
July 12, 2012

CCE Councilors,

MCQI appreciated the opportunity to provide answers to the CCE Stakeholder Sur-
vey to clarify our positions and concerns. In turn, in the interest of bilateral communi-
cation and understanding the positions and policies of the CCE, we would appreci-
ate a response to the following questions. Please return the completed survey to 
Arno Burnier, D.C. via email to arno@fone.net.

Arno Burnier, D.C.     Steve Tullius, D.C.

Co-founder MCQI     Co-founder MCQI

CCE Survey

1. What specifically does CCE guarantee to the U.S. Department of Education re-
garding accredited member institutions?

2. At the last Stakeholder’s meeting CCE leadership stated that CCE does not ac-
credit the drugs and surgery curriculum of Western States Chiropractic College. 
Who is  monitoring the quality of this  component of their curriculum? Is CCE con-
cerned that their stamp of approval is  on the institution as a whole when they have 
no oversight of the medical portion?

3. Does the CCE require member institutions  to provide data regarding the place-
ment of graduates, their success rate and attrition rates of alumni? If so, does  the 
CCE know of any such data?
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4. Why has student representation not been invited to the CCE Stakeholders meet-
ings?

5. Is there anything in the CCE by-laws that prevents the video/audio recording of 
the CCE Stakeholder meetings as twice requested? Why does the CCE object to 
having full transparency in this matter?

6. The Chairman of CCE is  a West Hartford Group (WHG) member. From the WHG 
website we find that one of their objectives is to, “foster inclusion of WHG mem-
bers in the fabric of the profession to promote WHG’s mission.” A stated objective 
of WHG is “to advance chiropractic education (undergraduate & graduate) and 
scholarship consistent with WHG’s  mission.” Can CCE explain how it is  not a con-
flict of interest for the Chairman or any councilor or site team member to be in-
volved with a group that has  strictly defined and biased ideas of the direction chi-
ropractic education should be headed?

7. The following two quotes are from a link to a paper by several WHG members 
promoted on the WHG website:

“There can be no unity between the majority of non-surgical spine specialist chiropractic  physicians 
and the minority of chiropractors who espouse metaphysical, pseudoreligious views of spinal subluxa-
tions as "silent killers". The latter minority group needs to be marginalized from the mainstream major-
ity group, and no longer should unrealistic efforts be made toward unification of these disparate fac-
tions within the profession.”

“One of the problems that we encounter frequently in our interaction with chiropractic educational in-
stitutions is the perpetuation of dogma and unfounded claims. Examples include the concept of spinal 
subluxation as the cause of a variety of internal diseases and the metaphysical, pseudo-religious idea 
of "innate intelligence" flowing through spinal  nerves, with spinal  subluxations impeding this flow. ... 
Faculty members who hold to and teach these belief systems should be replaced by instructors who 
are knowledgeable in the evidence-based approach to spine care and have adequate critical thinking 
skills that they can pass on to students directly, as well as through teaching by example in the clinic.” 
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WIll the CCE comment on these quotes and the appropriateness of the involvement 
of the chairman of the CCE and three site team members in a group that supports 
the marginalization of a segment of the profession and the limiting of academic dis-
course?

8. Do any other councilors  or site team members have conflicts of interest that in-
volve marginalizing a competing or different ideology within the profession? If so, 
please list the conflicts.
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9. Why has the IFCO been marginalized in communications from the CCE?  Specifi-
cally not included the IFCO when mentioning “national professional associations”?

10. The CCE leadership condemned the action of the ICA encouraging its members 
to contact their elected officials regarding the Assistant Secretary of Education’s 
removal of 602.13. What section of CCE’s bylaws, Standards or policies allow for 
the discouraging of its  stakeholders from contacting their elected officials? Can 
the CCE also provide the section within the Secretary’s  Criteria for Recognition 
which allows for such activity or other similar examples within higher education 
that justify such behavior?

11. After December 22, 2011, did any CCE councilor, employee, representative or 
counsel contact the Assistant Secretary of Education, or his  staff, or encourage 
or communicate with ACA representatives or counsel to encourage that the 
602.13 requirement be removed? 
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