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ICA MALPRACTICE INSURANCE PROGRAM

Who Knows
Chiropractors
Better?
We’ve designed our ChiroSecure insurance
program to serve the needs of today’s busy
practitioners. ChiroSecure coverage includes:

�  Broad coverage not limited by any guidelines

�  Defense of sexual misconduct allegations
available

�  Covers State Board proceedings related to
a chiropractic incident

�  Consent is required for any settlement

�  Available in most states

�  Broad range of coverage options

Who Knows
Chiropractors
Better? Best of all, the CHIROSECURE program is avail-

able to ICA members as well as non-members at
competitive group rates. You’ll also be supporting
the ICA and its members programs.

GET ALL THE FACTS...For a no obligation quote, call Dr. Stuart Hoffman

Stuart Hoffman, D.C.
President, ChiroSecure

www.chirosecureonline.com

1-866-802-4476
E X T E N S I O N  1 1

1-866-802-4476

I thought licensing boards were a
“politically appointed” group of individu-
als, (not necessarily even chiropractors)

who held these posi-
tions to “police” pro-
fessional members
and thus protect the
public. To ensure that
we, as licensed pro-
fessionals “above all
else, do no harm!”

At what point did
these individuals be-
come “experts” in the

educational process?
For many years there have been rum-

blings that the FCLB as a representa-
tive body of state chiropractic boards,
whose membership consists of these
political appointees, were mulling over
the idea of “unionizing” in the area of
postgraduate education.

In the past, the FCLB has denied
these rumors. However, several attend-
ees at a state leadership meeting in re-
cent months in New Mexico report that
this political body is indeed engaged in
serious discussions regarding the ac-
creditation of a program that would
evaluate all hours of continuing edu-

cation that would be deemed “accept-
able” to qualify for your re-licensure
credits. They have even gone so far as
to categorize them into the following
four groups:

1. Contains primary curricular data
with testing on completion.

2. Contains primary curricular infor-
mation w/out tests.

3. Contains “acceptable” informa-
tion such as philosophy/practice
management.

4. Is an “unacceptable” program
according to the “evaluators”.

Problems with current process
What reasons do these individuals

give for FCLB to be given the right to
certify and validate postgraduate
courses and take this process away
from our individual chiropractic col-
leges?

1. “Our colleges are not doing an
adequate job.”

2. “It will allow for ease of transfer
of credits from state to state.”

3. “It will make it easier for the
colleges to obtain approval for
their programs as they will only
have to apply to one organization
for approval of all post graduate
credits.”

The first reason is an obvious case
of transference for any one who is
awake/aware. Currently, the continuing
education departments of our colleges
have to apply for approval to each state

board on an individual basis. Therefore,
if in fact some programs that are pres-
ently being approved are “substan-
dard”, a more correct statement is:
“some members of our state boards (or
members of this organization) are not
doing an adequate job”! So what magic
is going to really change here?

As for the second reason, there are
presently no two state associations that

concur with the number of hours and/
or the method by which one can pro-
cure continuing education credits. How
gullible does one have to be to imagine
that every state board is going to “get
in line” with the demands of an outside
agency that has no authority other than
that which they believe they have as-
sumed?

Let’s imagine for a moment that the
above four categories proposed for this
program got universal acceptance by
the FCLB. Will there also be universal
acceptance of how many credits of
each category (1, 2 and 3) will be allow-
able in every state of the United States?
I doubt it! So what has really changed?
Is it just another “power play”? Or is
this really part of bigger plan?

On the surface, reason three prob-
ably has enormous appeal to the con-

tinuing education departments of our
colleges. The present process of apply-
ing for approval from each state board
is an arduous and frustrating task. The
idea that one application would be ac-
ceptable throughout the nation is in-
deed unique and could certainly assist
in preparation of scheduled events. The
truth is that many states are attempt-
ing to make the acquisition of CE cred-
its difficult to get at any location other
than by their own state programs, not
for any ideals of educational excellence
but because it is a major source of rev-
enue.

It doesn’t take much imagination to
quickly see the fallacy of such a pipe
dream.

Who on the FCLB would be respon-
sible for assessing each program, moni-
toring its content and testing of the at-

Maxine McMullen

Is There an Alliance Between the FCLB & the NBCE?
By Maxine McMullen, D.C., F.I.C.C.P.

ICA Vice President tendees? Is this individual/committee
going to be well versed in educational
standards? Is a passing grade required
for those hours in category one to be
counted? Or will they automatically re-
vert to category two? Would we need
to obtain hours in each category? Are
the hours in category one more valu-
able than category two and three? How
will they be assessed by each individual
state? Will every state require the same
number of continuing education hours?
Which category do they fall in to? There
are more questions than answers.

Wake up and smell the roses!
To me this seems to be a first step

towards testing for re-licensure! Not
everyone seems to have received it, but
not too long ago, a “survey” was dis-

Watch Out! This could be the first step to “testing” for relicensure

CONTINUED ON PAGE 19


