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This year 81 papers were submitted for review to Burke (NYCC), Lisa Caputo (CMCC), Joseph
the ACC Conference 2000. A call for peer reviewers Chromiak (Life), Carol Claus (CCC-LA), Sheldon
resultedin 83 qualified people from 16 different chiro- Clayton (SCSC), Ashley Cleveland (CCC—KC),
practic colleges, which is a significant increase in the Robert Cooperstein (PCC-W), Samuel Demons
number of participants compared to last year. Each (Life), James DeVocht (PCC), Donald Dishman
proposal was assigned to people with expertise in a(NYCC), Stephen Duray (PCC), William Elkington
given topic area and/or with unique critical appraisal (NWCC), Sandy Everage (Life), lan Fraser (CMCC),
skills. The proposals were blinded and distributed so Christopher Good (NYCC), Emile Goubran (LACC),
that no paper was sent from an author to a reviewer Bart Green (PCC), Laura Greene-Orndorff (SCSC),
from the same institution and that all peer reviewers John Hart (SCSC), Alan Hartley (SCSC), Leila ller
for a given proposal came from different campuses. (CCC—-LA), Robert Jansen (PCC-W), Miriam Kahan
Most peer reviewers critiqued 5 different proposals (CCC—-LA), Ron Kirk (Life), Steven Kleinfield
and each proposal was critiqued by a minimum of (PCC), Dana Lawrence (NCC), Timothy Lee
3 peer reviewers. The result was over 350 separate(Texas Chiropractic College), Cynthia Long (PCC),
tally sheets and over 350 sheets of comments fromKatherine Manley-Buser (PCC), Dennis Marchiori
reviewers. Based on the data from the tally sheets and(PCC), Sherry McAllister (PCC-W), Brian McAulay
the peer reviewer comments, decisions were made agSCSC), Cameron McDermaid (CMCC), Beth
to how to categorize the status of the proposals for McDowell (SCSC), William McGimsey (TCC),
the 2000 conference. All first authors received a copy William Meeker (PCC), Silvano Mior (CMCCQC),
of their tally sheets and peer reviewers’ comments David Mullen (PCC-W), Edward Owens, Jr.
regardless of the decision of acceptance to the confer-(SCSC), Cynthia Peterson (PCC), Mark Pfefer
ence. This feedback process is intended to encouragéCCC-KC), Bruce Pfleger (Life), Julie Plezbert
scholarship and to guide the authors as to how to (NYCC), Roger Pringle (NCC), Florence Rigby
improve the quality of their work. The ACC 2000 peer (Life), Richard Ruegg (CMCC), Ruth Sandefur
review committee succeeded in doing an excellentjob. (CCC-KC), Charles Sawyer (NWCC), Hasnhaa
They should be commended for their contribution to Shafik (TCC), Judy Silvestrone (NYCC), Monica
the continued improvement of the ACC Educational Smith (PCC), Gregory Snow (PCC-W), Alan
Conference. Solinger (LCCW), Marcia Thomas (CCC-KC),

The ACC would like to thank the following doctors  Alfred Traina (LACC), Bill Updyke (PCC-W),
who provided peer review for the ACC Educational James Vidrine (SCSC), Rudolf Vrugtman (LCC),
Conference 2000: Gerald Waagen (PCC-W), Judith Waalen (CMCCQC),

Alan Adams (LACC), Delmas Allen (LACC), RobertWalker (NYCC), Sarah Webster (Life), Barry
Jerrilyn Backman (NCC), Kevin Ball (NYCC), Paul Wiese (PCC), Steven Wild (PCC), Matt Williams

Barlett (CCC-KC), Deborah Barr (NYCC), Thomas
Bergmann (NWCC), Lansing Blackshaw (NYCC),
Michael Bovee (PCC), Alan Breen (PCC), Edward
Brown (PCC), Susan Brown (Life), Dale Buchberger
(NYCC), Ronald Bulbulian (NYCC), Jeanmarie

(Life), Leslie Wise (SCSC), Kurt Wood (NWCC),
Audris Zidermanis (PCC). ACC Peer Review Coor-
dinator: Claire Johnson (PCC-W); Data Manage-
ment: Todd Andrew (PCC-W);The Journal of
Chiropractic EducatiorEditor: Rob Ward (LACC).
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