus. 

D u r i n g R i c h a r d s o n ' s t e n u r e a t the campus, v i s i t o r s were 

brought i n i n d i v i d u a l l y by p a r e n t s , s c h o o l a d m i n i s t r a t o r s , and 
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o t h e r s , and the v i s i t o r s would t y p i c a l l y spend anywhere from 

two t o e i g h t hours i n s i d e the secure f a c i l i t y . 1 W i t h s p e c i f i c 

r e f e r e n c e t o those campus v i s i t s , t he Board charged R i c h a r d s o n 

w i t h f a i l i n g t o conduct i n i t i a l assessments of the " t o u r " 

v i s i t o r s , f a i l i n g t o o b t a i n the i n f o r m e d consent of t h e i r 

p a r e n t s or l e g a l g u a r d i a n s , and f a i l i n g t o produce and 

m a i n t a i n documentation of h i s work, p r a c t i c e s i d e n t i f i e d by 

the Board as b e i n g i n v i o l a t i o n of Alabama s t a t u t e s g o v e r n i n g 

the p r a c t i c e of p s y c h o l o g y . The Board's a d m i n i s t r a t i v e law 

judge ("ALJ") r e v i e w e d t e s t i m o n i a l e v i d e n c e from an e a r l i e r 

Alabama P e r s o n n e l Board h e a r i n g r e l a t e d t o the " t o u r " program. 

The A L J s u b m i t t e d proposed f i n d i n g s of f a c t and c o n c l u s i o n s of 

law t o the Board, and the Board adopted the ALJ's 

recommendations and imposed s a n c t i o n s on R i c h a r d s o n . 

Pursuant t o A l a . Code 1975, § 41-22-20, R i c h a r d s o n sought 

j u d i c i a l r e v i e w of the Board's o r d e r i n the Montgomery C i r c u i t 

C o u r t . A f t e r the p a r t i e s had f i l e d w r i t t e n s u b m i s s i o n s i n 

s u p p o r t of t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e p o s i t i o n s , the c i r c u i t c o u r t h e l d 

a h e a r i n g , a t which t h a t c o u r t h e a r d o r a l argument from the 

1Throughout the r e c o r d , the " t o u r " program was r e f e r r e d 
t o as a "Scared S t r a i g h t " program, a l t h o u g h t h a t term was not 
p r e f e r r e d by R i c h a r d s o n . 
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p a r t i e s ' a t t o r n e y s . The c i r c u i t c o u r t then e n t e r e d a judgment 

r e v e r s i n g the Board's o r d e r on the a u t h o r i t y of A l a . Code 

1975, § 41-22-20(k)(6) and (7); the c o u r t o p i n e d t h a t the 

Board's o r d e r was " c l e a r l y e r r o n e o u s " i n view of the ev i d e n c e 

i n the r e c o r d and was "unreasonable, a r b i t r a r y , or c a p r i c i o u s 

or c h a r a c t e r i z e d by an abuse of d i s c r e t i o n or [ w a s ] a c l e a r l y 

unwarranted e x e r c i s e of d i s c r e t i o n . " The b a s i s f o r the 

c i r c u i t c o u r t ' s judgment was i t s view t h a t the Board had 

f a i l e d t o prove t h a t a " p r o f e s s i o n a l r e l a t i o n s h i p " had e x i s t e d 

between R i c h a r d s o n and any of the c h i l d r e n brought t o the 

campus f o r the " t o u r " or t h e i r p a r e n t s ; i n o t h e r words, i n the 

view of the c i r c u i t c o u r t , the Board had f a i l e d t o prove t h a t 

R i c h a r d s o n a c t u a l l y had been p r o v i d i n g " p s y c h o l o g i c a l 

s e r v i c e s . " The c i r c u i t c o u r t then deduced, from i t s 

c o n c l u s i o n t h a t R i c h a r d s o n had not been p r o v i d i n g 

p s y c h o l o g i c a l s e r v i c e s , t h a t R i c h a r d s o n c o u l d not p o s s i b l y 

have v i o l a t e d the e t h i c a l p r i n c i p l e s the Board charged him 

w i t h v i o l a t i n g . 2 

2Because we conclude t h a t t he Board c o u l d have p r o p e r l y 
d e t e rmined t h a t R i c h a r d s o n had p r o v i d e d p s y c h o l o g i c a l 
s e r v i c e s , we do not address whether t h a t d e d u c t i o n was 
c o r r e c t . 
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Under A l a . Code 1975, § 3 4 - 2 6 - 4 6 ( a ) ( 1 7 ) , the Board i s 

empowered t o suspend or o t h e r w i s e d i s c i p l i n e , a t i t s 

d i s c r e t i o n , a p s y c h o l o g i s t who v i o l a t e s the code of e t h i c s 

adopted by the r u l e s and r e g u l a t i o n s of the B o a r d . The code 

of e t h i c s i n f o r c e d u r i n g the r e l e v a n t p e r i o d , 1997-2003, was 

the American P s y c h o l o g i c a l A s s o c i a t i o n ' s E t h i c a l P r i n c i p l e s of 

P s y c h o l o g i s t s and Code of Conduct 1992, adopted by the Board 

p u r s u a n t t o A l a . Admin. Code, R u l e 750-X-6-.02. E t h i c a l 

P r i n c i p l e 2.01, t i t l e d " E v a l u a t i o n , D i a g n o s i s , and 

I n t e r v e n t i o n s i n P r o f e s s i o n a l C o n t e x t , " p r o v i d e s as f o l l o w s : 

"(a) P s y c h o l o g i s t s p e r f o r m e v a l u a t i o n s , 
d i a g n o s t i c s e r v i c e s , or i n t e r v e n t i o n s o n l y w i t h i n 
the c o n t e x t of a d e f i n e d p r o f e s s i o n a l r e l a t i o n s h i p . 

" ( b ) P s y c h o l o g i s t s ' a s s e s s m e n t s , 
recommendations, r e p o r t s , and p s y c h o l o g i c a l 
d i a g n o s t i c or e v a l u a t i v e statements are based on 
i n f o r m a t i o n and t e c h n i q u e s ( i n c l u d i n g p e r s o n a l 
i n t e r v i e w s of the i n d i v i d u a l when a p p r o p r i a t e ) 
s u f f i c i e n t t o p r o v i d e a p p r o p r i a t e s u b s t a n t i a t i o n f o r 
t h e i r f i n d i n g s . ..." 

I t was under t h a t p r i n c i p l e t h a t the Board charged R i c h a r d s o n 

w i t h h a v i n g f a i l e d t o conduct i n i t i a l assessments of the 

" t o u r " v i s i t o r s . 

The Board f u r t h e r charged R i c h a r d s o n w i t h f a i l i n g t o 

a c q u i r e i n f o r m e d consent from the c h i l d r e n or t h e i r p a r e n t s or 
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l e g a l g u a r d i a n s under E t h i c a l P r i n c i p l e 4.02, e n t i t l e d 

"Informed Consent t o Therapy," which s t a t e s : 

"(a) P s y c h o l o g i s t s o b t a i n a p p r o p r i a t e i n f o r m e d 
consent t o t h e r a p y or r e l a t e d p r o c e d u r e s , u s i n g 
language t h a t i s r e a s o n a b l y u n d e r s t a n d a b l e t o 
p a r t i c i p a n t s . ... 

"(b) When persons are l e g a l l y i n c a p a b l e of 
g i v i n g i n f o r m e d consent, p s y c h o l o g i s t s o b t a i n 
i n f o r m e d p e r m i s s i o n from a l e g a l l y a u t h o r i z e d 
p e r s o n , i f such s u b s t i t u t e consent i s p e r m i t t e d by 
law. 

"(c) I n a d d i t i o n , p s y c h o l o g i s t s (1) i n f o r m those 
persons who a r e l e g a l l y i n c a p a b l e of g i v i n g i n f o r m e d 
consent about the proposed i n t e r v e n t i o n s i n a manner 
commensurate w i t h the p e r s o n s ' p s y c h o l o g i c a l 
c a p a c i t i e s , (2) seek t h e i r a s s e n t t o thos e 
i n t e r v e n t i o n s , and (3) c o n s i d e r such p e r s o n s ' 
p r e f e r e n c e s and b e s t i n t e r e s t s . " 

F i n a l l y , w i t h r e s p e c t t o R i c h a r d s o n ' s f a i l u r e t o produce 

and m a i n t a i n documentation of h i s c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h the 

" t o u r " v i s i t o r s , the Board c i t e d two p r o v i s i o n s of the E t h i c a l 

P r i n c i p l e s and Code of Conduct. P r o v i s i o n 1.23, e n t i t l e d 

"Documentation of P r o f e s s i o n a l and S c i e n t i f i c Work," p r o v i d e s : 

"(a) P s y c h o l o g i s t s a p p r o p r i a t e l y document t h e i r 
p r o f e s s i o n a l and s c i e n t i f i c work i n o r d e r t o 
f a c i l i t a t e p r o v i s i o n of s e r v i c e s l a t e r by them or by 
o t h e r p r o f e s s i o n a l s , t o ensure a c c o u n t a b i l i t y , and 
t o meet o t h e r r e q u i r e m e n t s of i n s t i t u t i o n s or the 
law. 

"(b) When p s y c h o l o g i s t s have reason t o b e l i e v e 
t h a t r e c o r d s of t h e i r p r o f e s s i o n a l s e r v i c e s w i l l be 
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used i n l e g a l p r o c e e d i n g s i n v o l v i n g r e c i p i e n t s of or 
p a r t i c i p a n t s i n t h e i r work, they have a 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y t o c r e a t e and m a i n t a i n documentation 
i n the k i n d of d e t a i l and q u a l i t y t h a t would be 
c o n s i s t e n t w i t h r e a s o n a b l e s c r u t i n y i n an 
a d j u d i c a t i v e forum. ... " 

A l s o , p r o v i s i o n 1.24, e n t i t l e d "Records and Data," p r o v i d e s 

t h a t p s y c h o l o g i s t s are t o " c r e a t e , m a i n t a i n , d i s s e m i n a t e , 

s t o r e , r e t a i n , and d i s p o s e of r e c o r d s and d a t a r e l a t i n g t o 

t h e i r r e s e a r c h , p r a c t i c e , and o t h e r work i n accordance w i t h 

law and i n a manner t h a t p e r m i t s c o m p l i a n c e w i t h the 

re q u i r e m e n t s of t h i s E t h i c s Code. ... " 

At the h e a r i n g i n the c i r c u i t c o u r t , R i c h a r d s o n 

m a i n t a i n e d , and the c o u r t agreed, t h a t t he Board had f a i l e d t o 

prove a n e c e s s a r y p r e d i c a t e f o r the a p p l i c a b i l i t y of each of 

those e t h i c a l p r i n c i p l e s or p r o v i s i o n s -- i n s h o r t , t h a t the 

Board had f a i l e d t o prove t h a t R i c h a r d s o n had d e v e l o p e d a 

" d e f i n e d p r o f e s s i o n a l r e l a t i o n s h i p " w i t h the c h i l d r e n , t h a t he 

had conducted " t h e r a p y , " or t h a t he had done any 

" p r o f e s s i o n a l " or " s c i e n t i f i c work" or " p r a c t i c e " w i t h the 

" t o u r " v i s i t o r s . The c i r c u i t c o u r t n oted the f o l l o w i n g f a c t s , 

e s t a b l i s h e d i n the r e c o r d and not c o n t r o v e r t e d on a p p e a l , i n 

su p p o r t of i t s judgment: R i c h a r d s o n was r e q u i r e d t o meet w i t h 

the " t o u r " v i s i t o r s , t h e i r p a r e n t s , or b o t h upon t h e i r a r r i v a l 
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a t the campus; he spoke w i t h them f o r o n l y a few minutes; and 

he t h e r e a f t e r t u r n e d the " t o u r " v i s i t o r s over t o o t h e r s a t the 

f a c i l i t y and never spoke w i t h them a g a i n . 

The s t a n d a r d of a p p e l l a t e r e v i e w t o be a p p l i e d by the 

c i r c u i t c o u r t s and by t h i s c o u r t i n a d m i n i s t r a t i v e - l a w cases 

i s the same. Alabama Dep't of Youth S e r v s . v. S t a t e P e r s . 

Bd. , 7 So. 3d 380, 384 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2008). The a p p r o p r i a t e 

r e v i e w s t a n d a r d i s d e f e r e n t i a l toward the d e c i s i o n of the 

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e agency: 

" J u d i c i a l r e v i e w of an agency's a d m i n i s t r a t i v e 
d e c i s i o n i s l i m i t e d t o d e t e r m i n i n g whether the 
d e c i s i o n i s s u p p o r t e d by s u b s t a n t i a l e v i d e n c e , 
whether the agency's a c t i o n s were r e a s o n a b l e , and 
whether i t s a c t i o n s were w i t h i n i t s s t a t u t o r y and 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l powers. ... J u d i c i a l r e v i e w i s a l s o 
l i m i t e d by the p resumption of c o r r e c t n e s s which 
a t t a c h e s t o a d e c i s i o n by an a d m i n i s t r a t i v e agency." 

Alabama M e d i c a i d Agency v. P e o p l e s , 549 So. 2d 504, 506 ( A l a . 

C i v . App. 1989) ( c i t i n g c a s e s ) . A l s o , 

" [ e ] x c e p t where j u d i c i a l r e v i e w i s by t r i a l de novo, 
the agency o r d e r s h a l l be t aken as prima f a c i e j u s t 
and r e a s o n a b l e and the c o u r t s h a l l not s u b s t i t u t e 
i t s judgment f o r t h a t of the agency as t o the weight 
of the e v i d e n c e on q u e s t i o n s of f a c t , except where 
o t h e r w i s e a u t h o r i z e d by s t a t u t e . " 

A l a . Code 1975, § 41-22-20(k). "I n r e v i e w i n g the d e c i s i o n of 

a s t a t e a d m i n i s t r a t i v e agency, ' [ t ] h e s p e c i a l competence of 
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the agency l e n d s g r e a t weight t o i t s d e c i s i o n , and t h a t 

d e c i s i o n must be a f f i r m e d , u n l e s s i t i s a r b i t r a r y and 

c a p r i c i o u s or not made i n compliance w i t h a p p l i c a b l e law.'" 

C o l o n i a l Mgmt. Group, L.P. v. S t a t e H e a l t h P l a n n i n g and Dev.  

Agency, 853 So. 2d 972, 975 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2002) ( q u o t i n g 

Alabama Renal Stone I n s t . , I n c . v. Alabama S t a t e w i d e H e a l t h  

C o o r d i n a t i n g C o u n c i l , 628 So. 2d 821, 823 ( A l a . C i v . App. 

1993)) . " N e i t h e r t h i s c o u r t nor the t r i a l c o u r t may 

s u b s t i t u t e i t s judgment f o r t h a t of the a d m i n i s t r a t i v e 

agency." Renal Stone, 628 So. 2d a t 823 ( c i t i n g Alabama  

M e d i c a i d Agency v. Norred, 497 So. 2d 176[, 177] ( A l a . C i v . 

App. 1986)). " T h i s h o l d s t r u e even i n cases where the 

t e s t i m o n y i s g e n e r a l i z e d , the evi d e n c e i s meager, and 

re a s o n a b l e minds might d i f f e r as t o the c o r r e c t r e s u l t . " 

H e a l t h Care Auth. of H u n t s v i l l e v. S t a t e H e a l t h P l a n n i n g  

Agency, 549 So. 2d 973, 975 ( A l a . C i v . App. 1989) ( c i t i n g 

S t a t e H e a l t h P l a n n i n g & Res. Dev. Admin. v. R i v e n d e l l of  

Alabama, 469 So. 2d 613[, 615] ( A l a . C i v . App. 1985)). 

F u r t h e r , "an agency's i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of i t s own r u l e or 

r e g u l a t i o n must s t a n d i f i t i s r e a s o n a b l e , even though i t may 

not appear as r e a s o n a b l e as some o t h e r i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . " 
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Sylacauga H e a l t h Care C t r , I n c . v. Alabama S t a t e H e a l t h  

P l a n n i n g Agency, 662 So. 2d 265, 268 ( A l a . C i v . App. 1994). 

F i n a l l y , t h i s c o u r t does not a p p l y a presumption of 

c o r r e c t n e s s t o a c i r c u i t c o u r t ' s judgment e n t e r e d on r e v i e w of 

an a d m i n i s t r a t i v e agency's d e c i s i o n "because the c i r c u i t c o u r t 

i s i n no b e t t e r p o s i t i o n t o r e v i e w an agency's d e c i s i o n than 

t h i s c o u r t . " Alabama Bd. of N u r s i n g v. P e t e r s o n , 976 So. 2d 

1028, 1033 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2007) ( c i t i n g C l a r k v. Fancher, 662 

So. 2d 258, 261 ( A l a . C i v . App. 1994). 

In t h i s case, i n a d d i t i o n t o the e v i d e n c e noted by the 

c i r c u i t c o u r t i n i t s o r d e r and s e t out above, the r e c o r d 

r e f l e c t s t h a t the A L J and the Board r e v i e w e d t e s t i m o n y from 

R i c h a r d s o n i n d i c a t i n g t h a t he had i n s t r u c t e d Vacca s e c u r i t y 

p e r s o n n e l whether t o put p a r t i c u l a r " t o u r " v i s i t o r s i n 

s h a c k l e s and t h a t he had t o l d the s e c u r i t y p e r s o n n e l where on 

the campus t o t a k e the v i s i t o r s . The A L J asked R i c h a r d s o n : 

"So you made a l l d e c i s i o n s r e l e v a n t t o the c h i l d b e i n g here 

and what they would p a r t i c i p a t e i n or do w h i l e they were here; 

i s t h a t c o r r e c t ? " ; R i c h a r d s o n then r e p l i e d , " R i g h t , s i r . " 

Hence, a l t h o u g h R i c h a r d s o n p e r s o n a l l y spent o n l y a few minutes 

w i t h each " t o u r " v i s i t o r , he a d m i t t e d r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the 
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complete two- t o e i g h t - h o u r a v e r s i v e e x p e r i e n c e t h a t each 

v i s i t o r would have, which i n c l u d e d R i c h a r d s o n ' s making 

i n d i v i d u a l i z e d d e c i s i o n s as t o each v i s i t o r , such as whether 

l e g s h a c k l e s were a p p r o p r i a t e . The r e c o r d r e v i e w e d by the 

Board a l s o c o n t a i n e d c o n f l i c t i n g e v i d e n c e as t o whether the 

h o u r s - l o n g e x p e r i e n c e s i n q u e s t i o n c o n s t i t u t e d " t h e r a p y " or 

" t r e a t m e n t , " an a f f i r m a t i v e answer t o which would then b r i n g 

R i c h a r d s o n , h a v i n g r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r " a l l d e c i s i o n s " 

r e g a r d i n g the v i s i t o r s , w i t h i n the p r a c t i c e of p s y c h o l o g y and 

s u b j e c t t o the above-mentioned r e g u l a t i o n s and e t h i c a l 

p r i n c i p l e s and p r o v i s i o n s . 

I t thus appears p l a i n t h a t the r e c o r d c o n t a i n s 

s u b s t a n t i a l e v i d e n c e , d e f i n e d as "'evidence of such weight and 

q u a l i t y t h a t f a i r - m i n d e d persons i n the e x e r c i s e of i m p a r t i a l 

judgment can r e a s o n a b l y i n f e r the e x i s t e n c e of the f a c t sought 

t o be p r o v e d , ' " Ex p a r t e T r i n i t y Indus., I n c . , 680 So. 2d 

262, 268 ( A l a . 1996) ( q u o t i n g West v. Founders L i f e Assurance  

Co. of F l o r i d a , 547 So. 2d 870, 871 ( A l a . 1989)), t o s u p p o r t 

the Board's d e t e r m i n a t i o n t h a t R i c h a r d s o n had i n d e e d 

e s t a b l i s h e d a p r o f e s s i o n a l r e l a t i o n s h i p w i t h the " t o u r " 

v i s i t o r s -- i n o t h e r words, t h a t he was p r o v i d i n g t h e r a p y or 
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p s y c h o l o g i c a l s e r v i c e s and hence was s u b j e c t t o the r u l e s and 

r e g u l a t i o n s g o v e r n i n g the p r a c t i c e of p s y c h o l o g y and the 

l i c e n s i n g of p s y c h o l o g i s t s i n Alabama -- by r e c e i v i n g such 

v i s i t o r s , making d e c i s i o n s r e g a r d i n g t h e i r h o u r s - l o n g 

e x p e r i e n c e a t the campus, and s e n d i n g them a l o n g t o o t h e r 

campus workers so t h a t the v i s i t o r s might have the e x p e r i e n c e s 

R i c h a r d s o n had chosen f o r them. The Board's d e t e r m i n a t i o n i s 

thus due t o be u p h e l d under the s t a n d a r d of r e v i e w g o v e r n i n g 

t h i s case. 

R i c h a r d s o n a l s o contends t h a t the c i r c u i t c o u r t ' s 

judgment of r e v e r s a l i s p r o p e r on o t h e r grounds. The c i r c u i t 

c o u r t ' s judgment r e v e r s i n g the Board's o r d e r i s premised, 

however, s o l e l y upon the p r o p o s i t i o n , which we have r e j e c t e d , 

t h a t the Board l a c k e d a u t h o r i t y t o d i s c i p l i n e R i c h a r d s o n 

because h i s a c t i v i t i e s d i d not c o n s t i t u t e the p r a c t i c e of 

p s y c h o l o g y and t h e r e f o r e were not w i t h i n the Board's 

r e g u l a t o r y j u r i s d i c t i o n . We thus do not r e a c h the o t h e r 

grounds c i t e d by R i c h a r d s o n as w a r r a n t i n g r e v e r s a l of the 

Board's d i s c i p l i n a r y o r d e r ; r a t h e r , the p r o p r i e t y of those 

grounds s h o u l d be d e c i d e d by the c i r c u i t c o u r t on remand. See  

C o v i n v. Alabama Bd. of Exam'rs i n C o u n s e l i n g , 712 So. 2d 
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1103, 1107 & n.1 ( A l a . C i v . App. 1998) ( d e c l i n i n g t o address 

s u b s t a n t i v e defense r a i s e d by agency and agency members i n 

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e - r e v i e w p r o c e e d i n g s when c i r c u i t c o u r t ' s 

judgment of d i s m i s s a l had been based s o l e l y upon erroneous 

ground of l a c k of j u r i s d i c t i o n ) . 

The c i r c u i t c o u r t ' s judgment r e v e r s i n g the Board's 

d i s c i p l i n a r y o r d e r , i n which the Board had c o n c l u d e d t h a t 

R i c h a r d s o n was s u b j e c t t o the r e g u l a t i o n s and e t h i c a l 

p r i n c i p l e s and p r o v i s i o n s g o v e r n i n g the p r a c t i c e of p s y c h o l o g y 

i n Alabama, was erro n e o u s . We r e v e r s e t h a t judgment and 

remand the cause w i t h i n s t r u c t i o n s f o r the c i r c u i t c o u r t t o 

c o n s i d e r the m e r i t s of any r e m a i n i n g i s s u e s t h a t R i c h a r d s o n 

might have p r o p e r l y p r e s e r v e d i n the Board p r o c e e d i n g s and 

p r o p e r l y r a i s e d i n t h a t c o u r t . 

REVERSED AND REMANDED WITH INSTRUCTIONS. 

Thompson, P.J., and Bryan, Thomas, and Moore, J J . , 

concur. 
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