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THE CERTIFIED GENEltAL ACCOUN'l'ANTS 

A.SSOC~flON OF ONT°"RIO 

l'ROFESSIONAL CONDUCT TRJBUNAL 

IN TBE MATTER OF By-Law Four of the Certified 
Ccner11l Accouataaw Auod•tlon ofOlltAl'io; 

AND JN THE MA'O'Eill OF Cba1·les Wa)•ne 
\'ounghusband., •·•mber oftbe Certified 
General Account•• A11oclatlon of Ou ta1·lu. 

BE 'l' WEEN: 

THI!~ DISCIPLINE COMMITTEE OF TllE CEl~TIFl.ED 
GENERAL ACCOUNTANTS ASSOClA'rION OF ONTAJUU 

- and· 

CHARLES W~YNE YOUNOHUSHAND 

Meml:>•·r~ of tht' Trlbu11111 

bcnald H. Page, FCSI, FCGA, Chair 
.l~nk"' M. CbJ11rlm, CGA 
Donn G. Ms1'tinson, CGA 

Appearances 

Lany A. Banack for the DiscipHn~ Committee 
Charle~ Wayne Younghusband on his uwn behalf 
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- DECISION 

This case involves a c;omplnint against Mr. Chorlo$ Wayn;; \'ounghusbrmd, which the 

Discipline Commincc. of the Certified GonC•al Accountants Association of Ontario h.1s H;oferred 

t() a Professional Conduct TribunflL Mr. \'<:>nnghusbo.nd and the Di~~.iplino Cominilt•>e wcrt• r.•01\ 

notices of this hearing on October 2, 200(1 and again C>n Octobo1· S, 2000. In lhe noli1;1,s, Ml'. 

Younghur,b;md i~ llllegeod \o he>.n violated R11!.:s 201, 2)$, 216, 401, 4(,0 ,\11d t!Q.1 td\hc Cock£ vi' 

Ethic~ Qnd Rules of Professional Conduet fot the. relevant y<>ars i11 queRlion, ~nd Ruk:; 607 and 

607.1 of the Certified General A.cco1:mtll1'.t$ .Ass"ciation Codo t>f' Ethkol Prin<>iple.:. o:id R11lcs of 

Co11duct. 

It is alleged that: 

1. f.\ctween the 31 ' 1 of Deoe>Mbe1• 1993 nnd the J. •of Mny I \l96, at tlw Ci:)• of Ottawa .JI the 
Province nfO.,tario, Mt'. Younghueband wilfully ~vnded pay111enr of fod<nl tt•~<« i1r.pMe.d br 
the Inc;11me 'ra11 Act, R.S.C. 198~, \'. 1 (<'0 $upp.) O£ nuicu.ded, by ov<>J'slatins ""!"'"'~·• i11 !hr 
omounl or S29,64~.Cl9 on the ·rt lte~i.,...~ of !ncQme he fl.led for tl1~ taxation Y"""s 1994 and 
1995, thet~lJy <V~lJ.iug )1~)'llJCUt Of (c<J~t•l l ..... <S i11 lhc l1ll'l,>UUI of$ J(/ .817 .09, ond thcrnby 
commilling on ufj'cnc~ unJr.r ptmlgr11ph 2~9(\ J(J) ufth" ·~id~. 

'L. Hetw~en the 31" day of December, 1~92 and the 28'' of May, 1990, at il1r. City tJf Otu1wa in thr, 
Province: MOuhui•) Mr. Y•1UT1ghush"1;j '.Vi!fully evad•Ll l'·Ornpli1mee Wtll! Ptut IX dth• r~~:l".!. 
l'gx Acl1 Il.S.C. 1985, c.E.-151 as Ci!'l)e~l~L·d~ by faiHng 10 der.ha1c ax1d H:n1n 11ot CJooJs pnd 
s~r\'kes Tax in the amount CJf$12.,61)6 "7, a!l<l did th~rc:by Ct)m11,it .,, nrf<:tl(•C 1.md~1· 1.><ml(;t'B::.h 

327(\)(c) of th< ~nid fi.£!. 

The hearing was held In this matter on Tucsd.ay, N'uvemlit•1 14, zr\OO. Mr. ''ou11ghu5band 

c:hl1sc to ul\e<1ld witbcul cuuns111. 

The parties were ablc 1.0 r11a.1:h agr~•·ml'nl 011 H wrh11:.n stutemm1t of fact'; and ~.n 

a~companying book ofdocumems, whkl: '.,Tre ~rncred as Eio;hihib l u.ncl .? "'"l'""'ivcly. These 

exhibil~ indicated that on November 19, 1999, Mr. YoimghLt~b;rnd p!.,uckd ge1illy tJ the 

followmg oflenc~s; 

(1) Willfully eviiding payrui::n! 0'.·r~d~1,\I taxts under the Incu:11e T•-' /\;( i11 the 

nmounl 1)f $ t 0,81 '1.09; iln<I 
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(2) wilfully evading complianc<- with the Excj&.., To.K Act by failing to dl,clill·e and 

r~mit Gc.ods and S~rvicH T11A in the amount o:>f $12,606. 77 

'!11~•~ exhi\>its also ii1di,.i1tcd that .Mt. Youne;husband WM convic1ed of rh.;,;e duug;:s. cm 

Noverubcl' lll, 1999, and was ox·dt.•m~d to pa:;i n fine in th" amoun\ of$20,(l(J(I, 

Mr. Y<•llllgh~band was •$kcd by tn~ Chair of the Trib\mul foi· his «omment• on the 

"'''ide11c.c that had been tablod. MT. Youngfr!i•band gll.v(; nn oro.I statement t!esc.1-ibi1\~, his per&el•\AI 

hi5tory and circt1mstaneea at $omo length. Thes~ included hi~ business dHlkultit•$. how he c.~111c 

to c<1mmit the oficnCf,1$ i11volvcd1 lh~ hnrd$llip on his family, th~. fa<'.t tllnt thegc 11lal!<1• h:1.d been 

published in th" <'>ttawn Citizen, and the f•,·t that he had been f'orccd 10dcclart·1.iru.tkrnplcy. 

Coun•cl for the Discipliniu-y C<>mmittee :isk~d that the Tribunal inlpose th" fc.llowin~ 

penaltir.s: 

a) that Mr. YounsJ.1usband b< expelled ftorn the Ccrlificod General Ac.rnL111tanl~ 

AGsi:iciiation of Ontario; 

b) th11t Mr. Younghusbll.!1d be required to pay L'u"!~ of \h,.,~e proc;<.eding:; in the 

amoum of $500.00 

c) thnt thi5 decision be publi~~~r.l in lhc Certifit:d Ge11.,rnl Acco\llitants !,st.11dation 

Sli<lemcnh. 

111c Chair (1f[he TribunRI asked 1\!:!- Younghu,;baml lfh~ bad ~ny comm~"u ab<'ut the 

p1:oposed pe11alties, and he stated that ho did not. 

We find that Mr. YounghLlsband's conduct violated ~.11les :.wt, :/.15. 21(>, 401, 403 und 

4U4 of lhe Code> of E.thic:i; and Rules of l'rc·'.·es~iun~I CoIJduct fo1 lhc relevant y10ar; ir: quet<liwi, 

and Rules 607 and 607. l of the Code of Et'lical Principles ~nd Rules of Ct•uduct L'1 light llf hi& 

ml.missions, \l1ere can be Huie doubt that h'.r, ~ctivitii::s were unlawfol, \hl11 lus actions did nlll 

enhance the image of the profession, wcr~ :; •liscredl1 to the profossinn f.md the(:~, ~i!lcd GGnc:1al 

Ac.co11nta1m Associntion of Ornario, cast ~·J::bt on his hcm~sly Md inh•,~nty, aud 1b1 ltt.• did not 

ac1 in a mann~r wonhy of li prcircssion11l <!.Cc•;untan1, 
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Having rey.atd lo a.11 the circumstant'-<'S in this matter, we find th11t on bDl"nce, the 

pem1lties proposed by the Disciplir,e Comn1ittee are ippropriatc, While: Mr. Yo'.lngln.~band ha~ 

expre.sscd considerable remOl'B~ for his actions. he h;u; been c:onvictr.d of mimind uf;".,nces 1lia1 

PU! dir~lly relatocl to mrtttcrr, which are ineluded in the professionr,il prnc-ticc of rnan;1 CGAAO 

members. We have ccmsidcted the facr that l•i.~ 1nisconduot did not (>C<'llr in th<: <:ontn;t· of 

E<=rvine to a client. However, hiB action$ ~ti1111wolved a ve!'y aeri<)Us brtinch ofhon¢;1y and 

integt'ity. and we ~re concem.ed that u !.,Mc• penalty will 1wt hnvl' ll suffi.oicnt <letcrJ'(:ul cffot,l 

with ,.espect co the profession ot large, and"''" not ad.Ct)Uatel»prolcct th" public int•ffl\Bl. l:n 

addition, we are- of the view that his eondue1 iindcr111in~s the ptofeooional erecJibility ~f Ccrtitioo 

Oeneml Ar.cmuntants, and hr.ving regard 1<:> nll the< facts before us, I.he propofe1t pem.J1ics at" 

""'-"~Sl\l'.)' for U• lo propeI'iy ful!lll ou1obliguaons115asel.f.~regulating1•1L'lhm1n. 

We ~l~rcfotc di1ect th111. 

a) Charle-s W11ym: Youni;:husbeu'.J l>c expelled frum the Certilli;.d G<;mm.I 

Acco1mtams Asst1coiation of Ontario; 

b) Chii.rk~ Wayne Y•->Lmghll~·l·~.!l·i pll)' c-os\~ ui"thc~i> pro<occding• in th~ .1n10Ll.nt of 

SS00.00: and 

i;) this dt:oision b~ pubhshi;\J in th~ CG.V..0 Statement$. 

DA Tf.D at Tc>ronto, this ~ J ,--·7 /J./ d~y of December, :!QOO. _. / 

!ul ·, 
······· -·-····- .l.li:.~: .. '" 
Donald H. Page, f ;c;A, Ch~i1 
On bcht1lf of the: Tri\ nal 

APPEAL NOTICE 

The cJer.ision of a Y.'rofessiomil CG·;\~i.ct rribu11al mo.y bi.: ~pp1lali:.d t1) an Ar:"""l 'fril,,.,,m•I 

wilhi 11 sixty day~ of the diitc of the written 11~dswn oflhc l'rofessiu11&I CNi·i•.Jct Tri\11.11 rol. Tlic 

notice of appeal must b~ in writing, add'""'~'~ le th~ Executive O.irr.c;11.11o C<1'.dicd :_len"1· ... I 



....,,_, 
Accountants Association of CJmario, 240 Egliutuu Avenue Eut, Toronto, Onhl1io. '.l.'.,.•W l:KS. 

Th1" 11oti10<: must contain t.he grounds for the Appeal 
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