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The Chiropractic Act authonzes chiropractors to “analyze, examine,
or evaluate the biomechanical condition of the spine and musculoskeletal system of
the human body.” TEX, Occ, Cope § 201,002(b)(1). Based on this language,
TBCE's scope of practice rule contains several provisions addressing diagnosis.
Rule 75.17(d)( 1) states: “In the practice of chiropractic, licensees may render an
analysis, diagnosis, or other opinion regarding the findings of examinations and

evaluations.” 22 Tex. Apmin, Cont § 75.17(d)( 1) (emphasis added). Subsection

(A) of this provision then goes on to authonize chiropractors to render “[aln
analysis, diagnosis or other opmion regarding the bromechanical condition of the
spine or musculoskeletal system.”  Jd. § TS I7(AMINA) (emphasis added).
Subsection (B) authorizes chiropractors to render “[aln analysis, diagnosis or other
opinion regarding a subluxation complex of the spine or musculoskeletal system.™

This appeal is about the validity of
subsections (A) and (B).

In its statement of facts, TMA asserts that “[t]he invalidation of the
diagnosis rule was the relief sought by the Physician Parties from the outset of thas
litigation through its conclusion in the trial court, and that is the relief the tnal
court provided.” TMA's Br. a1 3. In point of fact, TMA has not sought the same

relief at every stage of this litigatuon. In fact, the tnal court’s judgment gave TMA

Y
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(D) ether cxamenation and evaluataon ser-
vices Bhal are mconsistent with the practice
of chropractx asd wilh the cxammation
and evalunton seevices described usder
this subsection

Analysis. Dhagnoses, and Other Opnions

(1) In e pracuce of chiropractic, hoersocs
may render an analyus, dlagnosss, or other
opinon regacdng the lindings of exammanons
and evalsanions. Sech episions could include,
bt are not limesed 10, the following

(A} An analysis, dagnosis or ocher opanion
regarding the biomechanxal condtion of
the sping of mussulostolemal syssem in-
cluding. bat not himited %o, the Sollowing

(1) the health and itognty of the wruc-
tares of the system,

(1) the coordization, balasce, offi-
crency, siresgth, conditicning and
functional bealth and indegrity of the

Ay

C1il) the existence of structural patho-
bogy, Musctionad pathology or ofher ab-
sormakty of Bhe sysiem,

(Iv) Bhe natere, seventy, complicatng
factons and effects of said structural
pathelogy, fenctional pathology, of

B a Ck other abaormal ey of e system;

(v) e etiology of sand structeral

B UttO n pathelogy, fenctioaal passology o

other abooemality of the xysicr. and

(vi) the effoct of said strectural patho-
logy. fencticnal pahology of other ab.
noemality of the sywices oa (he bealth
of an indv idual pamsent o population
of patscnls,

(B) An amalysis, Sagnosis or oaher opmion
regarding a subdasation complex of the
spine of mescubosheletal system inclading,
but a0t lmited w, Bie followag

(1) The natere, seventy, complicang
factors and effects of sasd seblaxation
comples

(m) the ctology of said subluxation
comphlin. and

(1) the effect of sadd seblucation
complex on the bealth of an indivadeal
paticet or popalation of patscnis,

{C) An opmica reganding the treatment
peocodures that are mdicaled n the thers-
poutic care of a patient or coadition,

(D) An epimon reganding the hikelibood of
recovery of a patiest of condmon under mn
indicated course of Brealment

(E) An opimon regardng the nsks assocs
ated with the treatment procoduses Bat are
indicated wn the therapeutis care of a pa
tieet of conditien,

(F) An epimion regarding the nisks aswoxi-
ated with a0t recon ing 1he eatment peo
codures that are indicatad in the therapout -
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The Chiropractic Act authorizes chiropractors to “analyze, examine,
or evaluate the biomechanical condition of the spine and musculoskeletal system of
the human body.” TEX. OCC. CODE § 201.002(b)(1). Based on this language,
TBCE's scope of practice rule contains several provisions addressing diagnosis.
Rule 75.17(d)(1) states: “In the practice of chiropractic, licensees may render an
analysis, diagnosis, or other opinion regarding the findings of examinations and
evaluations.” 2 (emphasis added). Subsection
(A) of this provision then goes on to authorize chiropractors to render “[a]n
analysis, diagnosis or other opinion regarding the biomechanical condition of the
spine or musculoskeletal system.” [d. § TS AT(A(INA) (emphasis added).
Subsection (B) authorizes chiropractors to render “[an analysis, diagnosis or other
opinion regarding a subluxation complex of the spine or musculoskeletal system.”
ld. § 75.17(d)(1)(B) (emphasis added). This appeal is about the validity of
subsections (A) and (B).

In its statement of facts, TMA asserts that “[tJhe invalidation of the
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vices that are inconsistent with the practice
of chiropractic and with the examination normality of the system on the health
and evaluation services described under of an individual patient or population
STATEMENT OF this subsection, of patients;
JURISDICTION

(vi) the effect of said structural patho-
logy. functional pathology or other ab-

(d) Analysis, Diagnosis, and Other Opinions (B) An analysis, diagnosis or other opinion
regarding a subluxation complex of the
ISSUES spine or musculoskeletal system including,

(1) In the practice of chiropractic, licensces )
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may render an analysis, diagnosis, or other

opinion regarding the findings of examinations
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the spine or musculoskeletal system in-
cluding, but not limited 1o, the followin

complex; and

(1) the health and integrity of the struc-
tures of the system;

(11) the coordination, balance, effi-
ciency, strength, conditioning and
functional health and integnty of the
system;

(111) the exastence of structural patho-

(111) the effect of s
complex on the health of an indivadual
patient or population of patients;

(C) An opinton regarding the treatment
procedures that are indicated in the thera-
peutic care of a patient or condition;

(D) An opinion regarding the likelihood of
recovery of a patient or condition under an
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Do you find that Lee Montgomery misappropriated any trade secrets of Rosewood Bank?

A person misappropriates a trade secret if that person uses or discloses the trade secret in
violation of a confidential or contractual relationsh,i\ﬁ with Rosewood Bank.
ontgomery
A confidential relationship existed between d Rosewood Bank if Rosewood
Bank justifiably placed trust and confidence in t to act in Rosewood Bank’s best
interest. Rosewood Bank’s subjective trust and feelings alone do not justify transforming arm’s-
length dealings into a confidential relationship.

A person uses a trade secret if that person seeks to benefit from use of the information.
Mere knowledge of a trade secret is not enough to establish improper use of a trade secret. If the
person has not put the trade secrets into commercial operation, then no commercial use has
occurred.

Answer “Yes” or “No™:

3; Did Conrad Asset Management intentionally interfere with any contracts that Rosewood
Bank had with Lee Montgomery?

Interference is intentional if committed with the desire to interfere with the contract or
with the belief that interference is substantially certain to result.

Answer “Yes” or “No™:

Did any of the Defendants disparage the business of Rosewood Bank?
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MADMAN, ARCHITECT, CARPENTER, JUDGE:
ROLES AND THE WRITING PROCESS

by Betty S. Flowers
Professor of English and
Director of the Lyndon B. Johnson Presidential Library

"What's the hardest part of writing?"
I ask on the first day of class.

"Getting started,” someone offers,
groaning.

"No, it's not getting started," a voice

in the back of the room corrects. "It's
keeping on once you do get started. I can always write a
sentence or two-but then I get stuck.”

"Why?" I ask.

"I don't know. I am writing along, and all of a sudden I
realize how awful it is, and I tear it up. Then I start over
again, and after two sentences, the same thing
happens.”

"Let me suggest something which might help," I say.
Turning to the board, I write four words: "madman,”
"architect," "carpenter,” "judge.”




MADMAN, ARCHITECT, CARPENTER, JUDGE:
ROLES AND THE WRITING PROCESS

Madman Architect

Carpenter




Where is the iPad strong?

'
,\
.

Gathering Ideas
Mind-mapping apps

Note-taking apps

Structuring Thoughts
Outhining apps

Simple text editors




1'Thoughts HD




uil_.Venzon LTE

Mm 4+ Q & = <€

There is no split among the COAs

The statutory issue ° No ambiguity

Response to Petition () S _ \
Waiver in the the jury charge v

The industry contract has already been
changed

Practical effects are small °




MindNode




There is no split among the COAs

The statutory issue No ambiguity
Waiver in the the jury charge
New Node

agustry

Practical effects are small

SIME

SN tre &]]

Q

|
Ol

N

enerts

ontract has already been

le example

a

y show off t

he




GoodReader

lAnnotate PDF

Getting notes out

OCR first

Getting files in POF / Record apps

Moving between apps

See how yours look

T What the court uses to read your e-briefs

¢ ¢asy or hard to use /

Transcript apps (7)

o~
d

Second screen / limits to this

Dedicated "Big 2" apps

Deing legal research

Reference shelf sort of apps
Don't forget Safari'web

VGA / ApplaTV

Keynote Remote

Keynote iCloud sync (to phone)

Presentations

Presanter display

Mind mapping apps

Outlining apps

Gathering ideas

i/

Pad panel

Evernote / bucket apps

List making apps

Voice dictation

Handwriting / drawing apps

Notes
Synchronized audio note apps

Getting notes out

Natwve vs Importing

Q: Is this about group presentations? Client
pitches in smaller settings?

Great for loading into or out of your brain

Second screen "

T~ Less great for making final documents

Opmi Mind map -> outliner

Text or Markdown

File formats -> flow between apps

Qverview Concepts RTF

Pages

"Focus® writing apps

Markdown/text apps

Writing apps
Rumors of “real” Office for 10S

Editing Word files / limits

RTF / conversions (limited) L~

WPD (viewing)

Photo -> PDF (scanner) apps

— ,

POF

Dictation built into lots of things

Features baked into the OS 0 captu sar than jotting down plec

-

Geolocation & contact aw.

As a larger example,
== here's the map I used

Printing options / Printopi

Instapaper type apps

Ebook syncing across devices Unrooted ideas

J

\ Expense tracking / receipts

Time tracking (7)

when first thinking about

this panel




Exporting from MindNode

Export Types

MindNode Document

FreeMind Document

PNG Image

Text Outline

OPML Outline

PDF Document




OmniOuthiner tor 1Pad

el
Y




Rearranging Headings in OmniOutliner

Topic

Response to Petition

P

Reasotiste defiy 1o iaw

P

Reasons to deny review
Waiver in the the jury charge

No instruction was offered

The trial court never ruled on this contract language
Practical effects are small

The industry contract has already been changed

The statutory issue




You have an OPML file.
Now what?

Could use the 1Pad Or find a tool that

(( )
as a second screen can transform

to consult while OPML into a file

you re typing into a format you need

full computer.




makeDoc




D | writer
e

Export as OPML Export as Markdown

DOCX for use in Word
(or importing to WordPerfect)




wuil_Verizon LTE

21:46

/,.\'\'
Converting...
UT CLE.opml

7 [al

69%




all. Verizon LTE

Done

21:46

UT CLE.docx

UT CLE This is
how the

Response to Petition default Word

styles look

Reasons to deny review

There is no split among the COAs
Waiver in the the jury charge

No instruction was offered

The trial court never ruled on this contract language
Practical effects are small

The industry contract has already been changed
The statutory issue
No ambiguity

The contract language does not require both parties to purchase insurance



ARGUMENT

REASONS TO DENY REVIEW
A. There is no split among the COAs
B. Waiver in the jury charge

1 No instruction was offered

2 The trial court never ruled on this contract language
C. Practical effects are small

1 The industry contract has already been changed
II. THE STATUTORY ISSUE
A. No ambiguity

III. THE CONTRACT LANGUAGE DOES NOT REQUIRE BOTH PARTIES TO

Print Layout View Sec 1| Pages: lof 1 Words: 18 of 67 | S




