Council on Nutrition/National Nutrition Standard Interview

In addition to the interview questions asked by Dynamic Chiropractic, the CON/NNS submitted additional comments from its members. These are presented in their entirety as follows:

Given that the CON/NNS has been operating successfully and carrying out its mission for 50 years, why do you think the ACA is now trying to bring the organization under their control?
National Nutrition Standard's counsel Mr. Raighne C. Delaney: 

“Our sole aim always has been and continues to be to work with the ACA to further our mission as a 501c3 with a storied history of educating Doctors of Chiropractic on the role of Clinical Nutrition and Nutritional Biochemistry in healthy patient outcomes. We have always done our best to be a shining example of what it means to be a specialty council within the parameters that the ACA set out for us in the early 1970's. As this has gone on over the last many months, we have exhausted every possible option to have a meaningful dialogue with the ACA's executive leadership, counsel, and BOG, but unfortunately that has not been reciprocated. Just two weeks ago in court, the ACA's counsel suggested a conversation only to deny our efforts to facilitate one within a couple of days after the offer. If our incorporation, which the ACA has known about for several years and which was done at their direction, was a legal issue, why did the court dismiss that count? We are left puzzled as to why this is happening, why the ACA's elected delegates have been left in the dark about the situation, and what purpose is served by suing a volunteer for standing up to help advance the goals of our organization and also those of the ACA.
“Organizational politics aside, what has been done to a retired chiropractor Bob Galloway through this process -- a strong advocate for the ACA from the day he put his hand up to lead our organization -- is the great tragedy of this ordeal. And perhaps sadder is all of the chiropractors standing idly by and watching it happen at the hands of a non-DC. It seems the ACA would rather spend tens of thousands of dollars and counting on lawyers going down a seemingly losing road, rather than attempting to work things out amicably so we can continue doing what we have done well as their emissaries on clinical nutrition.”
What has your experience been as the person at the center of this suit?
Robert Galloway III, DC:
“Needless to say, I was shocked when I was informed by other members of our board that the ACA had sued our organization, one of their specialty councils and myself individually. I have been a member of ACA for decades, and I have always supported their efforts both inside and outside of my work with the council. In fact, I am also a registered pharmacist and have worked my career to further collaboration with allied health fields to advance chiropractic. It is hard to believe that the ACA sued me for volunteering my time. They were never willing to have a conversation with our board or our counsel outside of telling us that “we are happy to speak with you, after you drop your incorporation,” and that "all further communication should go through counsel." I wrote a letter to Dr. Martin, immediate past president of ACA Board of Governors, in an attempt to have a conversation - and he refused, setting a deadline for compliance, then accusing me of personal wrongdoing in a letter he sent to all the other specialty council memberships and our council members. That was followed quickly by a lawsuit.

“I have been accused of stealing funds, of orchestrating a coup and various other completely baseless things that have deeply affected me and my family. I volunteered for this office to help teach chiropractors how to use nutrition in their practices. I look forward to the day I can refocus my attention fully to that endeavor!”
Why did the council decide to handle its own business as opposed to the ACA handling it initially?
John Rupolo, DC, DACBN:
“If it wasn't for the Council on Nutrition, I would not be where I am in my career. I was on the bus to Iowa when we went to the ACA to form the Council on Nutrition. Having been a member for the entirety of its history, I can attest to the veracity of a document we were shown at a recent meeting of our membership from the then Executive Director of the ACA in the 1970's that expressed that "tax matters and other regulatory matters of a council are the sole responsibility of each council" and that "we (the ACA) do not want to be burdened with any more government red tape - it is now voluminous." This current situation feels like attempted corporate consolidation but without diligence done to understand how things ended up as they have. The council has always done what it was told and gone above and beyond. This current situation amounts to the ACA cutting off their nose to spite their face.”
Having been in court for both of the hearings, what are your takeaways?
Casandra J McFarland, DC:
“First let me address how discouraged I am with the fact that the ACA has been so aggressive with threats and litigation against a volunteer specialty council. On behalf of CON and Dr. Galloway, I attended both hearings and even the judge agreed that there is no legal standing for their claims against the council. It feels as if ACA has gone so far past their point of comfort with this situation, but cannot back down for fear of the internal reckoning by members and their elected leadership. The more of this that comes out, the more evident it is that the ACA is in need of a serious reorganization where it takes a deep look at how it has done business since 2016. It concerns me that the organization that is supposed to promote and protect chiropractors is now doing the very opposite of what it's intended to do. Our largest trade organization needs to operate with its members and chiropractors first and bureaucrats and attorneys second.”
How do members feel about the lack of dialogue?
Jerrold J. Simon, DC, DACBN, DACRB, DABDA, DIBE, DABCE, FICC”
“If there is any possible way that this issue can be resolved by means of dialogue, negotiation and/or mediation between the involved parties instead of by costly litigation, that avenue needs to be pursued and would probably be greatly appreciated by many of us who are members of the ACA.”
How do members feel about the non-profit membership dollars being used to further this lawsuit?
Michelle Martz DC, DACBN, DCBCN, CCN, CTN”
“I'm NOT okay with my ACA membership money being used to sue our own councils. Every other doctor I have spoken with feels the same way. As a board member of a diplomate board, I am seriously questioning why any Council, Board, or even HOD member would ever want to take the risk of being sued to volunteer for this or any other ACA organization.  Dr. Galloway makes ‘0’ from the council.”
Juanee Surprise DC, NMD, IMD, DCBCN”
“From the beginning of my active involvement with the CON and ACBN, and continuing with the CBCN it is evident the ACA, in general, does not support or care about emulating the model that Allopathic medicine uses to improve patient care outcomes and the referral income stream – specialization. This model has been accepted by insurance and other payers and patients. It increases interdisciplinary referrals which is of benefit to the doctor who refers as the patient is appreciative. It is of benefit to the specialist as referrals increase patient visits and satisfaction. Satisfied, appreciative patients also refer more which would increase recognition and use of our discipline. Now, once again, the ACA is harming its own reputation, one of the most well-run and compliant Councils and dues paying members who volunteer to serve as elected officers!”
What can you say about Dr. Galloway and his role within CON as board President?
Vic Carsrud MD, DC, PhD, MBBS, MS, MS, DABCI, DCBCN”
“I have known Dr. Galloway almost 15 years, and in that time I have rarely seen a more selflessly giving doctor in his attempts to establish nutrition and nutritional education as a fundamental part of our good practices.  This attack against him and the CON serves only to dissuade good doctors from standing up and volunteering their time to our profession, but emboldens our political enemies in this juvenile and pointless endeavor.” 

Does the ACA's house of delegates know the details of what is going on?
Jeffrey E. Weber, MA, DC, DCBCN, CDN, FICCN:
“Recently, I sent a letter to members of the HOD expressing concern with the lawsuit against the CON. I received numerous replies from delegates that looked for any information whatsoever relating to the litigation. It seems abundantly clear that our elected representatives within the ACA have had all information on this situation kept from them for over a year. Those that have inquired further, including several colleagues of mine, that have reached out to President Bronston directly, have received a similar canned response that draws on a letter sent to our membership and the other specialty council Presidents back in November. Why would an organization in the right, go to such lengths to keep information around this suit in the dark? The short answer is that they wouldn't. As a member, having reviewed all the relevant documents that are the purported basis for the ACA's suit, I can tell you that this has been ill conceived from the start. The case lacks merit and the ACA has made some serious mistakes through this process, the biggest of which was suing Bob Galloway.”
Are these and other actions by ACA helping chiropractic?
John Schmitt, DC, DCBCN”
“It is totally disconcerting for me that people who have never had an hour of Chiropractic education are dictating and making policy for our profession. Instead it seems that we have an ACA that has swapped out advocating for chiropractors for stifling our ability to help our patients.” 

Would you be a member of ACA if not for the membership requirement to be a specialty council member?
Nadia Malek, DC, DABCI, DACBN:
“The Council on Nutrition has done nothing but follow the rules set for it by the ACA. Instead of supporting our profession, all it has done is create more division. I used to believe that out of all the conflicting Chiropractic organizations out there, the ACA had the best interest of its members at heart, now, I see that is not the case. Their recent actions speak louder than words and what is crystal clear, is that the ACA's interests are more important to them than we are.

“As a dual Diplomate holder, the only reason I joined the ACA was to belong to the specialty councils. If the ACA continues to hold its dogmatic stance on the former Council on Nutrition, then there is little reason for me to continue my membership.”

What impact do you think this internal turmoil will have on the ACA, moving forward?
Steven Perman, DC, DACBN, DACBSP:
“As a former ACA delegate, former chairman of the ACA-PAC, current vice-president of the ACBN, current ACA Legislative Commission member and CON member, I am deeply concerned that ACA members, whether CON members or not, may re-consider continuing their membership. This affects not only the ACA's bottom line, but since the PAC can only accept contributions for active ACA members, this can reduce our ability to support those in the Congress that champion our important legislative priorities. There's a 'bigger picture' here that affects our entire profession.”


Since you are not a member of the Council on Nutrition, why did you decide to get involved in this lawsuit?

William Kleber, DC, DABCI”

“I have been observing our profession from the practitioner point of view for 43 years. It seems that chiropractors are often our own worst enemies. I am very concerned for the future of our beloved profession. If chiropractic is to survive and thrive, we must unite. The actions of the leadership at the ACA are extremely divisive and will not benefit our profession. Our national organization should be working for the betterment of our profession, not suing specialty councils and especially not suing loyal individual members. This is embarrassing for our profession and the bully tactics of the ACA need to stop.” 

