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We recently renamed the division to add “and Substance
Abuse™; this happencd as the issue of prescriplion pravileges
for psychologists escalated into prominence. Our member-
ship chair reports a large number of new applicanis, perhaps
a groath a8 large as 25%)

Who are we? What are we hecoming?

Although Websrer's differs, we have been defining
psychopharmacology as the study of medicines, drugs and
chemicals, and their effects on human and animal behavior.
We are inherently an applied scientific division. An alierna-
tive definition would be Lo azk who we are, we who define
the division by joining il. 5o | tumed to the profile of our
membership prepared in 1989 by the APA Office of Demo-
graphic, Employment and Educational Research (ODEER).
We will be surveyed again by this group later this year, so 1
offer you a snapshot of that survey, last summarized by
former President Robert Balster:

=  Asa group, we are 20 years past our highest degrea.
34% of us earned degrees as health service providers and
half as research psychologists--15.5% expenimental, 11%
physiological, Twenty years later, 32% of us charactenized
our wark as *health provider®, 9.5% as "experimental”;
8.4% "physiological*; and 12.5% "psychopharmacology. ™

= Of those reporting being employed full-time, 63 %
conduct research, 56 % are licensed or certified, and 53 %
provide hiealth/mental health services. Where do we work?
26.6% in University settings, 13.2% in medical schools,
4.5% in colleges, 18.4% in independent practice, and 11.2%

in hospitals.

= Membership in other divisions: 21% are in Clinical
(12y, 13.5% in Psychotherapy (29), and 13.9% in Clinical

Neuropsychology (40); 6.8% are AEPP Diplomats in Clini-
cal. On the other hand, 21% are in Physiological/Compars-
tive (6), 17.3% in EAB (25), and 14 % Experimental (3).

The Research Dollar

Yet another way to characterize who we are is to de-
scribe the economic determinants of our behavior. Weare a
scientific division with an applied onentation, and 60% of us
are invelved in research. Thus, what we do on & daily basis
15 determined not by our employer but by external funding
BEENCiEs,

APA has taken what might be termed a "supply side®
approach to the funding picture, tracking the agencies that
provide research funding. APA has paid great attention to
NIMH and M5F; over the past few years, their inferest in
NIDA has increased. APA has taken as its charge to identify
existing funding streams, emerging issues, and fargets of
apporiunity, and to pursue advocacy activities sccordingly.

What has been lacking, however, is a "demand-side”®
analysis of our funding. This fact became obvious o me
when [ tried to determing where the members of our division
obtained their research monies, The degres of the awardes 15
accessible in some government databases, but being &
"psychologist™ does not make one & "psychopharmacologist.”
We contemplated a survey asking YOU where you got your
money in the past, where you get it now, and perhaps most
importantly, where you would like to get it in the future, as
well a5 some demographic and current funding information.
I was amazed that our membership organization doas mot
have this information. They certainly have a talented group
in ODEER, and demographic information on all of us.
Discussions are underway with ODEER, Division Services,
and the Policy Office. There is no question that this informa-
tion would be helpful in focusing advocacy efforts on our
existing poritfolios, and on where our membership would like
to focus their future research efforts--i.e., obtain their sup-
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