
February 23, 2012
 
 
Craig S. Little, D.C., Chair
Council on Chiropractic Education
8049 N. 85th Way
Scottsdale, AZ 85258
 
Dr. Little:
 
In response to your invitation to participate in a stakeholders meeting on March 16th, 
the Movement for Chiropractic Quality and Integrity (MCQI) accepts the invitation and 
will be represented by Steve Tullius, D.C..   We are interested in contributing to the 
agenda and wish to see the following issues discussed:
 
1. Reform of the CCE Standards and Bylaws that would address, respect, and allow for 

the differing schools of thought within the profession to co-exist peacefully with clear 
delineation, separate metacompetencies, equality in rigor and standing and ability  to 
oversee the accreditation processes of their respective programs.

2. Necessary NBCE and regulatory reform needed to accompany such changes.
3. A formal resolution adopted by the CCE and promoted to and by the Summit, NBCE, 

FCLB, ACA, ICA, IFCO, FVS, ACC, MCQI to the profession recognizing and 
accepting our philosophic differences and calling for an end to political, educational 
and regulatory  actions aimed at limiting the advancement of either side of the 
profession.  This resolution would not recognize the practice of chiropractic to include 
pharmacotherapy or surgical procedures.

4. Restructuring of the governance and election process to create a balanced 
representation of the profession on the council.

5. Return to the Standards the term “subluxation”, phrase “without drugs or surgery” and 
addition of specific language stating the Doctor of Chiropractic Medicine (DCM) 
degree is not accepted or recognized by the CCE.

6. Potential removal of CCE councilors involved in the the removal of Life University’s 
accreditation in 2002 and any other councilor found to be involved in improper 
activities or conflicts of interest.

7. Update and status of ongoing recognition of international programs to assist 
international graduates of chiropractic programs to gain licensure within the US.

 
To your second request of how our concerns relate to “USDE regulations pertaining to 
accrediting agencies (CFR 34 602),” we have made numerous public comments in this 
regard, most notably those written comments submitted to the NACIQI committee and 
oral testimony provided by  three representatives of the MCQI before the NACIQI panel.  
The two co-founders of the MCQI were present at the semi-annual meeting of the CCE 
this past January to voice our concerns and that opportunity was not granted by the 



CCE.  We object to the requested information as the CCE is well aware of our concerns 
and the direct relation to CFR 34 602.
 
As to the third request, the MCQI is a grassroots movement of concerned chiropractors, 
chiropractic students, chiropractic faculty and chiropractic patients, and has no formal 
bylaws or membership.   MCQI represents students on at least 12 of your 16 member 
institutions.   The CCE has failed to include any student representation at this meeting.  
The MCQI has demonstrated a wide level of support as witnessed by nearly 10,000 
individuals currently in an online forum serving as a venue for discussion and action 
items aimed at addressing concerns regarding the activity of the CCE.   In addition, the 
MCQI was responsible for the majority of the nearly 4,000 letters received by the 
NACIQI (most in part or full, drafted by the MCQI), and over 13,000 signatures on an 
online petition to the NACIQI requesting that they mandate the CCE address violations 
of CFR 34 602, most specifically 602.13 Acceptance of the agency by others, which the 
NACIQI specifically added to the 42 other violations of the Secretary’s criteria.   We 
object to your request for our official numbers and specifically your stipulations of how 
those numbers would be considered valid.   If the NACIQI or Secretary deems those 
numbers to be critical to our involvement at a future date, please forward documentation 
of this policy from NACIQI.
 
While we appreciate and look forward to being involved in resolving these issues, we 
want to express that our involvement in the meeting shall in no way be construed as our 
acceptance of the outcomes of this meeting and we reserve the right to communicate 
our approval or disapproval contingent upon the resolution or lack thereof of our stated 
concerns.   We do understand the sensitivity and complexity of the issues and offer our 
support to work towards their successful resolution within a reasonable timeframe to 
help CCE become complaint with section 602.13.
 
The MCQI also wishes to make know our concerns that two letters requesting a meeting 
with and offering our support to the CCE from a coalition of stakeholders including 
MCQI, IFCO and FVS were not met with attempts to secure such a meeting.   We are 
particularly concerned that the FVS was left out of the upcoming meeting on March 16th 
and request that they, like other stakeholders, be granted the opportunity to participate 
in these discussions or that reason for not including them be disclosed.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
 
Steve Tullius, D.C.                                                                         Arno Burnier, D.C.
 
cc:          NACIQI


