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This matterwas opened to the New lerseystate Board of Psychological Examiners

(hereinafter ''the Boardn) upon receipt of two complaint
s. One complaint was submitted by

R.F. regarding the psychological services 
offered by Susan Afbeiter

, Psy. D. (respondent)
to C.K. and T.K, the grandchildren of R
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, it has been alleged that respondent

Iacked qualifications in the area of sex
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at an investigative inquiry to di
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was currentlynot actively pra
cticing psychology and had
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Further ore the ssp
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The respondent being desi
rous of resolving this matter with

out resort to formal
proceedings, and the Board having det

erm ined thatthefollowing provisions are sufficiently
protective of the public interest a

nd welfare
, and for good cause shown

,

DAY 0F W wzu<
HEREBY ORDERED AND AGREED 

THAT:

2006

1. Respondent shall im mediat
ely cease and desist from 

conducting sexual abuse
evaluations and should refer said evaluations until she has 

completed a re-specialization
in clinical psychology

.

2. Respondent shall obtain 
a re-specializationin clinical psych

ology pre-approvedb
y the Board with an emphasi

s on psychological méasurements
,

which includes application
s to custody and sexual ab

use

testing and repodwriting

evaluations. The re-specialization course shall be pre
-approved bythe Board.

to the Board to
W ritten proofs shall be provided

been successfully complet
ed

evaluations
.

demonstrate that the re
-specialization has

beforethe respondent res
umes practice insexual abuse
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er, Psy.D . 
'

T ' rder is agreed to as t
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ntry.

Christopher Barbrack
, Esquire
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