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TO: Senate Committee on Insurance, Licensing and Forestry 
  Senator Mary Felzkowski, Chair 
 
FROM:  Mark Grapentine, JD – Chief Policy and Advocacy Officer  
 
DATE:   September 29, 2021 
 
RE:  2021 Senate Bill 532 
 
 
On behalf of nearly 10,000 physician members statewide, thank you for this opportunity to share our 
impressions on 2021 Senate Bill 532, which relates to the licensure and regulation of naturopaths. The 
Society opposes the bill in its current form.   
 
Naturopaths wishing to regulate their profession is an understandable goal on its face, especially 
considering that this area of health care is currently unregulated in Wisconsin – although it is worth 
noting that the practice of naturopathy is illegal in Florida, South Carolina and Tennessee1. The bill as 
drafted, however, asks much more than simply establishing a regulatory board and associated structures – 
it attempts to define the practice of naturopathy so broadly as to be similar to the level of primary care our 
state’s physicians provide to Wisconsin patients. The two professions should not be conflated; the Society 
believes that any portions of the bill attempting to blend the two professions should be eliminated before 
the bill is allowed to move forward.  
 
This effort to create a sense of similarity between naturopathy and the practice of medicine is not unique 
to Wisconsin. State legislatures across the country continue to review and most oftentimes reject 
proposals that include elements of the proposal that is in front of this committee. For a summary of 
various efforts across the nation we encourage you to read this article2 from Science-Based Medicine.  
 
Prescribing 
Senate Bill 532 would create significant prescribing authority for naturopaths – including the ability to 
prescribe legend drugs as potentially-addictive as non-narcotic Schedule III drugs – and would put 
Wisconsin in the very small minority of states allowing this level of prescribing. According to the latest 
research from the American Academy of Family Physicians (attached to this cover memo), just three 
states – New Hampshire, New Mexico and Washington State – stray into this area, and even then are 
limited to specific drugs and “natural medications.”  
 
There are significant questions whether naturopathic education provides enough relevant education and 
training to warrant the granting of these prescribing privileges. In 2016 the Connecticut State Legislature 
created a special study committee to explore whether naturopaths in their state should be allowed to 
prescribe prescription drugs. The study committee report by the Connecticut Department of Public 

 
1 https://www.anma.org/anma‐legislation‐alerts 
2 https://sciencebasedmedicine.org/legislative‐alchemy‐undaunted‐by‐rejection‐in‐2020‐naturopaths‐return‐to‐state‐legislatures‐seeking‐

licensing‐and‐practice‐expansion/ 
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Health3 included a letter (page 109 of the document footnoted below) from a broad coalition of physician 
and nursing groups who participated in the study group strongly opposing prescribing authority:  
  

Naturopaths trained in this state, or any state, do not have sufficient education and 
training at this time to safely prescribe the medications they have requested. They do 
not have the scientific foundation, nor even the commitment to evidence‐based therapy 
that must be the cornerstone of all practice, let alone practice that involves risk to life 
and limb. Whether they can at some point achieve such capability is open to question 
and depends to a large degree on attitudinal changes they may or may not be prepared 
to undertake. Our position at the end of the last meeting was that we are committed to 
working more closely in collaboration with the naturopaths in ways that will enhance 
the skills that are unique to each of our groups and constructively toward the effort to 
achieve a degree preparation sufficient to allow for safe prescriptive authority, but we 
have not endorsed a specific pathway or time scale under which this may be 
undertaken. We are united in this position, which we take very seriously and which we 
hold on behalf of the citizens of Connecticut who deserve only the very best. 

 
Future Prescribing Scope 
Senate Bill 532 would take future decision-making about naturopathy scope of practice away from the 
state legislature and instead fully offload those powers to the newly created regulatory board (p. 18, lines 
4-10). We have seen similar efforts in other legislative proposals this biennium, also in the area of non-
physician health care professions that wish to expand scope while purporting to be a primary care 
provider equivalent to physicians. As direct representatives of the people they are elected to serve, we 
believe the state Legislature should retain the proactive ability to review future scope of practice 
proposals to ensure the public is protected and best served.  
 
Titling and Definitions 
Words most people associate with physician-based care include “doctor,” “medicine” and the like. Senate 
Bill 532 uses these and other terms too generically, again in an attempt to promote a sense of equivalency 
between naturopaths and physicians.  
 
For example, here is the statutory definition of the “practice of medicine and surgery” in ch. 448 of the 
Wisconsin Statutes, which contain physician-related law:  
 

(9) “Practice of medicine and surgery" means: 
(a) To examine into the fact, condition or cause of human health or disease, or to treat, 
operate, prescribe or advise for the same, by any means or instrumentality. 
(b) To apply principles or techniques of medical sciences in the diagnosis or prevention 
of any of the conditions described in par. (a) and in sub. (2). 
(c) To penetrate, pierce or sever the tissues of a human being. 
(d) To offer, undertake, attempt or do or hold oneself out in any manner as able to do any 
of the acts described in this subsection. 

 
And here is SB 532’s proposed definition of “naturopathic medicine”:  
 

(6) (a) “Naturopathic medicine” means, except as provided in par. (b), a system 
of primary health care for the prevention, diagnosis, and treatment of human health 

 
3 https://portal.ct.gov/‐/media/Departments‐and‐

Agencies/DPH/dph/practitioner_licensing_and_investigations/scope_of_practice_2017/02172017NaturopathReportFINALrevisedpdf.pdf 
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conditions, injury, and disease; the promotion or restoration of health; and the 
support and stimulation of a patient's inherent self-healing processes through 
patient education and the use of naturopathic therapies and therapeutic substances[.] 
 

The Society opposes such a definition as it is far too broad for the level of education and required 
training for those providing naturopathic services. Those who practice “medicine” as related to 
state statutes are individuals who have gone to medical school, received their degree and have 
merited the ability to be a practicing physician.  
 
Similarly, the title “physician” is also defined in ch. 448:  
 

 (5) “Physician" means an individual possessing the degree of doctor of medicine or 
doctor of osteopathy or an equivalent degree as determined by the medical examining 
board, and holding a license granted by the medical examining board. 

 
Along these lines, the Society requests amendments altering titles and terminology throughout the 
bill that mimic the long-standing protected definitions in ch. 448:  
 

 “Naturopathic Medicine Examining Board” (sec. 1 of the bill and subsequent references) 
 References to “naturopathic medical doctor” and “naturopathic physician” (secs. 15, 16) 
 References to “naturopathic medicine” (secs. 32, 35, 40)  
 The title of the new ch. 466, “Naturopathic Medicine” (sec. 40) 
 “Naturopathic physical medicine” (sec. 40, p. 15) 
 The title “doctor of naturopathic medicine” or use of letters “N.M.D” or “NMD” (sec. 40, 

p.16) 
 
The Society requests that the committee amend SB 532 to address the above concerns. Thank you for 
your consideration.  



 

 

 
SCOPE OF PRACTICE – NATUROPATHIC PROVIDERS 

 
AAFP Position 
The AAFP believes that naturopathic theory and practice are not based upon knowledge widely 
accepted by the scientific community. Naturopathic education does not prepare practitioners to properly 
and accurately diagnose or provide appropriate treatment, safely or effectively prescribe medications, 
perform physicals for school or employment, or perform surgical procedures. The AAFP opposes an 
expansion of naturopaths’ scope of practice in the 22 states and DC that provide licensing for 
naturopathic practitioners. A naturopath must not be allowed, under any circumstances, to use the title 
“physician,” nor should a naturopath be considered a “primary care physician.” 
 
Education and Training 
There are significant differences between family physicians and naturopaths in both training and 
education. Family physicians receive their education through a four-year degree program at one of the 
183 accredited allopathic or osteopathic medical schools in the United States. Students must pass the 
Medical College Admissions Test (MCAT) for entrance into medical school and spend nearly 9,000 
hours in lectures, clinical study, lab and direct patient care.  
 
Most family medicine residency programs require three years of clinical training and have specific 
requirements that must be met, such as a demonstrated competency in diagnosis and management 
and direct experiences in patient care, before students are eligible for board certification. Residency 
programs are designed to provide integrated experiences in ambulatory, community and inpatient 
environments over three years of concentrated study and hands-on training. 
 
Naturopathic education is completed through a four-year degree program that confers a Doctor in 
Naturopathy (ND) or Doctorate in Naturopathic Medicine (NMD). Currently, there are only seven 
naturopathic education institutions in the United States. These schools do not require an entrance 
exam, such as the MCAT or Graduate Records Examination (GRE), for admission. 
 
Naturopathic instruction totals 4,100 hours which includes coursework in areas such as homeopathy 
and botanical medicine and requires at least 1,200 hours of clinical education, with a minimum of 850 
hours in direct patient care.  Graduates of naturopathic degree programs are not required to undergo 
the same post-graduate residency training expected of medical school graduates; however, some 
naturopathic institutions offer an optional one-year residency program. 
 
Regulation and Scope of Practice  
The regulation of the practice of naturopathy varies from state to state. Both South Carolina and 
Tennessee explicitly prohibit the practice of naturopathy, while 20 states and DC (see map, next page) 
have laws that license naturopathic providers. To receive a license to practice naturopathic medicine in 
those 20 states and DC, practitioners are required to graduate from an accredited four-year residential 
naturopathic school and pass a postdoctoral board examination. Licensed naturopathic providers must 
fulfill state-mandated continuing education requirements annually and follow a specific scope of 
practice defined by their state’s law. 
 
State laws regarding the practice of naturopathy address prescribing authority, surgical authority, the 
ability to order tests, and use of the term “physician.” While most states allow for naturopathic providers 



to have prescribing authority, they are not allowed to prescribe controlled substances aside from New 
Hampshire, New Mexico, and Washington, which allow limited exceptions for certain drugs, often 
“natural medications.” Most states with naturopathic providers allow them to prescribe and administer 
nonprescription natural therapeutic substances, drugs, and therapies.  
 
Aside from prescribing authority, the extent of what licensed naturopathic providers can do differs 
widely among states. Fourteen states (CA, CO, HI, ID, KS, ME, MN, MA, MT, NH, NM, OR, UT, VT) 
and DC allow naturopaths to provide some minor surgeries. While definitions of minor surgeries vary, 
they typically refer to the repair, care and suturing of superficial lacerations and abrasions and the 
removal of foreign bodies located in superficial tissue. Additionally, 13 states (CA, CO, ID, MA, MD, 
ME, MN, MT, ND, NH, NM, UT, VT) allow naturopathic providers to order diagnostic tests. Finally, nine 
states (AZ, HI, ID, MA, MT, NM, OR, UT, VT) allow naturopathic providers to use the term “physician;” 
however, this is expressly prohibited in seven states (AK, CA, CO, KS, MD, ME, ND) and DC.1  
 

Updated: January 2020 

 
 
 

1 “State law chart: Naturopathic licensure and scope of practice.” (2018). American Medical Association. Web. 
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The Honorable Judy Lee 

North Dakota State Senator for the 13
th
 District 

Chair of the Human Services Committee 

 

 

Re: Bill to Amend the Scope of Practice for Naturopathic in North Dakota (SB 2274)  

 

SB 2274 Endangers Patients 
 

January 29, 2021 

 

Dear Senator Lee, 

 

My name is Britt Marie Hermes. In 2011, I graduated from Bastyr University (an 

accredited naturopathic medical school) with a doctorate in naturopathic medicine. I 

passed the Naturopathic Physicians Licensing Examination (NPLEX) and completed a 

competitive, one-year residency in family medicine and pediatrics at a naturopathic clinic 

in Seattle. I remained in naturopathic practice until 2014. 

 

My mother was raised in Moorhead, MN on a beet farm. She attended Moorhead 

University and then moved west to California after marrying my father. I grew up in 

California, but I consider both Minnesota and North Dakota to be my second homes. I 

spent nearly every summer fishing on Cotton Lake in Detroit Lakes and having slumber 

parties with my cousins on the patio of my grandmother’s Fargo apartment. I have many 

family members in North Dakota; the flower girl from my wedding lives in Watford City 

and my favorite aunt still resides in Bismarck. When I learned that naturopaths were 

attempting to expand their scope of practice in North Dakota to include prescription 

rights, I wanted to contact you immediately and share my story. I would never 

recommend that any of my family members or friends seek naturopathic medical care for 

any medical condition, and certainly not for primary care. 

 

I watched my colleague, Elizabeth Allmendinger, spearhead the political movement to 

get naturopaths licensed in North Dakota in 2011 from Bastyr’s classrooms. I remember 

the excitement I felt about North Dakota “gaining licensure.” With so much of my family 

still residing in the Midwest, the hypothetical possibility of practicing near family was an 

enticing fantasy. North Dakota passed legislation right before we graduated and I 

watched Elizabeth travel back home to fulfill her dream of practicing naturopathic 

medicine in her home state, while I went on to fulfill my dream of practicing in a pediatric 

clinic.  

 

Sadly, it did not take much time for my dreams to come crashing down around me. 

During my brief time in practice as a naturopath, I witnessed dangerous, illegal, and 

unethical naturopathic practices from licensed naturopathic doctors who graduated from 

accredited schools. I had previously believed that only the “fake-NDs” who earned online 

degrees engaged in menacing medical practices, such as intravenous hydrogen 

peroxide therapy for the treatment of cancer or chronic disease. In reality, an abundant 

number of licensed naturopaths from accredited universities use dubious diagnostic 



methods and unsound therapies. I personally witnessed the illegal importation of cancer 

therapies for use on terminally ill patients. I found this type of egregious behavior so 

common within the profession of “real” naturopathic doctors that I felt like I had no other 

choice than to change professions. I have since left the profession to study biomedical 

research in Germany. I am currently in the final year of my PhD program at the university 

medical clinic in Schleswig-Holstein (UKSH), Kiel.  

 

Based on my educational and professional experience as an accomplished member of 

the naturopathic community, I can say that naturopathic medicine is not primary health 

care. I am saddened to report that not only was I misled, but so were hundreds of 

legislators, thousands of students, and tens of thousands of patients. I do not want to 

see legislators in North Dakota fooled by false information regarding the education, 

training, and medical capabilities of naturopaths.  

 

The issue of this deceit boils down to the education and clinical training of naturopaths 

and how the American Association of Naturopathic Physicians (AANP) and its members 

manipulate this information for political advancement. The naturopathic profession 

perpetuates a series of false assertions to justify its progress, which unfold in a closed-

loop system that eschews external criticism. Two examples of this dynamic show that 

naturopaths are the sole regulators of naturopathic medicine: 1) The NPLEX, the 

naturopathic licensing exams administered by the North American Board of Naturopathic 

Examiners (NABNE), is written entirely by naturopaths and not made publicly available 

like the USMLE or COMPLEX-USA for MDs and DOs. 2) The NPLEX continues to be 

kept secret by NABNE, making it impossible for legislators and health organizations to 

assess the quality of the licensing examinations and to assess claims that the exams are 

as rigorous and comprehensive as the USMLE or COMPLEX-USA.  

 

Naturopaths frequently present education comparison charts to show that they are 

qualified to practice medicine as a primary care provider, write prescriptions for 

pharmacologic medications, and perform procedures like minor surgery or intravenous 

procedures. I’ve found several charts comparing naturopathic education to the education 

of other health care providers. They are all a bit different in how hours are categorized 

for comparison, which tipped me off that there was some manipulation of the data. To 

clarify the training of naturopaths for you, I have attached my transcript and a chart of my 

education hours which shows you exactly what was required for me to earn my 

naturopathic degree.  

 

You will be interested in the following points from my transcript and the accompanying 

spreadsheet detailing the hours I spent in each class and in clinical training.  

 

Clinical Training:  
 

1,100 hours of primary care medicine training in “direct patient contact” including 

• 748 total clinical training hours on “patient care rotations”  

• 44 hours on a counseling rotation 

• 176 hours on physical medicine rotations (chiropractic therapy)  

• 132 hours spent shadowing any kind of health practitioner (ND, MD, DO, DC, 

LAc, Homeopath, PT, PA,  NP, etc.) 

 

748 Hours in Patient Care Rotations:  

 



A patient care rotation is scheduled in 4-hour shifts, once per week, for an 11-week 

quarter. One of these four hours is spent discussing patient cases and information on 

every shift. Only three hours are spent in patient care, reducing the total numbers of 

hours spent in “direct patient contact” down to 561 hours. Clinical training on patient care 

shifts encompassed debunked medical theories, pseudoscience, energy medicine like 

homeopathy, the laying of hands, hydrotherapy like colon irrigation, physical medicine 

like chiropractic adjustments, and yes, some primary care concepts. However, the 

primary care training is diluted with the sheer amount of experimental medical practices 

and quackery.  

 

Pharmacology: 
 

BC 6305 Pharmacology for ND Students: “pharmacology for the ND student 

population” 

• 55 lecture hours in one course 

• No additional pharmacology training provided in other courses 

• Minimal, if any, additional pharmacology training provided in clinical training 

hours 

 

My clinical training included such a small amount of pharmacological experience that it 

hardly seems worth mentioning. I spent far more time learning how to write a prescription 

for botanical medicines than how to prescribe appropriate pharmaceutical medications. I 

specifically befriended a pharmacist at a local pharmacy in Seattle so I could ask 

questions about drugs, dosages, interactions, and protocols.  

 

Standards of Care and Public Health: 
 

Of note, there are no naturopathic standards of care. Students and residents at Bastyr 

University have compiled documents explaining the diagnosis and treatments for a 

variety of diseases, which are available to students and faculty on the university’s online 

portal. A review of these documents reveals a large degree of untamed variability that is 

reflected in naturopathic medicine. For example, the entry on angina includes a variety of 

treatment options: nutrient therapy with selenium, CoQ10, magnesium, and niacin; 

limiting fat intake, removing sucrose, alcohol and caffeine from the diet; botanical 

medicine doses of ginger, ginkgo biloba, aconite, and bromelain; at home exercises; 

recommendations to address a type A personality; a detoxification diet; colon 

hydrotherapy; castor oil packs; food allergy elimination; juice fasts; hormone 

replacement therapy; lifestyle changes; and monitoring of uric acid levels. Of the 

documents I’ve reviewed, all fail to mention any standard of care, which for some 

conditions, at a minimum should include an immediate referral to the emergency room or 

medical specialist. I know it sounds cynical, but naturopathic medical care is like picking 

treatments out of a magical hat.  

 

The theme of not making firm clinical or public health recommendations rooted in 

science is apparent in the profession’s position papers. Most notably, the AANP position 

paper on vaccinations does not mention any vaccine schedule specifically nor does the 

paper recommend an adherence to any standard of care regarding immunizations. The 

paper instead clearly leaves room open for exemptions and custom inoculation 

schedules between parents and practitioners “within the range of options provided by 

state law.” Since many states have major loopholes in public health law regarding 

vaccine exemptions, this statement basically means vaccinate as you like or even not at 



all. This type of weak public health care policy results in infectious disease outbreaks like 

the pertussis outbreak in California in 2010. Furthermore, according to Stephen Barret, 

MD, this position paper presents “unbalanced attack on immunization based on 

delusional philosophy rather than science.” He goes to conclude that, “the AANP 

position statement exaggerates the risks and suggests that “some” of the current 

vaccinations are ineffective.” I can imagine that strong public health policies regarding 

immunization are very important in North Dakota right now given the COVID-19 crisis. I 

don’t view licensed naturopaths as reliable health practitioners capable of implementing 

public health policies, even in emergency situations, such as a global pandemic. 

 

In April and June of 2020, the FTC sent out warnings to companies advertising dubious 

COVID claims (attached). Numerous naturopathic clinics were on these lists, as well as 

therapies commonly provided by licensed naturopaths including the use of high-dose, 

intravenous vitamin C to treat COVID-19 infections. In October of 2020, after these FTC 

complaints were issued, the American Association of Naturopathic Physicians 

announced that they were urging “physicians and hospitals to utilize IV [intravenous] 

vitamin C to combat the COVID-19 pandemic.” The press release issued by the AANP is 

attached. In their statement (attached), the association writes that recent data from 

China demonstrated that intravenous vitamin C was an effective adjunct therapy and 

that patients receiving intravenous vitamin C “experienced shorter hospital stays and 

lower mortality.” 

 

I looked up the original publication in the Chinese Journal of Infectious Diseases. The 

study referenced is, in fact, not a study. Rather, it is recommended clinical guidelines for 

treating the novel coronavirus. I could not find any original data to support with the 

vitamin C recommendations or the claims that intravenous vitamin C therapy could 

shorten hospitalizations or reduce death. This is just one of many examples 

demonstrating that licensed naturopaths are not capable of providing credible health 

care information to the public.  

 

Additional Relevant Course Training:  
 

NM 7416 Minor Office Procedures: Lecture course that covers suturing techniques, 

use of anesthesia, performing biopsies, managing wounds, infections, and complications 

with natural therapies, homeopathic remedies for wound healing and infections, and 

insurance billing for these procedures. Technique and skills are practiced on pig feet.  

• 96 lecture hours  

• No required clinical training  

• No clinical competency exam required for graduation or licensing 

 

NM 7417 Medical Procedures: Lecture course that covers common “primary care 

procedures” such as epi-pen injection, intravenous therapies, heavy metal testing, 

injections, IV cannulation, safety issues with IV therapy, sinus irrigation, naso-sympatico, 

eustachian tube massage, ear lavage, nebulizer use, how to use an oxygen tank and 

CPR/ first aid 

• 33 hours lecture hours 

• No required clinical training 

• No clinical competency exam required for graduation or licensing 

• This meager class met the “16 hours of IV training required” to be licensed as a 

naturopathic doctor in the state of Washington.  

 



It is my opinion, that naturopathic “doctors” or “physicians” are not qualified to practice 

primary care. Yet, I hope that my description of the clinical training provided by Bastyr 

propels this claim closer to the realm of fact. I find it extremely troubling to have been the 

victim of so many layers of deceit: from naturopathic medical school promotional 

material, the education and clinical training, the AANP’s political efforts, and information 

promulgated by my former naturopathic peers, colleagues, and elders. I sincerely hope 

that I can help shed light on the truth, which is why I decided to start my own blog 

(www.naturopathicdiaries.com). 

 

In short, naturopathic clinical training is not on-par with medical or osteopathic doctors 

and is in fact far less, in terms of quantity and quality--also less than nurse practitioners 

and physician’s assistants. Of the hours that Bastyr provided to me and my classmates 

in purported primary care training (748 hours), one quarter of this time was spent in case 

preview and review. The remaining 75% (561 hours) contained dubious diagnostics and 

experimental treatments that were so embedded within a pseudo-medical practice that 

the student clinician loses the ability to assess what is truth and what is make-believe. 

When homeopathic remedies are presented on the same level as antibiotic treatment, 

the naturopathic student is lost, and I don’t blame them. 

 

I think it is quite apparent that the 561 hours of what I calculated to be “direct patient 

contact” in clinical training are nothing of the sort that would instill confidence in anyone 

that naturopathic education can produce competent primary care providers. There is no 

way that such training produces better health care that is affordable or efficacious than 

what is currently available. Yet, this is exactly the rhetoric fed to federal and state 

lawmakers about naturopathic medicine, and it is wrong. 

 

I recognize that it is a common position of governing bodies to promote freedom of 

choice. And by that logic, it is easy to license naturopaths, expand their scope of 

practice, and state that you are allowing citizens to make their own decisions regarding 

who is providing primary health care to them and their families. However, granting 

naturopaths an expanded scope of practice that includes prescription rights provides the 

false illusion to North Dakotans that they are choosing between equally qualified health 

care physicians. I graduated from naturopathic medical school with a meager amount of 

pharmacology training taught in a lecture format and not in a clinical setting. Any 

naturopath claiming to be adequately qualified in prescribing drugs, without having 

sought extensive training outside of naturopathic medical school, is simply regurgitating 

lies from their governing organization.  

 

If naturopaths are going to continue to argue that their scope of practice should reflect 

their training, then they need to accept that their scope of practice should be severely 

dialed back or they need to conduct a massive overhaul of their training, as the DOs did 

in the 1970s. Furthermore, naturopaths are not required to complete residencies (except 

for those practicing in Utah who need one year of residency), which is where any 

physician will argue the real practice of medicine is learned over the course of a multiple-

year residency in a teaching hospital. 

 

Realistically, if I were to practice naturopathic medicine according to my training at 

Bastyr, I honestly do not even know what I would be qualified to do. 

 

Please do not support SB 2274 to expand the scope of practice for naturopathic 

“physicians” in North Dakota. Please continue to limit the scope of naturopaths that is 



commensurate with their minimal training in primary care medicine. To act otherwise, is 

to risk the wellbeing and safety of every North Dakotan. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

 

 

Britt Marie Hermes (née Deegan) 
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21 more companies warned about
questionable COVID claims

Lesley Fair 
Apr 24, 2020

TAGS:    

FTC staff just sent 21 more warning letters to companies that have used allegedly unsubstantiated coronavirus
prevention and treatment claims to promote products and services. Many of the latest letters focus on questionable
representations for high doses of vitamins, intravenous treatments, ozone, and purported stem cell therapies.

Abundant Life Wellness Center. The Florida business has said its Zyto biofeedback software system can “scan
individuals for a customized homeopathic dilution for the Coronavirus.” According to the company, “This means that if
you are exposed to the virus and you are taking your customized homeopathic dilution, you could present with less or
no symptoms than if you were not taking it.”

Vidaful Medicine. On its website, the Pennsylvania company has linked to articles about “Coronavirus Prevention
with High Dose Vitamin C IV” and has recommended its own IV therapy as a preventive measure “for anyone
potentially exposed” to coronavirus.

Liquivida Lounge. According to FTC staff, the Fort Lauderdale company has claimed that Vitamin C – which it sells –
“may both prevent the infection and treat it in patients who already have it.”

RowenSu Clinic. The warning letter to the California clinic cites statements that have appeared on its website touting
ozone therapy – which it markets – as a “Cost[] Effective Treatment for Coronavirus.” In addition, the company has
claimed that coronavirus may “have a soft underbelly” that is “easily and safely exploitable with ozone-related
services.”

Personalhealthshop.com. The company has sold elderberry products, including gummies, by making claims like this
on its website: “Elderberry Vs Corona Virus. Elderberry is an antiviral. It prevents the virus from replicating in the body,
so you want to take it early and often if you start feeling symptoms. Once a day for prevention, four times if you start
feeling sick . . . most importantly [elderberry] is high in zinc . . . ZINC + CHLOROQUINE has shown positive results
against Covid19 . . . .”

Prana IV Therapy. The warning letter cites statements the Arizona company has made on its website that “most
recently among hospitals in China during the outbreak of Covid-19 . . . [a]ll patents who received IVC improved and
there was no mortality. . . . It’s with this data in mind that we crafted our Super Immunity Blast IV.” The letter also
mentions claims the company had made on Facebook and Instagram through a consumer testimonial.

REVIV. According to the letter, Miami-based REVIV has stated that consumers can “[h]elp protect and prevent again .
. . the Coronavirus with a REVIV Megaboost IV Therapy containing a high dose of Vitamin C.” The website also has
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referenced “a recent clinical trial in China on coronavirus patients” purportedly demonstrating “decreased duration of
hospital stay by 3-5 days.”

Windhorse Naturopathic Clinic. FTC staff says the Vermont company has claimed in marketing materials that
“Vitamin C used intravenously is gaining promising clinical findings as a safe, inexpensive, and effective treatment to
improve the outcomes of Covid-19 infection in critically ill patients.” The business has advertised that it “is currently
administering IVC to WELL PATIENTS for prophylactic immune support.”

Alkaline for Life. The warning letter quotes claims the East Syracuse, New York, company has made on its website –
for example, “HIGH-DOSE VITAMIN C PROTECTS AGAINST CORONAVIRUS (COVID-19) . . . The coronavirus
pandemic can be dramatically slowed, or stopped, with the immediate widespread use of high doses of vitamin C . . .
COULD OUR ALKALINI-C HELP? The answer is yes.”

Ethos Natural Medicine LLC. The FTC staff letter cites statements the Reno, Nevada, company has made on its
website about kratom, which the company sell – for example, “Does Kratom Help? While we wait for a vaccine which
is estimated to be 12-18 months away, it is important for everyone to stay sanitary, to strengthen our immune system,
and look to nature for help. Kratom has several possible immunostimulant alkaloids . . . .”

Greenbelt Outdoors. According to the FTC, the Austin company has promoted products with claims like this: “Buy
your Chaga Extract here to block receptor site for Covid‑19/Coronavirus” and “Why N95 Masks DO NOT WORK And
Only Hardening Your Immune System With Chaga And Vitamin C, D Does”

Absolute Health Clinic. Based in Olympia, Washington, the business has promoted its products and services by
representing, “Did you know our clinic [has] . . . treatments available to treat COVID-19? . . . available treatments
include . . . high doses of Vitamin C and D through IV therapy, and Stem Cell Therapy.”

Blessed Maine Herb Farm. On a section of its website titled “Preventive Care – Coronavirus,” the Athens, Maine,
business cites a list of herbs to “protect against viral infection.” The company also advises consumers to “wear a
protective amulet” of “garlic and prayers hung around your neck” and to “keep a small magic bag of protective herbs or
stones in your pocket.”

Fast Relief Acupuncture. According to the warning letter, the New Jersey business has represented that “The use of
acupuncture and herbal medication is vitally important when treating the Coronavirus. Not only can patients recover
from the virus by receiving these treatments, patients can also use acupuncture and herbal medication to prevent the
contraction of COVID-19.”

Jiva Med Spa. The warning letter cites statements the Columbus, Ohio, company has made in social media that
products it sells – including Viragraphis, OlivDefense, and ImmunotiX 500 – should be taken “to help prevent the
spread of this virus, the COVID-19” or “as soon as you start displaying symptoms of COVID-19.”

American Medical Aesthetics. According to marketing materials promoting the Los Angeles company’s products and
services, people with COVID-19 have been “Cured with Ozone” and that treatments with “Mesenchymal Stem Cells”
have been shown “to successfully treat the patient and reverse the illness.”

AwareMed. Based in South Carolina and Tennessee, the company has advertised its IVs as “a prevention treatment
fronting this pandemi[c] of #covid19” and the “right treatment to prevent the #Covid 19.”

Center for Regenerative Cell Medicine. The FTC says the Scottsdale, Arizona, company has promoted its products
and services by claiming on its website that “Mesenchymal stem cells are a viable option in new coronavirus infection
treatment” and that stem cell therapy has “successfully treated” a COVID-19 patient.

Merge Medical Center. The South Carolina company has claimed on its website and in social media that consumers’
“Recipe for Survival” from coronavirus includes “IV high dose Vitamin C treatment,” an intravenous “Sepsis Treatment”
protocol, and intravenous silver. The warning letter also cites the company’s claim that “Nano Silver Hydrosol is used
to dramatically reduce the activity of the Coronavirus” by “suffocating it so it cannot do damage in the body.”

Stemedix, Inc. “While experts are diligently working on vaccines and drugs, one surprising treatment has
demonstrated efficacy for combatting [coronavirus]: stem cell therapy.” According to the FTC warning letters, that’s
just one claim the Florida business has used to promote its products and services.
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TRULYHEAL Pty. Ltd. The Australian business has promoted its products by claiming, “Ozone plays a fundamental
role in the treatment of viral infections including the Coronavirus (COVID-19) . . . .” According to the company, “To
prevent and protect the body from a coronavirus infection at HOME with ozone, it is administered via rectal
insufflation,” and it’s “the easiest, most inexpensive, safe, and effective protection solution that everyone should have
available to them, their family and loves ones.”

The warning letters remind recipients that under the FTC Act, it’s illegal to advertise that a product can prevent, treat,
or cure a disease unless the company has competent and reliable scientific evidence to support what they say – which
may mean well-controlled human clinical studies. Furthermore, “For COVID-19, no such study is currently known to
exist” for the products and services cited in the letters. FTC staff expects to hear back from the companies within 48
hours with a description of the specific actions the recipients have taken to address the concerns. 
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FTC staff sent the latest round of warning letters to 35 businesses alleged to have made unsubstantiated coronavirus
prevention or treatment claims. What they sold diverges widely – IV vitamin treatments, products containing silver,
patches purporting to block electromagnetic radiation, etc. – but they have one thing in common: According to the
FTC, their claims aren’t supported by sound science. Here are the companies that received the letters.

Arizona Natural Medicine Physicians.  On a webpage titled Coronavirus: Supplements, Herbs & Homeopathic
Remedies, the office claimed to offer “homeopathic injections such as Engystol which helps support immune function
and prevent infection.”

Bixa Human.  On its website, the company pitched products it sold – including BioBija Complex and Victoria T3 – as
“the best way to boost your immunity and protect yourself from the coronavirus.”

Bodhi Glyphix.  In Facebook posts, the
New York business promoted the sale of
products it sold by stating, “Our Silver
Biotic Formula is patented and has
studies showing it’s effective against
covid viruses.”

Brexo Bio.  The California company
claimed on YouTube and Facebook that
its stem cell treatments “can be
administered intravenously and by
inhalation through a nebulizer to treat
lung damage caused by COVID-19 . . . .”

Cho Acupuncture.  For consumers who are “[e]xperiencing respiratory problems (Coronavirus) and need treatment,”
the Georgia business claimed to “provide herbal medicine that will help with this virus. There are now several case
studies that are being treated by the herbal medicine in China. These cases have had great success in getting over
the virus.”

Cory’s SEOM.  In promoting a product called Virus Killer, the California business stated, “One of the essential oils in
our mix has already been proven in medical testing to kill the SARS virus, which is a subset of the Corona Virus. We
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believe that, due to the similarities in viruses, there is an excellent chance that our products will also be very effective
at killing the Covid-19 virus.”

Doll House Med Spa and Clinic.  In response to the question How can ozone therapy help with COVID-19?, the San
Antonio clinic – which offers those services and others – claimed it “block[s] the virus’ ability to replicate by balancing
the cellular redox state” and “improves oxygenation to prevent scarring of the lungs and protect vital organs from viral
damage.”

Dramov Naturopathic Medical Center.  From a homepage hyperlink labeled COVID-19 / CORONAVIRUS
INFORMATION, the Oregon company took consumers to a retail website promoting “Viral Immune Support”
supplements.

Dr. Don Colbert.  In marketing materials titled Dr. Colbert’s Keys to Avoid COVID-19 (Corona Virus), the Texas doctor
sold “Supplemental Options for Prevention,” including Divine Health Green Supreme Food and Divine Health
Multivitamin.

Dr. Eric Nepute.  In a Facebook Live discussion of coronavirus, Missouri-based chiropractor Dr. Nepute stated,
““Guess who’s not sick. My patients. Guess why? Cause they’ve been getting vitamin IVs for months, weeks, or years.
Guess what else is not going to happen to them? They’re not going to have other problems. Why? Because they’ve
been getting adjusted regularly, because adjustments help improve the nervous system, which helps improve the
immune system. Period.”

East Valley Naturopathic.  In advertising its services, the Arizona office stated, “to treat pneumonia and hyper
inflammation caused by COVID-19, vitamin C has been given at high doses,” both orally and as an IV.

Enliven.  On a Facebook post titled Coronavirus: Is High-Dose Vitamin C the Answer?, the Texas company pitched
products it sold by stating, “With even modest amounts of supplemental vitamin C, deaths will decrease. In a study,
modest amounts of supplemental vitamin C (200 mg of vitamin C per day) resulted in an 80% decrease in deaths
among severely ill, hospitalized respiratory disease patients.”

Evergreen Naturopathic.  Based in Spokane, the office claimed on its Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) FAQ page,
“[W]e offer our patients personalized herbal tinctures to directly confront the viral infections that are most prevalent
throughout the year while strengthening and supporting both the immune system and the sensitive tissues that are
most susceptible to these infections.”

The Feed.  The Boulder, Colorado, company promoted products it sold, including Ortho Molecular D/K2 (Vitamin D)
and Quicksilver Vitamin C, on its website and in Facebook ads. For example, one ad included a graph that showed a
“98.9% death rate” for coronavirus for people deficient in Vitamin D vs. a “4.1% death rate” for people with normal
Vitamin D levels.

GlyCop Co-op.  In marketing materials titled Coronavirus Research, the co-op claimed, “The bottom line for
strengthening the immune system to fight the CV [coronavirus]” is to ingest large amounts of Vitamin C – which the
Boise business sells.

Gonino Center for Healing.  For consumers concerned about COVID-19, the Texas office promoted IV Ozone
therapy, IV Vitamin C therapy, hyperbaric oxygen therapy, Quercetin, and other products and services it sells.
According to a Facebook post, “I wanted to share a quick update on the #Coronavirus scare. . . . If I become infected,
besides bedrest, fluids, and prayer, my plan will be iv ozone morning and afternoon on days 1 and 3, iv Vitamin C on
days 2 and 4.”

Hawaii Naturopathic Retreat.  On a page titled COVID-19 Testing and Prevention, the Hilo, Hawaii, business offered
“immune boosting packages to help you protect yourself against the coronavirus. . . .” Those included both “Antiviral
Supplements Drop Shipped Directly to You” and a variety of IV treatments, injections, an infrared sauna, and “colonics
with probiotics.”

Health Associates Medical Group.  In marketing materials titled Important Covid 19 Information to Prevent and
Possibly Treat This Virus, the Sacramento office promoted its services by stating that “[i]ntraveous Vitamin C was
used by the Chinese as part of their protocol to improve tissue oxygenation and prevent the ‘Cytokine storm’ in Covid
19 patients.”
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Hot Springs BioFeedback.  Under the heading “Diagnosed with COVID-19? I’ve got the answer! I’m in total
recovery!,” the Texarkana, Texas, business recommended products containing silver. According to the company, silver
“binds to the DNA of the virus-cell, preventing it from multiplying” and “prevent[s] the transfer of the virus from one
person to another by blocking the ability of the virus to find a host cell to feed on.”

Innovation Compounding.  In marketing materials titled Coronavirus: Is High-Dose Vitamin C the Answer?, the
Georgia company promoted its Vitamin C infusions by stating, “China is conducting a clinical trial of 24,000 mg/day of
intravenous vitamin C to treat patients with coronavirus and severe respiratory complications. . . .”

Julie E. Health.  The Redondo Beach, California, business promoted its Corona Virus Prevention and Treatment Kit,
which included EMF (electromagnetic radiation) Blocking Patches and supplements. According to the company, the kit
is “your first line of defense nutritionally speaking to prevent the corona virus.”

KimberTouch Technologies.  In online marketing materials titled Professionals Are Here – Real Protocol for
Coronavirus, the company promoted an “anti-viral protocol” consisting of Vitamin C, silver, silver nasal wash, and
oxygen.

Love Acupuncture.  In promoting products as “Alternative treatments for COVID-19 (coronavirus),” the Oregon
business stated, “[T]he Chinese government distributed Chinese herbal medicine to everyone with covid-19 in the
hospital” and “yielded a 94% improvement rate . . . .” The company added, “While we are not allowed to say these
herbs treat COVID-19[,] what we can tell you is that these preventative formulas are being used in China and the
reports are showing a positive difference.”

Natural Health 365.  In marketing materials titled Consider Vitamin C for acute respiratory distress syndrome from
COVID-19, Medical Journal says, the Florida company promoted its products by claiming “Doctors recommend high
dose vitamin C as potential treatment for COVID-19 sufferers, backed by decades of scientific research” and “High-
dose glutathione shows promise in addressing respiratory distress in patients with COVID-19.”

Nutritional Healing Center of Ann Arbor.  The office featured a video titled Immune Supplement Bundles that
stated, “In the last few weeks and months, there’s a very scary virus that everybody’s talking about. And in the medical
research, I have found at least twenty different nutrients, herbs, and vitamins that kill this virus.” The video promoted a
variety of products sold by the Center, including ones called The Guard Dog package and The Sheriff.

Organic Hawaii, LLC.  Using affiliate marketing links, the Honolulu business advertised “Best Natural Supplements,
Vitamins, and Minerals to boost the immune system and help protect against COVID-19 coronavirus,” and linked to
websites selling – among other things – liposomal Vitamin C, hemp seeds, pumpkin seeds, Lion’s Mane, Turkey Tail,
elderberry syrup, and mushrooms.

Post Falls Naturopathic Clinic.  The Idaho business said it has used “energetic signatures of the Coronavirus and
influenza” to create Covid-19 & Flu Immune Booster, “a new homeopathic remedy to boost your immune system” and
provide general immune support for colds, flu and the Coronavirus.

Pure Prescriptions, Inc.  The California company urged consumers to “Do This to Help Lower Your Risk of Getting
Coronavirus!” Among its recommendations was “supplementing with NewGreens,” a product for sale in its online
store.

Renaissance Health Centre. To promote its products and services, the Las Vegas clinic claimed that “homeopaths [in
China] report that the symptoms of people who get the Coronavirus point towards” the use of Gelsemium, Bryonia,
Eupatorium Perf., and Thymulin 9C. The clinic also touted its intravenous hydrogen peroxide and ozone therapies.

Restore Med Clinic.  In an Instagram post titled COVID-19 What should you be doing to optimize your health?, the
clinic included a list of vitamins, but added, “Over the counter supplements and herbs are both convenient and easy,
yet for a more effective protection,” it recommended “High-dose Vitamin C IV Therapy,” including “COVID-19 Immunity
Boost” IV drips available at the clinic.

Revival Hydration.  The San Francisco company promoted its IV vitamin therapy services by stating, “Keep Corona
out with our Immunity treatment! . . . Our immunity treatment utilizes the most powerful immunity-strengthening
supplements on the market.” According to the company, its treatment “Expedites Recovery exponentially” and “Makes
you feel grateful your suffering period is cut in half at a minimum.”
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Sage Integrative Medicine Clinic. On a webpage titled Coronavirus Updates: Clinic News & Immune Support Tips,
the Edmonds, Washington, clinic promoted its “High-dose IV Vitamin C.” It made similar recommendations on a page
with the heading Coronavirus: The Top Ways to Protect Yourself and Your Family.

Tulsa Chiropractic Rehab.  In promoting treatments it sold, the Oklahoma office claimed, “Certain vitamins and
supplements are proving effective in the fight against coronavirus: particularly vitamin D, vitamin C, and Zinc!”

Utopia Silver.  In discussing products it sold, the Utopia, Texas-based company said, “If you’re actually fighting a cold
or influenza OR corona-virus, you may need 10,000-20,000 [of Vitamin C] a short period of time along with a colloidal
silver supplement.”

Vero Clinics.  Next to a photo of products it sells, the Decatur, Illinois, clinic stated, “I know there’s a lot of anxiety and
confusion regarding the recent pandemic that we’re all experiencing. I just want to make everyone aware there a
number of immune-boosting modalities offered here at Vero Clinics. These include IV nutrition, high dose Vitamin C,
IV silver, IV ozone, peptides, et cetera.”

Like the dozens of other warning letters the FTC has sent, these letters remind businesses that no study is currently
known to exist that substantiates their COVID-19 claims. Therefore, they “must immediately cease making all such
claims.” FTC staff expects to hear from back from them within 48 hours, describing what they’re doing to address
these concerns. 
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