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The Regulation of Professions in Canada is the only work which provides a
comprehensive synthesis of the law relating to the regulation of professions in
Canada, particularly as it applies to the issues of discipline and licensing. This
work reviews both the legislative framework — federally, provincially and
constitutionally — and the significant body of case law that interprets this
subject.

What’s New in This Update

This release updates the legal memoranda in Appendix IF — Issues in Focus
and adds new terms to Appendix WP — Words and Phrases.
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Highlights

Appendix IF. Issues in Focus:
o §IF:1. “Is a duty of fairness owed to a complainant?”
o §IF:2. What level of disclosure is owed to a person facing a hearing
before a disciplinary tribunal, and what are the related Canadian
Charter of Rights and Freedoms issues that arise?

e §IF:3. Does the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms operate to
protect individuals who face a disciplinary hearing from self-
incrimination, particularly when the evidence given may be used against
him or her in a subsequent civil or criminal proceeding?

Appendix WP. Words and Phrases—§ WP:244, OTHER PROCEEDING—
The court accepts that the phrase “action or other proceeding” [in s. 204(2) of
Highway Traffic Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. H.8] is expansive and that the term
“proceeding” eludes an exhaustive definition. However, that broad meaning can-
not include a regulatory proceeding by the College [of Physicians and Surgeons]
concerning a MTO Report. This interpretation of “other proceeding” advocated
by the applicant would produce absurd consequences.

The applicant’s interpretation would immunize the physician or other regulated
health professional from professional regulation within this sphere of practice.
This would convey the ironic message that this is one area of practice where the
regulated health professional cannot be regulated. The legislature cannot have
intended such an outcome.

This interpretation would also create a further absurdity where the [Inquiries,
Complaints and Reports] Committee would not perform its statutory screening
function and instead refer MTO Report complaints to the Discipline Committee
because of the statutory immunity and the Committee’s lack of fact-finding
powers to determine if the report was made in good faith.

In contrast, it is entirely consistent with the purpose and context of both the
Highway Traffic Act and the Regulated Health Professions Act [,1991, S.O.
1991, c. 18] if the College complaint process is not an “other proceeding” subject
to statutory immunity.

Jeyaranjan v. Health Professions Appeal and Review Board (2025), 2025

CarswellOnt 21275, 2025 ONSC 6152 (Ont. Div. Ct.) at para. 49, 50, 51, 52 K.
Tranquilli J.
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