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Introduction

• The Task Force was created in September 2009.
• Must address the fact that current Rule 13 is

– Long and complex
– May discourage members from seeking advice

• Members: Jim Murta, Micheline Dionne, Daniel 
Lapointe and Daniel Pellerin (Chair).

• TF decided not to add further members but use a 
wide consultation approach.

• Presented their report and proposal to the Board in 
March 2010.
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Process

• Review of history, correspondence, litigation, 
similar rules in other actuarial associations and 
similar rules in other professional organizations.

• Consultation with Chairs of Practice Committees.
• Consultation with members currently or previously 

involved with the Committee on Professional 
Conduct.

• Validation of our proposal with legal counsel.
• Report to the Board.
• Consultation with members at large.
• Final recommendation to the Board in September.
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Proposed Rule 13

• …should consider discussing the situation with the 
other member…

• …may consult in confidence with the chairperson 
(or vice-chairperson) of the Practice Council or… of 
the appropriate practice committee…

• …shall not report the to the Committee on 
Professional Conduct.

• The Board may designate other groups… who shall 
not report the apparent material noncompliance to 
the Committee on Professional Conduct…
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What has changed

• The rule will now be shorter than ever before.
• Chairpersons and vice-chairpersons of the Practice 

Council and of practice committees will be 
‘prohibited’ from applying Rule 13.

• Members will now have the option (as opposed to 
the obligation) to discuss the situation with the 
other actuary and seek rectification before bringing 
the matter up with the CPC.

• No longer provides exemption for members who act 
in an adversarial environment.
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Membership consultation

• Support for prohibition rather than exemption?
• Is there a real need for an equivalent prohibition 

applying to the Rules?
• Comments on dropping the exemption for 

adversarial environments?
• Would optional member-to-member rectification 

cause more problems than it would solve?
• Other comments?
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