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A concept currently being es-. 
pouscd by the non.diagnostic 
straight chiropractic group is 

that chiropractors do not treat disease. 
The testimony of Dr. Reginald R. Gold, 
speaking for the Federation of Straight 
Chiropractic organizations, on March 
14, 1979 before the Advisory.Committee 
on Accreditation and Institutional 
Eligibility in Washington, D.C., in 
opposition to renewed recognition of the 
Council on Chiropractic Education as 
an accrediting agency for the chiro
practic profession, illustrates the extent 
of this thralldom. Gold stated: 

ult is our contention that chiropractic 
does not treat disease of any kind, does 
not give advice on disease, does not pre
vent disease. In fact, has nothing what
soever to do with disease." 1 

" ... the straight chiropractor does not 
hold himself out or herself out to treat 
disease. We don't treat backaches, we 
don't treat stiff net:ks~ we don't treat 
headaches.'' 2 

•• ... The first thing is if you came in to 
me complaining of a low back problem 
and asked rric if I would help you, the 
answer would be no. Chiropractors 
don't treat backaches .... A real chiro
practor does not offer to treat backaches 
at all. I would say to you I don't treat 
backaches. If you want to know what is 
cawing your backache, you are in the 
wrong place.'' 3 

The purpose of this treatise is to 
examine tbe vaUd.ity of this straigbt chi
ropractic dogma. Let us first examine 
the etymology and common law 
meanings of the words· udisea.se" and 
''treatnlent". 

DISEASE 
The word "disease'" is derived from 

the Latin Preftx "dis" and the noun 
"ease" _4 "Dis", as used in the word 
"Disease", is a living prefix with 
privative force denoting the opposite of, 
or tack of, the thing in question. 5 The 
word ''ease'' in its noun form means 
absence of pain or discomfort; freedom 
from annoyance.li Thus, in its etymo-
logical or primary sense "disease" 
means a lack of ease, comfort, 
annoyance, disturbance or trouble. 
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Judicial support for this meaning is 
found in Mym v. Metropolitu Ufe 
IDs. Co., 33A. 2d 253, 25S, 2S7, IS2 Pa 
Super. SO?. The court said: 

"Instruction tbat a 'disease" is a 
lack of ease, pain, distress. trouble, 
discomfort, a distressing physical 
condition, was etymologically oor-
rect. •• 

The courts within the United States 
have developed a rather Jarge body of 
common law dealing with the meaning 
of the word ''disease". A large group of 
cases interprets the word "disease" in 
its literal sense and considers any ail
ment, however trivial, a disease. 7 

Another group of cases, interpreting the 
tenn • 'disease". as used primarily in 
life, health and "accident insurance 
policies, is more restrictive in that they 
limit the term to ailments of a more 
settled character 8 and exclude condi
tion.§ of only a slight or temPorary 
nature 9 or to the imperfect working of 
some function, which is over in a short 
period of time, and which, when re
covered from~ leaves the body in its 
nonnal condition. 10 

Examples of language used by courts 
following the literaJ interpretation of the 
word "disease" follow. The court in 
Bnsb •. Order of United Commudal 
Travoten of America C.C.A. Vt., 124 
R. 2d S28, 529, said: 

u ... any departure from an ideal or 
perfect norm of health is a dis-
ease." 

And in Order of UDited C<Jmmerdal 
Travelen of America v. Nleholsoa, 
C.C.A. N.Y., 9 F. 2d 7, 14, the court 
stated that the term "disease" means: 

" ... a deviation from the healthy 
or normal condition of any of the 
functions or tissues of the body." 

An Alabama court, interpreting 
language in an insurance policy in the 
case of Southern Ufe and Hoalth IDs. 
CAl. v. Drake, 117 So. 401, 402, 22 Ala. 
App. 494, considered "disease" as: 

" ... a morbid condition7 resulting 
from some functiona1 disturbance or 
failure of physical function which 
tends to undermine the constitution.'' 
Similarly an Oregon court, in BJalock 

· v. City of Portland, 291 P. 2d 218, 221, 
206 Or. 74 said: 

,.Disease is defmed as a distur
bance in function or structure of any 
organ or part of the body.'' 11 

Both state courts of the United States 
Supreme Court have made it clear that 
the term "diseasen, when used without 
restrictive words, includes diseases of 
the mind as well as of the body. 

An example of language used by a 
court fotlowing a more restrictive inter
pretation of the word "disease" is 
found in DJckersoo v. Hartford 
AcddeDtlllld IDdomaHy CAl., lOS P. 2d 
S17, 520, 56 Ariz. 7(). Here the court is 
asked to determine the meaning of the 
word "disease", as used in a provision 
of an acciden[ policy that insurance shall 
not cover death or disability caused 
either wholly or in part by some kind of 
disease. The court said: 

"Disease is defmed as a condition 
in which bodily health is seriously at
tacked, deranged, or impaired, and as 
an alteration of the state of the human 
body or some of its organs-or parts, 
interrupting or disturbing the per
formance of the vital functions.'' 

TREATMENT 
In common parlance, and often in 

common law, utreatment'' is considered 
to be a broad term covering all the steps 
taken to _effect a cure of an injury or 
disease.12 The word "treatment" has 
been described as the act or manner of 
treating or applying remedies to; 13 the 
mode or course pursued for remediaJ 
purposes; 14 the means employed to 
restore to health a disease or injury; 15 
the management of disease of diseased 
patients. U Tbe word is often used to 
include examination and diagnosis as 
well as application of remedies. 17 

SUBLUXATION 
One tiring that few chiropractors (in

cluding the non-diagnostic straights) will 
disagree upon is that a vertebral sub
luxation is a deviation of a vertebra 
from its normal position. The subluxa
tion may or may not be accompanied by 
lack of ease, pain or distress but it 
certainly represents an "abnormal · 
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state'', '"trouble'', or .. disturbance'' 
according to chiropractic philosophy 
and lhus falls within lhe ecymolosic:al 
meaning of the · word "disease." A 
subluxation also falls within the literal 
common law definitions of '"disease-" 
cited earlier in Ibis treatise. Even lhe 
most hard core non-diaanostic straight 
dogmatist would be hard pressed to 
argue that a subluxation is not a 
departure from .. an ideal of perfect 
norm of health" or a udeviation from 
the healthy or normal condition of any 
of the functions or tissues or the body" 
or "a disturbance in function or 
structure of ... a part of the body." 

The inescapable conclusion then is 
that chiropractors who deal with sub
luxations deal with "disease" in its 
literal sense. And what is the chiro
practor's basic tool for dealing with the 
"disease" called subluxation? It is lhe 
chiropractic adjustment, a method of 
restoring a vertebra to its normal 
position or, to put it another way, a 
method of restoring a diseased part of 
the body to a non-diseased state. The 
chiropractic adjustment then is a 
remedial measure to correct a sub
luxation (disease). 

We have seen that under the common 
law definitions a means or remedy em
ployed to restore the body to a 
"disease" free .state js a ,.treatment"'. It 
follows then that the chiropractic 
adjustment is a 11 treatment'' for 
''disease.'' 

CONCLUSION 
It should be clear from the above that 

those who claim that chiropractors do 
not treat disease are engaging in self-de
luding rhetoric. Such persons may fool 
themselves, the public and confused 
legislative and administrative bodies on 
a short term basis but there is case law to 
indicate that well informed courts will 
strip away the veil of rhetorical 
confusion espoused by the dogmatic 
non-diagnostic straights. T~ court in 
Comm. T. Zimmerman, 221 Mass. 184. 
108 N.E. 893, said: 

" ... the fact that chiropractors ab
stain from the use of words like 
diagn011is, tieatment, or disease is 
immaterial. Wbat they hold them
selves out to do and wbot !bey do is 

to treat -· and the substitu
tion of words like analysis, palpa
tion, and adjustment does not 
change the nature of their act.'' 
(emphasis added) 

The Massachusetts decision was 

followed by a Wisconsin court in 
Kaec:bler v. Volpwuo, 180 W'JS. 238 
and should serve .,. a fitting caveat to 
those in the chiropractic profession who 
distort the common usaae and common 
law meaniDJ of words to achieve 
dogmatic goals. 

FOOTNOTES 
I. Transoript of Proceedi!ll', Dept. of 
HEW. OE, Advisory Committee on Ac
creditation and Institutional Eligibility 1 

Subcommittee I, March 14, 1'179, p. 
137. 
2. Ibid., p. 138. 
3. Ibid., pp. 147·148. 
4. Myen v. MetropoUtan Ufe IDs. Co., 
33 A. 2d 2Sl, 2SS, 257, 1S2 Pa Super 
S01. 
S. The Oxford Universal Dictionary, Jrd 
Edit., p. 516. 
6. Ibid., p. 579. 
7. Mutulll Ufe IBs. Co. v. Simpson, 31 
S.W. SOl, S02, 88 Tex. 333, 28 L.R.A. 
165, S3 Am S.R. 757. Jntemalioul 
Brotb. of Boiler Maken v. Rodrlpez, 
Civ. App., 193 S.W. 2d 83S, 840. 
Soverelan Ouap. W.O.W., v. Meadez, 
Civ. App., 123 S.W. 2d 98S, 987. 
8. Mutual Ufelas. Co. of New York v. 
DcJdae, C.C.A. Md., 11 F. 2d 486, 489, 
S9 A. L.R. 1290. 
9. Thompson v. State, 153 So. 470, 228 
Ala. 231, Ufe IDs. Co. of ViJ'&IDia v. 
Mann, 186 So. S83, S8S, 28 Ala. App. 
42S, Ferpson v. State exrel.llolley, 172 
So. 350, 3S2, 27 Ala. App. 337, Aetu 
Ufelas. Co. v. Shipley, Civ. App., 134 
s.w. 2d 342, 347. 
10. MotropoUtiD C..Jtalty 1111. Co. v. 
Cato, 74 So. 118, 119, 113 Miss. 303, 
Ral Estate Trut Co. of PbUadelplllo •. 
MetropoUtu Ufe IDs. Co., 17 A. 2d 
416, 420, 340 Pa. S33. 
II. Couocticnt Mot. L. 1111. Co. v. 
Akens, Pa., 14S.Ct. ISS, 151, ISO U.S. 
468, 47S, 37 L. Ed. 1148, Guani!IUI Ufe 
1111. Co. of America v. Riclwdsoa, 129 
S.W. 2d 1107,1115,23 Tenn. App. 194. 
12. Hester v. Ford, 130 So. 203, 221 
Ala. S92; IClnehner v. Eqllltable Ufe 
Aaur. Soc. of U.S., 284 N.Y.S. S06, 
510, 147 Misc. 63S. 
13. Lutmu •· Americou Shoe ~b. 
Co., App., lSI S.W. 2d 701, 709 
14. Ibid. 
IS. Goldwater •· Otizms C..Jtalty Co. 
of New York, 7 N.Y.S. 2d 242, 249. 
16. Ibid. 
17. Hester •· Ford, 130 So. 203, 221 
Ala. S92; Kirschner •. Equitable Ufe 
Assm. Soc. of U.S., 284 N.Y.S. S06, 
510, IS7 Misc. 635. 

The Digest of Chiropractic Economics JULY I AUGUST, 1979 

Rope 1111 

Serpentln• n19 ~ $56.33 

Snak• 11110 '"'P1'!i'! I l¥!"1!' $49.88 

All Orders POit Pwd 

Send Check or Money Order 

INFINITY JEDCO, INC. 
P .0. Box 2643 

Mobile, AL 36601 

'79 Cadillacs 
Cost Less 
In Detroit 

Dalgleish Cadillac has 
the lowest sticker 

prices in the U.S.A. 

Buy your new 1979 
Cadillac in Detroit 
from Dalgleish, the 
closest dealer to the 

Cadillac factory. 

Before you buy any 
Cadillac, anywhere, 
anytime, call or see: 

DALGLEISH 
CADILLAC 

6160 C~n An., Dc1roit 4320.2 
nur the G.M. & Fi~htr Bldp;5. 

"Michigan's largest 
Cadillac Dealer" 

Phone (313) 875-0300 
Call Tom H(1dgE" or Mikt'Opyr 

81 




