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<BESY RRLIEAIE

The Ararican Medical Ascociatien, the American College o2
Burgsens ond the American College of-Fadiology wera found guilty
in vU.8. Dletrict Court of having coneplred to dostroy the
profsesion of chiropractic {n the United Btataea, |

The American Acadenmy of Orthopsdic Burgsons was found to
have ;“knowinqu Joined the conspiracy but to have ceused (ts
participation in 1955 with no likelihood that AADS weuld renew
any baycctt or conspiracy ageinst chiropractcrl.

in & 101l page cpinion relsased on. ~Thursday in Chicago,
Unitad Btates District Coure Judga Buean Getzendanner rTuled that
the Anerican Medicul Auscciation and its co-conspiraters had
viclated the Sherman Antitrust laws of tha United States, Judga
Getzendanner ruled <that they had done this by crganleing a
national boycott of dcctors of chircﬁrnctic by medical physicians
and hospitals vusing en ethice ban opn inﬁarp:a!::nional
~cocperation,
| ‘Evidence at the trial shoved that the deafendants took active
gteps, ' often covert, to undermine chireprectic educaticnal
institutions, conceal evidence ©f the umefulness of chirepractic
cars, undercut insuranca pregrazs for patisnts of chirspractors,
subvert governmant inquiriul into the esfficacy of chirspractic,
angage in a nassive disinformatien caspalgn ¢o discredil: and

destabillize the chiropractis profaesaiecn and sngaged 1in nuuwerouas

other actlvitias to =zaintain a necdical physicien Bencpoly sover

nealth care in this country.
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Tha
ot *%the

langthy dacision dealt & hoavy vlow to tha cxedlbillity

American MWadical pssoclation == the nationte largest

medical trade apsociztion which zepresents <he @ccnoaic intsreste

of mome 230,000 of #ha nation’s 500,000 medical physiclans.

Judge Getrendanner ruleds

I concluds that an injunction {s nocessary in this

casa, There &re lingering effecte of the conspiracy!
the AMA a8 neVeXr acknowlodgsd the {awlossnezs of its
past conduct and in fact o this cay meintaine that it
Tas alweys been in corpliance with the antitruet 1mws:
there nhas nNavaly Lasn BN pf¥irmative statement by the
aMA theot it is atnizal to associato with chiropractors!
thara L&t never tsaon & puplie srate=snt To AXA TaToerd
ef the adziasicno rade in thia vourt about tha izproved
nacure of zhiropractic dappits the fact that the AMA
togay claims that i+ pady chenges In 1ts polivy in
rocognkgion of tna changs ana {eprovement 1N
chlyopractic; thera hug T.8VEYr been publilc retraction cf
articies such as nThe rignt and Duty of Hospltale Lo

(] 1230

chiropracter AcCatbs vo Heepitals™) @ medical

physician hag O VEIY carafally read +the current AdA
Judicial council Opirions tC raalize that thats hao
heen a chahge {n ths trsatzsnt of chiropractors and the
court canndt assusa ~hat wmembers of The AMA pere evaT
rvece oplniors: and finzlly, the syotazatic, long-Carc
wrongdoing and the leng-tara irtsant to dasircy &
1icansed profevelon suggeste that an {irjunction 48
approprisate in this casa. When ali of thess fACTLOTE
are considered in the context of this "private aitornsey
wenaTal® artitrust wuit, & proepoc axercies of the

court's Aiscraotion perzite, arnd in wmy
reguiran, an {njunction. (¢pinion PP 48-49) .

Tha decleion comtirmed the AMA a® thnes lsading pITO

vislater

Yagglionni

&2 <ths nation's antitrust lawe. In 1943 the A Wwasd

convictesd of & griginal viplaticon of the antitrust laws fCI i%s

attompt to destIcy an innovative and cost eutting health cels

ingurancs and dellivery systan in Washington, D.C. Tha convictlon

4a@ uphald by taa guprema Coure of tho United FLatER. =

"
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Agaln, in 1983, the AMA was found guilty, by the Yodarsl

Tradse Comnissica cf a dacades long, systematic viclation of the
antitrust laweg for restricting inforwetive advertising i:y medlcsl
rhysicians and for banning innovative group practice snd medicil
physiclan hiring practicas. Acting se ettorneys for theo Fedorsl
Trade Commicsion In this lattor cass, the Unjtad BStates
Bepartﬁant ef Justlice told tﬁa Bupraxe Court that the AMA's "long
history of Illegal behavicr strongly supports the need for 2

rexedy to reverse the affects of tho restraints of trads they

have imposed,"s

The Administrative Law Judge of the Federal Tradeo Comzmisaion
had ruled that tha AMA had created:

a formidable inpediment to competitiocn in tha delivery
of health cara services by physicians in this country.
That karrler has served to deprive consumers of the
fres flow of infcrwation asbout ths availablliity of
health care porvices, to dater ths offstring of
innovative forms of health care and o stifle tha riss
£ almost avery type of health care delivery that csuld
porantially pose a threat to the income of fee-~for-
servics phyeicians in private practice. The costs to
the public in tarms of lees expensive or ovan, parhaps,
more improved forme of medical services are greaat.?

The decision of thu FTC was alao upheld by the Buprsme Cours

of the Unlted States.
: |
Ividence in tha cass demcnetrztad that the AML ¥nsw of

sclentific studlos i{mplying that chiropractic care wes twice as

effective as nedical care in relieving sany painful ccnditions of

tho neck and back am wall as ralntad' augculo=-nkelatal problens.

7 ges attachment 3,

d ges attachmont cC.




The lengthy dacision dealt a hoavy plow to the credibillity

ot the AmSTiCan Madical Association =~ the natlon’s largest

pedical trade apsocletion which represents the ecenoale intersste
of some 250,000 of ths nation's 500,000 nedical physiclans.

Judge Getzendanner ruled:

¢ conclude that an injunction is noceesary in this
cxss. ‘Thare &I0 1ingering ef?ects of the conspliracyi
the AMA has never soknowlodgad the 1awlsssnesn of its
past conduct and in fact vo this day muintaing thsat it
nag always been in corzplianca with the antitrust lawvog
¢haTre has Ravar Laen A&nN pfrirmative statement by the
AMA thot it is athical to sssociate vith chiropractors}
thars hat DNeVET tsan & public pratezsnt To AMA RARDAXD
af the adxiapions zade in thla court ebout ths izproved
natuze of shiropractic daspite the fact that tihe AHA
todey claime thet {x pade changas in its polivy in
vrecognition of tha ch&nge &nc {zprovemsnt in
eniropractio; thers hag T.OVCYI bDeen publle retraction ¢f
articles such &s® nThae Rignt and Dutly of Hespltals 19
Denv crirvopracter Accecs vo Hospitals"p B8 noiloal
physician hag T¢ VEIY carefully read the current A
Judicial Council opiricns tc realize that therd hap
Teen m changse in ths treatzent of chirspractors and the
_court cannot assuzc ~nat wezpers of The AMA pere over
treco opinlong! and finzlly, the systazatlico, leng-tars
wrongdeing and the leng-tarnm intent to daptrcy a
1icensad profession suggeuts that @an injunction 4s
appropriate in this casa. When all of thess faolore
are considared ln the contaxt of this "private attorney
genarsl” arititruet suit, » propel exsrclsa of the
court's discrotion perzite, and in By Judguent
reguiras, &N tnjunction. {¢pinlon BPP. 48=49) .

The declslion contirmed the AMA o tha lsading protessional
. vioclator of the nation's antitrust laws. In 1943 the AMA was
convictsd of griminal violation of tha ancitrust lave foT ite
attempt to destroy an {nnovative and cost cutting heclth cere
{ngurancs and delivaery systan in Washingten, D.C. Tha conviction

was uphald DY tha Duprene court of tho United atatem.l
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:Ehlra vas alac avidance that the AMA knew that chifcpracti; cara
of pregnant women greatly reduced the paln and suffering
experisnced by women during the months leading up to and st the

tize of delivery, without the need for chamical pain killers that

could e harmful ¢to both mother and chilad, Evidences alao

denonstratad the efficacy of chircpractic cars both in and out of
a hoﬁpital sstting, Tastimony indicatedl that Zfew =medical
prhysicians ware sducated iﬁ or nad the expertiss of doctors ér
chircpractlic in problems invelving the musculc skelstal systexn

which conprisss 60% of the body. The Court concludadd

There alaoc was acme evidaence bLaefore the Commitice
that chircpractlic was esffective -~ more effective than
the msdical profession in treating certain kinds of
problems such as wvorkmenia back injuriss. The
Committaa on Quackery was also aware that pomue medical
physiclans believed chircpractic to be offactive and
that chircpractors wers better trained to daal with
ausculoskelstal problems than most medical physicians.
(Opinion p. 31},
Recognizing in the sarly 1%60's that more and mors peogla

were taking thelir nmusculo~sXeletal problams to deoctors of
chircpractic the AMA moved forcafully to undsrcut the rapid
growth of the profession of chiropractic, now the naticnfl saccnd
largest primary health care provider group.

Judga Get:zendanner, who heard evidence Iin the cases from Hay
¥ through July 2, 1987, ruled that the actions of the AMA and {ts
co=ccnapiraters over the last 2% 3mar; had resulted In sericus
danage to the conpetitivae procsas in health care, the profsssion

of chiropractic am a wholo, am well ss to individual doctors of

chiropractio and the patlents thaey serve, Judge Getzendennor

-‘-
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indicated that she is mtill working on the Orders of Injunction
that she will fssus in an offort to prevaent gfurther illegal

actions by the AMA and its co-conspiraters and $o correct scme of

the adversa Jff-cts of tha antitrust violations.

Cther defendants in additien to the AMA, ACH, ACR and AAOS
included the Joint Commission on Accreditetion of Hospitala, and
the American College o©f Physicians. The Court rulsd that there
was insufficient eovidanca to tie tho JCAM and ACP into the
antitruat conspliracy. The Azerican Hespital Asscciation, ths

Illinols Btate Medical Soclety, tha Arzerican Accdenmy of Physical

Madicins and Rehabilitation and <the Azerican Ostacpathic

Asesociantion settled with the chirépractors before tha Judge's
dacisien.

Plaintlf?f deoctors of. chiropractic in the action include
Chester A. Wilk, D.C,, of Park Ridge, Illincis; Patricia B,

Arthur, D.C. of Dayton, Ohio; James W. Bryden, D.. of Sedalia,
Misscurl; and Hichael D. Pedigo, D.C.,

©f 8San Laarndro,
c:lifornil;

In comunenting on the decismion the former presidant of the
raticn's largest chiropractic college, J.F. McAndrsws, D.C., how

practicing in Harber Springs, Michigan, stated:

The AMA took both arrogance and ignorance to new
levels of fcolishness., Betwssn those characterictics
the AMA crushed all common sense. As an educater and
adainistrator I spant almoet 25 years combatting tho
dispicablo actions of the AMA now declarsd %o ba
illegal by the Court. How many studonts, patients and
prefaceionaleo have had to suffer Zrem the AMA's folly.
Parhape now the government will ilsten when we point
gut tha corzupt power axerciped by the AMA, Farhapso
now the pacple of the Unlted Ftates can get cooperative

-fa




‘Thare was also evidance that tha AMA knaw that chifopzactic cara .

of pregnant women greatly reduced the pain and wuftering

experlanced by women during thes months leading up to and nt the

tina of delivery, without the nesd for chemical pain killars that

could ke harmful to hu;h mother and ehilid. Bvidances almo

dencnstrated the afficacy of chiropractioc care both in and out of
a hcipital sstting. Testinony indicated that <few medical
physicians wvare educated in or had tha expertiss of doctors of
chiropractic in problems involving the nusculc skelstal syston
which comprises €0% of the body. The Court ooncluded:
' Thers 2lao was some svidence before the Committoe
that chirepractic was effective =-- more effactive than
the medical professlon in treating certain Xxinds of

problems such as workmen's back injuries. The
Committee on Quackary was alsc aware that some wmoedical
physiclane ralieved chircpractic to be cffactive and
that chiropractors were better tralnad to deal with

musculoskeletal problems than nmost medical physicians.
{opinion p. 31}.

Recognizing in the early l1960's thzat =more and mora poucple
were taking thelr musculo~skeletal problams to doctors of
chiropractic the AMA moved forcefully to undercut the rapld

growth of the professicn of chircpractic, now the nation's sacond

largest primary health cars provider group.

Judge Getzendannsr, who heard evidence in the case from May
s through July 3, 1987, ruled that the actions of the AMA snd its
co-ccneplirators over the last 25 yaar; had resulted in serious
danage to the competitive procass in h-alﬁh care, tho profession
of ohiropractic am a wholo, &m well as to indlvidual dootors of

ghiropractic and the patlonts <%hey serve, Judge Getrendasnner
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care f-on all segmenta of the health care spectrunm.
Dr. %ilk, in commanting on the ocutccne of tha trisl, steated:

Elaven years of litigation -have domonstrated the
folly of ellowing the AMA, vhose prinary purpess Ior
exictencse is the eccnemic interest of medicsl
physicimna, *o ait in judgment eor contrel of &ny cother
licensed haalth cars provider, I bellave ths Congresa,
Stata Legislatures, the Justice Department, the Federal
Trade <Cozmission and corresponding atete liav
srnforcament &genciss oghould appeint taskx farces to
prebe tha AMA and the cancer in hszlth cers reprasented
by %ha conspiracy we have proven in thin cmega. Every
pick person and every taxpayer In this countiy has
guffared bacause of the actionas of the AMA, I do not
saliave that private partiss such as the plainti?Zs in
this action should ever again have to shouldsr the
oncroous burden of c¢hallernging u well EFunded monolith
such as the AMA, :

Dr. Pedigo, a plaintiff in <the actlion end preeident of a

natlcnal organization of doctors of chiropractio commented:

The profeseion of chlropractic had 1ts bsginnings
enly ninety-two years age in the Unlted Etates. it
daveloped rapidly following World War II and the Kersan
War saspurvesd Dby lts expertliaze and succasses in
efficlently raiisving pein, refirred pain, haeecdaches,
jeint dysfunctions and other neurv-splnal problems at
low cost and wilthout drugs -- prcbhblems that wers nct
teing adaquately addresead ncr studied by the medical
profession., Tha all out acsault on chircpractic waged
by the AMA and its co-consplrators was actually «n
undaclared war on the sickx peoplea whe dared to
challenge the arrcgance and ignorancs of the medical
co=zunity by seeXxing halp fronm dectors of chircpractic.
The AMA's actlions have tarnished the image of medical
physlclans everywhere., ' A& wa have in tho past we ronew
our raqgiest that madical physiclans and chirepractic
physiclancs jein their respective areas of sxpartiss for
the good ¢f thelr primary constituency: the poopis of
ths United 8tates who sxperisnce poor health, thosa who
2ind thamoslves confined to hospitals, or thoss who
ganerally wish to malntain themselves in an optizum
stats of hoalth,

Plaintifs chircpracisr Dr, 3ryden rasels very gtrongly <tnat

«mg AMA'm acticons hurt patients averywhare:
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The AMA i3 & health care bully. In the past that
srganization has trainad ivxe practloed guns on every
group ©of health ocare professicnals who would dara to
offer mervizas to tha sick and sufferiny in compatitien
with medical physiclans, The - podiatrists, c¢linical
paycnologiste, cptozetriats, nurce pructiticnars and
cthers havae sutfercd mericus injury to thelr
professions and the paople <thay seak to aevvy OB B
result of the unconscionable conduct of the aMA., It

_appears that conly a couragecus fedaral dudge 18 Riy
‘arsugh to subdue the bully. I suggest to Rli of our
health care friends that the AMA =3ust Da carsfully
watcned and called to acccunt fraguantly until it

learns that it too s wsubject toc the laws of this
couUNtIY .

Dr. Patricia Azthur, the sols woman chircpracter azmong thns
: plaintiffs, suggests that the consplracy orgarized by tha A¥A le

divectly rinponﬁible for the mushrocming explezlcn of health care
costs in this country:

The August 1987 edition of a magazine directed to
nospital adzinistrators predicts that the natiom is
neaded toward & 1.5 triliion dollar annual hselth care
pudget, Each persch in the country will be axpending

‘more than $5,000.00 per yoor on hoalth care cCoGls.
Chiropractic is a lov cost curstitutas for cartain
pegmente of madical care. That iv %he result of
moncpoly in tha health cars field centarad around ths
IMA. My pereonal experiences with the power of the AMA
zmonopely is one that I hope ro cne alos ever has to
suffer. 1 was danied eccess %o radiclogloal parvices
at a hospitsl in a small Cclorads town whera I trisd to
establish =my first practice agter 1lsaving oschool.
While appsaling tne denial by sight madical physlclans
on the nedical staff, my pationts had to travel 60
miles through the mountaine to the clopast chircpractor
fa5r neceesary X-rays. Tho &ppeal process rusulted in
naving zy profession unfairly <efamed by the AMA
propaganda machine and ths resulting news coverags
upset my sfforts to bulld a practice in the saell
comzunity. My decislon to abandon my practice and
1save the Btate of Colorade is i{llustrative of what ths
AMA haa been able to do to ms and pomsibly hundrsds, if
not thousanda, of othor licensed profassiconslis. » The
ohallenge %to the AMA's 1ilegal activities ias been
arduocus. Thank God for Judge Susan Gatzaendannelr.




care fronm all segmenta of ths hesalth cars spectrum.

br. Wilk, in commanting on the ocutccme of tha trial, astated;

Elaven yemrs of litigation -have demonstroted the
folly of allowing the AMA, vhose primary purpoas Ifox
axistance ia the accromic Intarest of  medic:al
physicians, to sit in judgment or contrel of any other
licansed health care providar. I believe thse Congress,
Gtate Leglslatureas, the Justice Department, the Federal
Trade Coxmiesion and correspending atate law
c¢nforcenent agenciaes chould appoint task forcec to
prebe tha AMA and ths cancer in health cere representad
by tha conspiracy we have preven in this cass. Every
sick person and every taxpaysr in thias country hes
suffared hacruss of the actions of the AMA. I do not
bellave that private parties euch as the plaintifis in
thies action »should aever again have to shoulder <The

onorzsous burden of challsrnging a well funded monolith
such as tho AMA, ,

Dr. Padige, a plaintiff in the action end fresident of

natlonal organization of dectore of chiropractic conmented:

The profession of chiropractic had its besginnings
oenly ninety-two years ago in the Unlted Btates, it
daveloped zapidly follewing World War 11 and the Korean
War apurrsd by lts sxpertlos and succeases in
sfficlently yellsving paln, refirred pain, headaches,
{eoint dysfunctione und other neuru~-spinal problems at
low cost and without drugs -- prcblemas that wers not
being adeguately addresmed nor studied by the medicul
profession., The all out assault on chiropractic waged
by the AMA and its co-conspirators was actually an
undsclared war eon the sick pecple whe dared to
challenge the arrogance and ignorances of the medical
cozzunity by sesking help from doctors of chirepractlc.
The AMA's actlions have tarnished the imags of medical
physiclianns avarywhera. ' As va have in tho past we rensw
cur reguest that medigal phyaiciane and ochiropractic
physiciens join their reepective arsas of sxpertioss for
the good ¢f theair primary constituency: the paoples of
the United Btates who experisnce poor health, those who
2ind thenmselvses confined to hespitals, or thoss who

ganeraliy wiah to maintaln themselves in an optizum
stats of hsalth.

yiainti?? chiropracter Dr. 2dryden t¢selu very strongly <hat

ths AMA's aotions 2urt patisnts sveryvhars:
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