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The Honorable Ronald M. George August 11™ 2005
Chief Justiceand Honorable Associate Justices

CdliforniaSupreme Court

350 McAllister Street

San Francisco, Calif. 94102-4783

RE: LaurenceTanet al, v. State Board of ChiropracticExaminers
A106656 (San Francisco County Super. Ct. No. CGC-03-419378)
SupremeCourt # S136055.

Dear Chief Justice Lucas and Honorable Associate Justices:

The plaintiffs in the above-cited case have asked me to briefly comment on the distinctions between
alopathic drugs and homeopathic remediesin both an historical and contemporary perspective.

| earned my MD degree from New Y ork Medical Collegein 1971 and completed my family practice
residency at Good Samaritan Hospital in Phoenix, Arizona in 1974. | hold a Diplomate degree and
Fellow Designation in homeopathic medicine from the British Institute of Homeopathy. Presently, only
three states in the United States separately license homeopathic physicians. Arizona, Nevada and
Connecticut. | hold such alicense from the State of Arizona. | served on the ArizonaBoard of
Homeopathic Exaininers for nine years and until June 2005. During thetime | was the President of that
Board for sx of those years 1 am presently the President of the ArizonaHomeopathic and Integrative
Medical Association

Although | had extensive education and training in my allopathic schooling relativeto the design,
purpose, mechanisms and uses of alopathic drugs| did not receive any training or exposure to the
theory or practice of homeopathy or asto the theories and uses of homeopathic medicines.

Homeopathic medicines have traditionally been referred to as*'remedies” or ™ constitutional medicines’
Allopathic drugs and homeopathic remediesare based upon distinctly different theories of disease
causation and treatment. Indeed, Samuel B. Hahneman, MD, the father of homeopathy in the 18"
Century first coined the term " Allopathy to distinguishthat theory and practice from homeopathy. It
has been estimated that only about 5,000 out of the 700,000+ MDs in this country presently utilize
homeopathic remedies.

Thisis obvioudly not the time or placeto go further in developing the different theoretical structure of
alopathic and homeopathic practice. Indeed, books have been written about that matter. However, it
should be noted that homeopathic remediesare presently being used based both upon the classical
homeopathic tradition and within anewer paradigm that has emerged primarily in Europe, especialy in
Germany.
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Personally, | practice primarily within the emerging paradigm. | also teach this approach to the use of
homeopathic remediesaround the world and have taught this perspective in many states of the United
States. A sgnificant number of chiropractors have attended my seminars.

Practitionersfollowingthis newer homeopathic paradigm have both widened and refined many aspects
of homeopathic theory and practice. Generdly speaking, they have developed atheory of using
homeopathic remediesto remove interference with, or otherwiseenhancethe capacity of, the body's
inherent ability to regulateand hedl itself Again, thisfocus of interest is different from the allopathic
perspective. In Europe, thistype of homeopathic practiceis part of what is often referred to as
"functional medicine”.

| trust the foregoinginformation will be of assistanceto the court in its considerationof the referenced
caseand | urge that the court grant review. It would be a shameto deprivethe patientsof enlightened
Chiropractorsfrom being able to use these remedies.

Thank you very much
Sincerely yours,
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Homeopathic Family Physician

PS
| employ two Chiropractorsto see patientswithin my own private practice
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STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss
COUNTY OF MARICOPA )

CaseName: Tainet al v. State Board of Chiropractic Examiners
Superior Court Case No: CGC-03-419378

Court of AppealsCase No:  A106656

Supreme Court Case No: S136055

| am a citizen of the United States. | am over the age of eighteenyearsand not a party to the within
entitled action. My businessaddressis 14231 N. 7" Street, Phoenix, Arizona

On August 11th, 2005 | served the within AMICUS CURIAE LETTER by placing atrue and correct
copy in aseded envelope, postage thereon fully prepaid, addressed asfollows:

CLERK

FIRST DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL
350 McAllister Street

San Francisco, Cdlif. 94102-4738

Ms. Char Sachson, Esg. David Prescott

Deputy Attorney Genera VeritasJustice & BioethicsInstitute
455 Golden Gate Ave,, Ste. 11000 22365 El ToroRd., Ste. 109

San Francisco, Calif. 94.102-3664 Lake Forrest, Calif. 92630

Attorney for State Board of Chiropractic Attorneysfor Plaintiff/ Appellants
Examiners

| deposited the envelopein the U.S. Postal Service the same day at Phoenix, Arizona.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Arizonaand of Californiathe
foregoingistrue and correct.

Executed on August 11th, 2005, at Phoenix, Arizona.




