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Editor’s Note: All information,
data, and references included in
this article were current at the time
the Visioning Report and Joint
Leaders Report were released in
September 2012 and January 2013.
Updates of actions taken since the
two reports were released are
included.
All registered dietitians (RDs) are
nutritionists—but not all nutri-
tionists are RDs. The Academy’s
Board of Directors and Commission
on Dietetic Registration have de-
termined that those who hold the
RD credential can optionally use
“Registered Dietitian Nutritionist”
(RDN). These two credentials have
identical meanings. The RDN has
been used exclusively throughout
the report, except in situations
where a direct quote has been used.
T
HE COUNCIL ON FUTURE
Practice (CFP) was created in
response to a recommendation
by the 2008 Phase 2 Future

Practice and Education Task Force.1

The CFP works collaboratively with the
Commission on Dietetic Registration
(CDR) and the Accreditation Council for
Education in Nutrition and Dietetics
(ACEND) to project and plan for the
future practice needs of the profession
of nutrition and dietetics. In addition,
the Phase 2 Future Practice and Edu-
cation Task Force recommendations
encouraged the creation of a visioning
htt
process to identify future practice
needs, including education and cre-
dentialing to support future practice.
The Visioning Report,2 developed by
the CFP with input from ACEND, CDR,
the Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics’
(Academy) Education Committee, and
the House of Delegates (HOD) Leader-
ship Team, is a projection of what is
needed in the future for the benefit of
the public and the profession. The
Council’s recommendations took into
consideration the changing landscape
of health care, clinical specialist prac-
tice, food systems, services, and the
expanding art and science of food and
nutrition. These recommendations
have broad implications for education
and credentialing, which verifies mas-
tery of subject material and skills crit-
ical for future practice.
For more than a decade, the Academy

has been discussing and debating
making changes to education and cre-
dentialing to ensure that future nutri-
tion and dietetics practitioners are
able to meet future practice needs.
Although there have been updates in
content, curriculum, competencies, and
programs over the years, the basic
structure of dietetics education, con-
sisting of a baccalaureate degree and a
separate supervised practice experi-
ence, has remained intact since 1927.3

Both Academy members and em-
ployers of nutrition and dietetics prac-
titioners have expressed concerns about
educational preparation and the ability
of graduates to meet marketplace
demands.
The 2005 Dietetics Education Task

Force3 noted and expressed concerns
that recommendations from previous
reports/commissions/task forces, which
called for significant changes in the form
ª 2
and structure of dietetics education,
did not take place. For example, the
Report of the 1972 Study Commission
on Dietetics4 and the Report of the
1984 Study Commission on Dietetics,5

which was used as the basis for the
1986 long-range planning conference,
recommended changes in dietetics ed-
ucation. Unfortunately, many of the
recommendations made in the past 40
years have not been implemented, li-
miting the Academy’s ability to meet its
mission and vision and lead the pro-
fession into the future. When asked
about what they regretted about the
profession, delegates participating in
the Spring 2012 virtual HOD meeting
expressed concern about the lack of
change in the profession, with com-
ments such as, “I am sorry that we
[weren’t] more visionary 20 years ago
about 5, 10, and 15 years down the
road,” and, “Missed opportunities and
passive stance are holding back profes-
sional progress.”6

Academy members and CDR-
credentialed practitioners have also
expressed concerns about their chosen
profession. Respondents to the 2008
Needs Assessment,7 which included a
sample of 6,955 individuals (58% re-
sponse rate), felt the four greatest
challenges facing the profession were
recognition of the value delivered to
the larger society (77%), public aware-
ness of the field (75%), reimbursement
for services (74%), and compensation
(74%). Concern about respect, recogni-
tion, and rewards—the three Rs—has
been a persistent theme dating back to
the mid-1990s.

More recently, during the March
2011 Future Connections Summit on
Dietetics Practice, Credentialing, and
Education, participants discussed a
013 by the Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics.
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Date Activities/Outcomes

April 2013 � Commission on Dietetic Registration (CDR) practice
audit results for Didactic Program in Dietetics (DPD)
baccalaureate-degree graduate discussed by CDR.

May 2013 � CDR presents the practice audit results for DPD
baccalaureate-degree graduate to the Academy’s
Board of Directors (BOD).

� Preliminary discussion of options for proceeding
discussed and will be on the agenda for the July BOD
meeting.

July 2013 � Academy BOD identified an option to pursue for
addressing this recommendation.

� The BOD requested Academy staff to further develop
a plan to implement the option.a

August-
September 2013

� Academy staff discussed implementation of the
identified option and identified barriers to
implementation.

� A survey of student members was conducted on the
potential option to obtain input on how to proceed.

� Academy staff presented an alternative option for
BOD consideration in early October 2013.

aAt the time this report was being prepared, the Board of Directors was not able to
share more specifics about the option being considered.

Figure 1. Timeline of activities since the release of the Joint Leaders Report related to
the Council on Future Practice’s Proposed Recommendation #3 for the Future of the
Nutrition and Dietetics Profession.
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future vision for the profession that was
expansive and would prepare dietetics
practitioners with knowledge and skills
for the future.8,9 The Summit utilized
design thinking and asked participants
to determine design principles for the
dietetics profession that would provide
a framework for designing a continuum
of future practice, credentialing, and
education.
The Summit culminated in a shared

vision that the profession must em-
bracemultiple levels andmultiple paths
for entering and advancing in nutrition
and dietetics and welcome new roles
as members of interdisciplinary teams.
Summit participants agreed that edu-
cation and credentialing must evolve to
support diverse, emerging, and adap-
tive careers in food and nutrition. In
addition, participants recognized the
need for education programs at all
levels of practice, as well as credential-
ing systems that recognize practice at
various levels. One of the major con-
clusions of the Summit was that the
opportunity to shape the future of
dietetics is wide open and must be
seized now. Dr Glenna McCollum,
MPH, RDN, current Academy President
and 2011 Speaker of the HOD, offered
the following closing remarks at the
Summit: “We are ADA [now the Acad-
emy]. We are the leaders who stepped
forward to facilitate this change. Each
one of us needs to fan this flame of
change at the local, state, and national
levels. We will do this. And we will
implement what we discussed this
day.”8

In November 2011, CFP, ACEND, and
CDR met to explore the question, “What
are strategies and practical actions we
can take, both collectively and indivi-
dually, to realize the future of advanced
practice we have agreed upon?”10 A
major outcome of the meeting was
agreement among the three organiza-
tional units to move forward to address
advanced practice for the profession,
beginning with the clinical dietetics fo-
cus area of practice. A consensus was
also reached that it was critical to ex-
amine the continuum of education and
credentialing from entry-level—for both
the dietetic technician, registered (DTR),
and registered dietitian nutritionist
(RDN)—to advanced practice in order to
elevate practice at all levels, ensure the
success of advanced practice RDNs, and
move the profession forward. Support
was provided for possibly increasing the
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degree requirement for entry into the
profession to either a master’s degree or
a practice doctorate. Support was also
provided for a new credential recom-
mended by the Academy’s Board of Di-
rectors (BOD)�appointed Alternative
Pathways Workgroup for baccalaureate-
degree graduates who have met Di-
dactic Programs in Dietetics (DPD)
requirements. The CFP also proposed
the possibility of incorporating DTRs
into this new credential. The new
credential could meet the needs of the
increasing numbers of baccalaureate-
degree graduates who have met DPD
requirements but do not have a creden-
tial that recognizes their education. In
addition, the new credential would in-
crease the number of entrants to the
nutrition and dietetics profession, and
provide an opportunity for those stu-
dents who wish to work for a period of
time before pursing an internship and/
or advanced degree in preparation for
the RDN credential. At the conclusion
of the meeting, the CFP, ACEND, and
CDR committed to collaboration and
JOURNAL OF THE ACADE
communication to address advanced
practice and the continuum of education
and credentialing. After the meeting,
work began on a new credentialing
framework thatwouldoperationalize the
continuum of education, practice, and
credentialing.

In early 2012, the Academy’s BOD
approved the new credential for
baccalaureate-degree graduates who
have met DPD requirements.11 In addi-
tion, the Alternative Pathways Work-
group passed a motion to support
further investigation and vetting of a
proposed credentialing framework and
the Academy BOD agreed that a new
credentialing framework was an essen-
tial component of operationalizing the
continuum of education, practice, and
credentialing. See the timeline of activ-
ities related to Proposed Recommenda-
tion #3 (Figure 1) to understand what
has occurred since the original report
was published.

In March 2012, the CDR and the
Academy published the results of the
2011 Dietetics Workforce Demand
MY OF NUTRITION AND DIETETICS 1711



*NDEP DPG was approved to be a
new organizational unit as of June 1,
2013, and is no longer a DPG. Rather, it
is an organizational unit that reports
directly to the Academy’s BOD.
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Study in a supplement to the Journal of
the Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics.
In the introduction, Susan H. Laramee,
MS, RD, LDN, FADA, chair of the Di-
etetics Workforce Demand Study Task
Force, emphasized the importance of
respect, recognition, and rewards for
dietetics practitioners, and suggested
the need to confront three major goals
to help reach our vision of the future:
“Increase entrants to the profession;
learn to work effectively, proactively,
and, when appropriate, in partnership
with our competitors; and support
practitioners in development and ad-
vancement of career skills and com-
petencies that meet the demands of
society and the workplace.”12 The ar-
ticle also suggested that dietetics
practitioners reinvent themselves to
maintain relevance by being adaptable,
taking risks, and avoiding what is
termed perfection paralysis, which will
get the profession nowhere. Some of
the major challenges and themes pre-
sented in the supplement included the
following:13

� Too many in the profession
see dietetics as a job rather than
a profession and are not ready
to step up to the challenge of
change.

� Change is a constant and the
profession must prepare for co-
ntinued change in the future by
defining, recognizing, and sup-
porting multiple levels of prac-
tice in a variety of practice areas
to meet marketplace demands.

� Both specialist and advanced
practice will be important in the
future, but skilled generalists
will have important roles to play
in a fast-changing environment.

� The profession must attend to
the small supply of DTRs.

During the dialogue session on the
“Continuum of Professional Progression
and Growth” at the Spring 2012 HOD
meeting, many delegates expressed ur-
gency to act, with comments such as,
“We haven’t done a good job of being
flexible, fast, and nimble in a changing
environment” and, “We need to act and
make changes later if needed, but we
need to act now.”6 In addition, the CFP
conducted a qualitative study of ACEND
program directors and members of
the Nutrition and Dietetics Educators
and Preceptors Dietetic Practice Group
1712 JOURNAL OF THE ACADEMY OF NUTRI
(NDEP DPG)* in the spring of 2012,
asking for their input on a future vision
for the continuum of education, prac-
tice, and credentialing.14 One hundred
forty-nine educators responded to six
open-ended questions administered
through an electronic survey. Based on a
content analysis of written responses,
several major themes and subthemes
calling for needed changes emerged.
One educator emphasized the need for
the Academy to act now: “Make tough
changes now so we can survive in the
future.”14

The future vision for the profession of
nutrition and dietetics is based on an
inter-related continuum of education,
credentialing, and practice that pro-
vides individuals with multiple paths to
begin and then advance in their edu-
cation and careers. However, as stated
by Marsha Rhea, MPA, CAE of iSigna-
ture (Alexandria, VA) in her opening
remarks to 2011 Future Connections
Summit participants, “A vision is only a
dream without a commitment to act.”9

Although the challenges are consider-
able, the Academy must implement
changes now that will move the pro-
fession of nutrition and dietetics closer
to the shared vision of the 2011 Future
Connections Summit and operation-
alize the Dietetics Career Development
Guide.15 Consensus agreement on rec-
ommendations and future direction is
important to keep the nutrition and
dietetics profession at the forefront of
food and nutrition, while working to
protect the public’s health and well
being.
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE
FUTURE OF THE NUTRITION AND
DIETETICS PROFESSION
The CFP submitted the initial recom-
mendations in a Visioning Report2 to
the Academy’s HOD, its organizational
units, and the membership. More than
600 members provided electronic
feedback16 to the report, which was
released in September 2012. The
Visioning Report served as the dialogue
topic for the Fall 2012 HOD meeting,
TION AND DIETETICS
which generated additional input from
delegates, members, and students. The
outcomes of this dialogue topic were
summarized in the Visioning Report
Outcomes HOD Fact Sheet released to
members of the HOD on October 10,
2012.17

Representatives from the five orga-
nizational units of the Academy—
ACEND, CDR, CFP, Education Commit-
tee, and NDEP DPG—met January 17-19,
2013 in a joint meeting to discuss
member feedback on these recom-
mendations and agree on the best
path for updating and strengthening
education, credentialing, and practice.
Marsha Rhea of iSignature served as an
outside facilitator for the joint meeting.
During the meeting, the Academy’s or-
ganizational units’ representatives and
staff devoted the majority of time to
the recommendations with the most
member feedback and questions. Par-
ticipants at the joint meeting reached
consensus on recommendations on the
inter-related continuum of education,
credentialing, and practice, and began
planning how to implement these
changes:

1. The Academy and its organiza-
tional units will support the
DTR credential as long as it is
financially viable and relevant
in the practice environment.

2. Baccalaureate-degree�prepared
individuals can qualify to take
a new examination that will
be based on a practice au-
dit defining the acceptable
knowledge, skills, and compe-
tencies for practice at this edu-
cation level. These credentialed
baccalaureate-degree individu-
als can choose to pursue other
educational opportunities, along
with other professional options
for advancement, if desired. As
new education standards for
the baccalaureate degree are
developed and implemented by
ACEND, eligibility requirements
for this examination might
evolve over time. See the time-
line of activities related to
Proposed Recommendation #3
(Figure 1) to understand what
has occurred since the original
report was published.

3. A graduate degree that in-
tegrates supervised practice into
December 2013 Volume 113 Number 12
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the curriculum and successful
completion of an examination
based on a practice analysis
will qualify individuals to enter
practice as an RDN. See update
of actions taken related to Pro-
posed Recommendation #1 to
understand what has occurred
since the original report was
published.

4. Currently credentialed and
future RDs can use the profes-
sional designation of either RDor
RDN. See update of actions taken
related to Proposed Recommen-
dation #9 to understand what
has occurred since the original
report was published.

5. Investigation and implementa-
tion of specialist practice
and advanced practice educa-
tion and credentialing will
continue.

The top priority will be defining
and differentiating what roles these
different practitioners will serve and
the knowledge and skills that will be
the basis for educational preparation
and credentialing at each level of the
career continuum. Organizational units
within the Academy, although they
function independently and autono-
mously, are collaborating with “early
adopters” of educational program
changes to ensure the profession re-
mains forward thinking and relevant to
the environment in which dietetics and
nutrition professionals practice. Until
the transition and implementation is
complete, existing and aspirational
education programs and credentials
can coexist and the Academy and its
units will support academic programs
and individuals as they navigate this
time of change and transition.
The joint meeting facilitator, Marsha

Rhea, used a structured and systematic
approach that is reflected in the
following analysis and summary con-
tained in this report:

� Initial CFP proposed recom-
mendation

� Rationale for each proposed
recommendation

� Vision objectives (proposed out-
comes of each recommendation,
if implemented)

� Member and leader feedback
summary for each recommen-
dation
December 2013 Volume 113 Number 12
� Constraints and limitations for
each recommendation

� Proposed actions to advance
each recommendation

Academy organizational unit leaders
acknowledge that creation of an inter-
related educational preparation, cre-
dentialing, and career continuum for
the profession will be an evolutionary
process over time and that all levels of
the continuum will be grounded in
food, nutrition, and dietetics knowl-
edge and skills, including management,
professional, and leadership skills, as
well as other related areas. This will
enable individuals to move across the
education and credentialing contin-
uum toward greater expertise, more
specialized focus areas of practice, and
advanced practice.
These changes must occur within the

parameters of present requirements of
accreditation and credentialing stan-
dards that ACEND and CDR must up-
hold. Educational institutions will need
flexibility to pursue different ap-
proaches and models to achieve the
profession’s desired outcomes and the
Academy is willing to support educa-
tors throughout the transition. ACEND
is required to make decisions solely for
the purpose of protecting the safety of
students and the public using the best
available evidence. CDR is required to
credential roles, knowledge, and skills
present in the current workplace and will
use practice audits to monitor and evolve
the requirements for different credentials
over time. The Academy, CFP, and NDEP
will support and facilitate the change
to ensure success for the future. These
changes within the profession will
occur through a process that is trans-
parent and inclusive of the perspec-
tives of different stakeholders.
CFP Proposed Recommendation
#1: Graduate Level RDN
Elevate the educational preparation for
the future entry-level RDN to a mini-
mum of a graduate degree from an
ACEND-accredited program.

� Currently credentialed RDNs will
be able to continue practice and
be recertified without obtaining
a graduate degree.

� The degree requirement for en-
try into the profession should
provide flexibility among in-
stitutions of higher learning.
JOURNAL OF THE ACADE
Rationale for Recommendation
The expansion of knowledge and need
for both deeper and wider expertise
has affected all health care professions
in the last decade. Increasing entry-
level degree requirements might
enable future RDNs to be competitive
and respected members of the health
care team. In addition, the enhanced
preparation for practice leads to better
critical thinking and higher quality of
care and protection of the public.
Virtually all other allied health pro-
fessions have increased entry-level
educational standards beyond the
bachelor’s degree to either a master’s
degree or practice doctorate.18

The Academy’s Coding and Coverage
Committee is very concerned about the
current level of education for entry into
dietetics practice, especially as it re-
lates to the profession’s ability to
effectively advocate for coverage and
reimbursement for nutrition services
provided by RDNs and to the posi-
tioning of RDNs on the health care
team:

Education needs to move to a
higher degree . . . for entry-level
clinical practice. Credentials make
a difference for our voice to be
heard among organizations such
as Centers for Medicare and
Medicaid Services (CMS), Amer-
ican Medical Association (AMA),
and others with a predominant
“doctor” culture. We are the least
educated of the allied healthcare
professionals on the health care
team, which influences our ability
to garner attention and respect
from physicians and other col-
leagues; educational attainment
contributes to respect. Demands
for knowledge and skills in today’s
healthcare environment far exceed
those required in the past, and
we must expand the current
entry-level education preparation
model. RDNs need to enter prac-
tice with evidence-based skills and
with research competency to be
able to demonstrate and docu-
ment outcomes and effectiveness;
the committee is committed to
support CFP’s efforts.19

The dual issues of adequacy of
preparation and respect from health
care team members were addressed in
the 2005 Dietetics Education Task Force
MY OF NUTRITION AND DIETETICS 1713
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report.3 Recommendation #1 from this
report requested that CDR require a
graduate degree for RDNs to be eligible
to take the CDR examination and for
professional entry into practice.3 Al-
most all other health care professions
have increased entry-level educational
standards based on expansion of
knowledge and need for deeper and
wider expertise; in addition, level of
education is a factor that influences
respect as a valued member of the
health care team.3 Too often, RDNs at
any level are seen as assisting in, rather
than leading, the nutrition-care pro-
cess, a perception that can affect career
advancement.20 Actions taken by CDR
since the publication of the Visioning
Report and release of the Joint Leaders
Report are described later in this
article.
In 2011, participants in a joint

meeting of CFP, ACEND, and CDR
agreed that increasing degree re-
quirements for entry into the profes-
sion to a graduate degree—either a
master’s degree or practice doctorate—
along with developing a new credential
for DPD program baccalaureate gradu-
ates, would elevate practice at all levels
of the profession.10 One theme that
emerged from the CFP educator survey
indicated that dietetics educators sup-
port a graduate degree for entry into
the profession as well.14

It has been observed that health care
professionals with advanced degrees
tend to have higher self-esteem and
attain a higher profile within the pro-
fession as writers, researchers, and
leaders.21 The Bureau of Labor Statistics
indicates that many dietitians have
advanced degrees and that employ-
ment of dietitians is expected to in-
crease 20% from 2010 to 2020, faster
than the average for all occupations.22

In 2010, RDN salaries were 40% to
45% less than salaries of other
nonphysician health professionals.23

Education beyond the bachelor’s de-
gree continues to be associated with
hourly wage gains. In 2011, the differ-
ence between the median wage of
RDNs with a master’s degree and
those with a bachelor’s degree was
$2.41/hour (approximately $5,000/year
difference).24

“Healthcare will continue to grow
fastest and provide some of the best
paying jobs in the nation—but the
people in these jobs will increasingly
require higher levels of education to
1714 JOURNAL OF THE ACADEMY OF NUTRI
enter the field and continuous certifi-
cation once they are in.”25 The need to
elevate entry-level RDN education to a
graduate level is consistent with the
knowledge, skills, and research base
required in the field of nutrition and
dietetics and is necessary to protect the
public, remain competitive, and in-
crease recognition and respect. In
addition, Collier found that graduate-
degree requirements do not deter stu-
dent interest in a health professions
career.26
Consensus Agreement on
Recommendation #1: Graduate-
Level RDN
The graduate-level degree will prepare
individuals to enter the profession as
an RDN. This degree will be based on
new roles, knowledge, skills, and cur-
riculum needed to meet client and
customer needs for food and nutrition
services. The new graduate degree will
address the diversity of the profession’s
practice areas and help develop leaders
in advancing the profession. Academic
programs preparing the RDN will
collaborate with other health care
professionals and scientists to educate
nutrition and dietetics professionals.

Vision Objectives. With a graduate-
level degree for the RDN, the public
will have better-prepared dietitians
because practitioners will obtain
higher levels of professional manage-
ment and clinical skills. RDNs will have
a greater level of skill to better protect
the public.

Member and Leader Feedback. Al-
though the majority of members in the
HOD favor this new degree, many
members want to know how it would
affect current practitioners. The first
priority has to be what is needed for
patients and clients. Some students
expressed excitement about a higher-
level credential that sets them apart
and want to see supervised practice in-
tegrated into the program. Others com-
mented that the profession needs to do
this or else other professionals with
higher-level preparation will encroach
on practice.
Several members would like to see

options for the focal areas for the
graduate degree that reflect the prac-
tice areas of nutrition and dietetics, and
possibly even related degrees like the
TION AND DIETETICS
MPH and the MBA. The profession will
need to create a new set of standards to
improve the quality and preparation of
students, address concerns about po-
tential degree creep, and define and
strengthen the curriculum for this
level. Educators expect more mature
students will approach the curriculum
with better performance. Graduate
programs might require more research
and therefore strengthen research ef-
forts within the profession.

There is some concern that this de-
gree could be more costly for students
and impair efforts to attract more
diverse students. However, it has been
hard for students in freestanding in-
ternships to get financial support.
Educational institutions may have a
shortage of doctoral faculty and face
extra costs to correct this.

Constraints and Limitations. Who
will educate these students? More fac-
ulty with doctoral degrees will be
required, as well as more collaboration
with other disciplines, to get the skills
needed in the interim. A change in
educational preparation could reduce
the number of RDNs in the market-
place. At the outset, physical therapy
and pharmacy programs enrolled fewer
students when they were changing
curricula until they could demonstrate
program effectiveness; then the num-
ber of graduates increased as the pro-
grams became established. These
changes will be subject to how in-
stitutions look at the economics of
offering graduate degrees and the re-
quirements their institutions might
have for instituting graduate programs;
the level of degree might be a moving
target of either master’s or doctorate,
depending on the institution. Where
education programs are housed within
their institutions can result in different
capacities to secure faculty and re-
sources. There could be additional cost
to students, which could further limit
diversity.
Proposed Actions to Advance
Recommendation #1

1. Define what we want this
graduate-degree practitioner to
do and what skills and knowl-
edge are required. Determine
how this will be different from
other roles in the continuum.
December 2013 Volume 113 Number 12



Table 1. Internship matches for didactic program in dietetics graduates27

April 2011 April 2012

 ��������������
n (%)

��������������!
Students matched 2,192 (52) 2,313 (50)

Students not matched 2,046 (48) 2,272 (50)

Total applicants 4,238 (100) 4,585 (100)

Total positions filled 2,192 (92) 2,313 (93)

Positions not filled 191 (8) 180 (7)

Total positions available 2,383 (100) 2,493 (100)
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De
The CFP was asked to review
the practice and skills for
each of the levels within di-
etetics (associate-degree DTR,
baccalaureate-degree practi-
tioner, and graduate-degree
RDN) based on previous reports
produced by the Academy,
ACEND, and CDR.

2. Provide guidance to programs
on what to do to get the new
degree approved within their
institutions, including articula-
tion from one degree level to
the next level.

3. Allow voluntary implementa-
tion of the recommendation
and operate a dual approach
until a critical mass have
implemented graduate-level
programs and evidence is ob-
tained that shows the increased
benefits to the health and wel-
fare of the public from the
graduate-trained practitioner.

4. Identify programs and in-
stitutions that are interested in
transitioning to graduate-degree
RDN completion programs.

5. Consider different types of
RDNs to decide what this de-
gree looks like and how much
specialty education is inte-
grated into the program.

6. Secure evidence of outcomes
resulting from a higher level of
education.

7. Align language in state and
federal legislation and regula-
tions to reflect the graduate-
level RDN.

8. Communicate across the org-
anizational units and with the
membership on the intent and
expected outcomes of graduate-
level education for theprofession.

9. Foster development of leaders
within all focus areas of practice
who have the ability to advance
the profession.
Action Taken Since Release of the
Joint Leaders Report
The CDR has established and commu-
nicated the new entry-level registra-
tion eligibility degree requirements
(minimum of a graduate degree) to
Academy organizational units, dietetics
education program directors, dietetics
students, nutrition program chairs, and
deans in May 2013. The entry-level
cember 2013 Volume 113 Number 12
registration eligibility education re-
quirements for RDNs will be changed
from a baccalaureate degree to a min-
imum of a graduate degree beginning
January 1, 2024.

CFP Proposed Recommendation
#2: Supervised Practice
Integrated into Education
Preparation

� Recommend that ACEND require
an ACEND-accredited graduate-
degree program and/or con-
sortium that integrates both the
academic coursework and su-
pervised practice components
into a seamless (one-step) pro-
gram as a requirement to obtain
the future entry-level RDN
credential.

� Create an educational system for
the future entry-level RDN based
on core competencies, which
provides greater depth in
knowledge and skills that build
on the undergraduate curricu-
lum, and includes an emphasis
area (such as clinical, manage-
ment, community/public health).

Rationale for Recommendation
Eighty-six years have passed since the
current system of dietetics education
was created. This means the way entry-
level dietetics practitioners are edu-
cated as generalists, with a minimum
of a baccalaureate degree and super-
vised practice, has not changed since
1927.3 Currently, there are two path-
ways to eligibility for dietetics re-
gistration, including the Coordinated
Program (which includes academic
coursework and supervised practice
either at the undergraduate or grad-
uate level) and the Didactic Program
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plus a separate supervised practice
experience, in the form of a Dietetic
Internship or an Individualized Super-
vised Practice Pathway. Only 53
ACEND-accredited Coordinated Pro-
grams exist, while there are 226
accredited DPDs and 244 accredited
Dietetic Internships.27 However, of the
53 Coordinated Programs, 22 currently
result in a graduate degree, illustrating
that an educational system that in-
tegrates academic coursework and su-
pervised practice at the graduate level
is not without precedent.28 Despite
efforts to decrease the shortage of su-
pervised practice experience programs,
the shortage persists, suggesting that it
is time to consider an alternative sys-
tem of dietetics education (Table 1).27

A recommendation from the 2005
Dietetic Education Task Force was that
“CADE [now ACEND] require accredited
programs preparing students for RD
credentialing to have a seamless
educational system providing both the
academic preparation and supervised
practice necessary for credentialing in
one graduate-degree granting pro-
gram.”3 One definition of seamless is
“referring to a smooth and seemingly
uninterrupted transition from one task
to another.”29 The task force also stated
that they “believe the complexity of the
most prevalent two-step educational
process and resulting disconnect be-
tween DPDs and dietetic internships
hinders the ability of educators to meet
the needs of students and future prac-
tice.”3 The seamless approach is
consistent with a recommendation
from the Association of American Col-
leges and Universities30 and the system
used by other health professions in
which supervised practice occurs as
part of the degree program and in
conjunction with or immediately after
completion of didactic courses.18
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Learning becomes more meaningful in
a seamless approach because students
can understand relevant information
presented in didactic courses and then
integrate that content into their su-
pervised practice experiences.30

As noted by the 2005 Dietetic Edu-
cation Task Force, using a seamless
approach would place equal value on
both the academic and supervised
practice components and place re-
sponsibility for the entire program,
including its admissions criteria and its
outcomes, on one academic unit. In
addition, both components of the cur-
riculum could be designed and upda-
ted to meet marketplace demands and
provide flexibility to meet students’
needs. Having didactic coursework and
supervised practice combined into one
graduate-degree program might also
offer advantages to students seeking
financial aid, and could decrease the
complexity of explaining registration
eligibility requirements to those inter-
ested in entering the profession.
One of the expectations of ACEND,

which is formally recognized by the US
Department of Education, is that all of
its accredited programs will provide all
qualified individuals access to the pro-
fession for which they have been
educated.31 Although these recom-
mendations do not entirely eliminate
the two-step process to achieving RDN
status, the creation of a new credential
for DPD baccalaureate graduates pro-
vides a seamless process to a credential
for those graduates who delay or
choose not to pursue the RDN. The
second step, an integrated practice
and advanced-degree program, pro-
vides a seamless approach to the final
education and training component
for the RDN. The new credential for
baccalaureate-degree graduates who
have met DPD requirements could
emphasize the breadth of dietetics and
meet future needs for skilled general-
ists, which was a need identified by the
Workforce Demand Study.32 A gener-
alist is an individual whose practice
includes responsibilities across several
focus areas of practice, including but
not limited to more than one of the
following: community, clinical, con-
sultation and business, research, edu-
cation, and food and nutrition
management. The educational prepa-
ration and examination for the future
entry-level RDN can then build on this
breadth and include the depth of
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knowledge and skills needed in more
focused areas of dietetics practice,
which is best met through a simulta-
neous graduate degree and supervised
practice.
Implementation of this recommen-

dation is consistent with two of the
findings of the Workforce Demand
Study that “professional preparation
and continuing education need to be
more seamless and adaptable” and that
students “will want more assurance
that dietetics education leads to im-
mediate and sustained employment.”32

That the continuing expansion of
food and nutrition science challenges
the ability to cover all necessary con-
tent in the dietetics curriculum was
noted as a concern during the 2011
Future Connections Summit. One sug-
gestion was to allow students to focus
on practice-specific areas before
becoming RDNs.8 One of the design
principle states: “RDs possess a core
education in foods, food science,
nutrition, health, and wellness with the
ability to select an emphasis area to
position RDs as the leaders in food and
nutrition.”8 Evidence suggests that
RDNs are not perceived as being
adequately prepared in management-
related competencies for the role of
hospital foodservice director.33 Skills in
financial management, strategic plan-
ning, marketing, and human resource
management were areas identified as
insufficient. In addition, employers
have also suggested that the profession
strengthen its clinical path by including
more science-based courses in the
entry-level curriculum in coordination
with a focused curricular path in di-
etetics practice.9

A graduate degree with both didactic
coursework and supervised practice in
a focus area of dietetics practice would
provide greater depth of learning and
allow educators to include many of the
competencies and skills desired by
employers and necessary for success in
the workplace of tomorrow: business/
management skills, outcomes research,
and application of evidence-based
practice and the Nutrition Care
Process—especially nutrition diagnosis
and nutrition monitoring and evalua-
tion.3 In today’s competitive environ-
ment, RDNs need to enter practice with
evidence-based skills and with the
research competency necessary to be
able to influence change and demon-
strate and document outcomes and the
TION AND DIETETICS
cost effectiveness of their prac-
tice.3,19,32 In addition to technical
nutrition expertise, leadership, team-
work, critical thinking, technology,
cultural competency, communication,
and interpersonal skills have been
identified as essential for RDNs and
valued by employers.32

Support for this recommendation is
provided by a trend that emerged from
the CFP survey of dietetics educators.14

In addition, providing an emphasis area
at the graduate level for the prepara-
tion of entry-level dietitians and
restructuring the RDN examination to
include both core competencies and an
emphasis area were recommendations
from both the 2008 Phase 2 Future
Practice and Education Task Force1 and
the 2005 Dietetics Education Task
Force.3 Therefore, it is time to update
our current system for preparing entry-
level RDNs so that it meets contempo-
rary education practice standards and
enables entry-level practitioners to
demonstrate their expertise in a focus
area of dietetics practice.31
Consensus Agreement on
Recommendation #2: Supervised
Practice Integrated into
Education Preparation
Supervised practice will be integrated
into the graduate-level curriculum for
the RDN.

Vision Objectives. Integrating super-
vised practice into the curriculum will
improve the education experience and
ensure students will have greater abil-
ity to qualify for the RDN examination.
Ultimately, the public will have access
to a supply of qualified RDNs who
provide high-quality care in a cost-
effective manner.

Member and Leader Feedback. This
recommendation will address a long-
standing problem of having insuffi-
cient supervised practice opportunities
available for didactic program gradu-
ates. However, finding enough pre-
ceptors and quality supervised practice
experiences is likely to remain a
challenge.

Constraints and Limitations. Educa-
tional institutions will have to make this
change within the constraints of their
mission, resources, and marketplace
demand. There may continue to be a
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capacity challenge for supervised prac-
tice. Educational programs will need to
ensure that supervised practice is
defined appropriately and permits new
models in meeting the requirements.

Proposed Actions to Advance
Recommendation #2:

1. Support education programs in
converting to a graduate-level
RDN with supervised practice.

CFP Proposed Recommendation
#3: New Baccalaureate-Degree
Credential
Support the development and imple-
mentation of a new credential and ex-
amination for baccalaureate-degree
graduates who have met DPD
requirements.

� The competencies, skills, and
educational standards should
clearly differentiate between the
practice roles of individuals with
the new credential and current/
future graduate-degree�prepared
RDNs and provide minimal
overlap between the two.

� Legislative and regulatory issues
(state and federal) will concur-
rently be examined, and a strat-
egy will be designed to address
potential unintended conse-
quences of developing a new
credential for licensure and Cen-
ters for Medicare and Medicaid
Services reimbursement.

Rationale for Recommendation
Each year, more students graduate from
ACEND-accredited DPD programs than
can be accommodated in supervised
practice positions. However, not all
baccalaureate-degree graduates who
have met DPD requirements pursue the
supervised practice route. Of 5,732
baccalaureate-degree graduates who
met DPD requirements in 2011, only
3,725 were first-time applicants for
internship matching. In addition,
another 1,220 repeat applicants applied
for dietetic internship matching.34

However, baccalaureate-degree gradu-
ates who have met DPD requirements
without credentials are employed in
dietetics-related positions without
having to pass an examination, meet
recertification requirements (including
continuing education), or adhere to the
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Academy/CDR Code of Ethics for the
Profession of Dietetics and established
standards of practice. The most impor-
tant advantage of a new credential for
baccalaureate-degree graduates who
have met DPD requirements is protec-
tion of the public.
After the 2011 Future Connections

Summit on Dietetics Practice, Cre-
dentialing, and Education, the Alterna-
tive Pathways Workgroup was charged
by the 2010-2011 Academy BOD to
explore the advantages of establishing a
new credential for baccalaureate-
degree graduates who have met DPD
requirements and to develop a new
credentialing framework for this new
credential. The new credential was
approved by the BOD in January 2012. In
Spring 2012, the Alternative Pathways
Workgroup drafted a credentialing
framework and the BOD, ACEND, CDR,
and CFP have all expressed support for
continuing exploration of a new cre-
dentialing framework. ACEND and CDR
are currently establishing educational
standards and defining the proposed
scope and role for the new credential,
which will serve as the basis for de-
velopment of a new credentialing
examination.
Although the number of internship

positions increased by 5% for the 2012
match, the demand for positions
increased by 8%, resulting in only a 50%
match rate, down from 52% in 2011.
Table 1 reveals that approximately
2,000 baccalaureate-degree graduates
who have met DPD requirements each
year do not gain access to the super-
vised practice required for registration
eligibility.27 Although a new ACEND-
accredited Individualized Supervised
Practice Pathway was implemented in
January of 2012 for those who do not
receive an internship, a shortage of
supervised practice positions remains.
In addition, one of the themes that
emerged from the CFP educator survey
was concern about the large number of
baccalaureate-degree graduates who
have met DPD requirements but do
not get matched or obtain the
RDN credential.14 Several possible so-
lutions to this issue were suggested,
including considering a credential
for baccalaureate-degree graduates
who have met DPD requirements.14

Although many of these graduates
work in nonregulated dietetics-related
positions, they might not be part of
the professional dietetics community
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and might become disenfranchised
from their chosen profession. The new
credential would better position
baccalaureate-degree graduates who
have met DPD requirements in the
marketplace, which is an expectation
of today’s students. The Dietetics
Workforce Demand Study emphasizes
that, in the future, students “will want
more assurance that dietetics educa-
tion leads to immediate and sustained
employment.”32 The newly creden-
tialed practitioner could also provide
support for future graduate-degree�
prepared RDNs to expand and elevate
their practice.

The marketplace is currently experi-
encing a proliferation of nutrition- and
dietetics-related credentials: Exercise
is Medicine credential from the Amer-
ican College of Sports Medicine; Certi-
fied Food Scientist from the Institute of
Food Technology; and Certified in
Public Health from the Council on Ed-
ucation for Public Health. Many of the
organizations developing new creden-
tials position themselves as experts in
health promotion, wellness, and nutri-
tion education, while the dietetics
profession is positioned as focused on
hospital foodservice and medical
nutrition therapy. In addition, other
food and nutrition�related associa-
tions are offering baccalaureate-degree
graduates who have met DPD re-
quirements membership and poten-
tially credentials. These graduates’
interest in obtaining a dietetics-related
credential is evidenced by the
increasing number who have taken the
DTR examination since they first
became eligible in June of 2009
(Table 2).35 The 3-year average exami-
nation pass rates for first-time dietetic
technician (DT) and DPD candidates are
similar, and more than half of all new
DTRs are now baccalaureate-degree
graduates who have met DPD re-
quirements.35 Although dietetic edu-
cators noted that baccalaureate-degree
graduates who have met DPD re-
quirements are interested in the DTR
credential, they also reported that stu-
dents might perceive the credential as
less than ideal because of its link with
an associate’s degree.14

The US economy will require 5.6
million more health care workers in
the next 8 years and most will need
postsecondary education and
training.25 The Dietetics Workforce De-
mand Study projects that demand for
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Table 2. Dietetic technician, registered, examination pass rates by dietetic technician and didactic program in dietetics
graduates (as of August 1, 2012)

Total Eligible
First-Time

Candidates Tested
% Passing

(First-Time Candidates)

2010 2011 2012a Total 2010 2011 2012a Total 2010 2011 2012a

 ������������������������
n
������������������������!  �������

%
�������!

Pathway 1 (traditional DTb

program)
351 401 322 1366 224 223 166 851 67 65 61

Pathway 3 (DPDc only) 728 972 693 2703 289 383 301 1103 65 66 63

aFor 2012 year to date (does not equal a 12-month period).35
bDT¼dietetic technician.
cDPD¼didactic program in dietetics.
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dietetics practitioners will exceed sup-
ply in the next 10 years.23 The new
credential for baccalaureate-degree
graduates who have met DPD re-
quirements could position these
dietetics practitioners for future em-
ployment opportunities; implement
one of the recommendations from the
Workforce Demand Study to “cultivate
multiple levels of practice to meet
marketplace demands”;13 and embrace
one of the design principles of the 2011
Futures Connections Summit: “Multiple
levels of practice and innovativeways to
reach these levels and credentials
enable the profession to grow and
develop in a vibrant and challenging
environment while protecting the
public.”8

This recommendation allows for
maintenance of the breadth of dietetics
practice at the baccalaureate level
without diluting the depth of skills
needed in practice that will require
graduate degrees and supervised
practice. It also establishes a flexible
new career continuum to replace the
existing one, which has been more
limited under the current education
and credentialing framework. In addi-
tion, it offers a credential to those
baccalaureate-degree�level dietetics
practitioners to ensure safe and high-
quality care for the public.
Dietetics licensure laws and regula-

tions vary among the states and range
from title protection to a defined scope
of practice for dietitians that restricts
practice only to licensed providers.
Some states also separately license and/
or regulate differently qualified nutri-
tionists and other nutrition services
providers. Licensure laws and regula-
tions define the minimum standards
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necessary to ensure public safety with
respect to the provision of medical
nutrition therapy and other aspects of
nutrition-care services. A thorough re-
view of licensure laws and related reg-
ulations is imperative toensure that role
delineations between the RDN and
baccalaureate-degree graduates who
have met DPD requirements are well
defined. The completion of an accredi-
ted competency-based supervised
practice program (eg, dietetic intern-
ship, Individualized Supervised Practice
Pathway, or coordinated program)
already differentiates the RDN skill set
from that of baccalaureate-degree
graduates who have met DPD re-
quirements. It is possible that some
licensure laws and regulationswill need
to be reconsidered and a scope of prac-
tice consistent with the nutrition-care
process better defined to ensure role
delineation. The reconsideration of
the laws and regulations will require
an evaluation of the resources and
the relevant risk of negative conse-
quences. It is worth noting that some
individuals with a baccalaureate degree
who do not complete an accredited
competency-based supervised practice
program can currently become licensed
in some states as a dietitian.
Consensus Agreement on
Recommendation #3: New
Baccalaureate-Degree Credential
A baccalaureate-degree credential
shouldprovide thepublicwithenhanced
protection because baccalaureate-
degree individuals are currently work-
ing in food and nutrition without a
credential. However, it is essential that
the profession differentiate the degrees
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and credentials at all levels. The new
credential should be based on current
practice in the marketplace as identi-
fied through a practice audit; as
practice evolves the competencies
required for the credential will also
evolve. ACEND and educational in-
stitutions are able to anticipate and
shape the diverse areas these creden-
tial holders might pursue in the
future. Yet to be determined is the role
of the practitioner and whether these
individuals are working under the su-
pervision and in support of RDNs
or working independently. The CDR
is conducting a practice audit to
provide additional information. These
baccalaureate-degree programs should
be designed to include a practicum or
experiential learning to better prepare
students to apply their learning in the
workplace and to explore practice
areas for further education and pro-
fessional advancement. The new
credential should provide new oppor-
tunities for the Academy and practi-
tioners to meet new areas of public
need in food and nutrition services.
Vision Objectives. The new creden-
tial will demonstrate entry-level
competence for graduates possessing
baccalaureate-degree�level education.
If properly defined, practitioners with
the new credential can help meet
workforce demand needs in food and
nutrition. This new baccalaureate
credential could be a good education
end point for some students and give
them better employability. Under
the new continuum, graduate-level
students will have an integrated su-
pervised practice and baccalaureate
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†This will be a combination of what
is now occurring in the marketplace as
demonstrated through the practice
audit and what the profession envi-
sions it could become. The profession
needs to think differently about what
these practitioners will do, and recog-
nize some students do not want to be
an RD/RDN. Consider these individuals
moving into diverse areas.
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students will benefit from early
practicum or experiential learning.
Embracing these baccalaureate-degree
students with a new credential will be
a boon for public health and welfare.
The new credentialed practitioner
could allow RDNs to function at a
higher level within their practice areas.

Leader andMember Feedback. These
baccalaureate-degree graduates are
working now and the new credential
offers the public more protection. Cur-
rent licensure laws and regulations do
not prevent these graduates from
practicing in several states. Scopes of
practice are not delineated in all state
laws, so employers generally define
who does what. Members have many
questions about what the holder of this
new credential will do.
Students are attracted to food and

nutrition and this will give them other
opportunities besides the RDN cre-
dential and help the profession capture
other potential roles and markets as a
growth area. This credential could help
graduates move into various areas
of practice and could attract more
ethnically diverse students.
There are a large number of 4-year

graduates working in some capacities
within the profession who are not
accountable to a code of ethics or stan-
dards of practice. The newcredential for
baccalaureate graduates is an Academy
initiative to include and support these
individuals. However, some meeting
participants continue to express strong
reservations that this decision to pro-
vide a credential for meeting DPD re-
quirementswithout supervised practice
will only result in credentialing less-
qualified people and create confusion
for the public and employers about
what the three credentials (RDN, DTR,
and the new credential) represent.

Constraints and Limitations. How
many credentials can the profession
and CDR support and the public un-
derstand? This will be a voluntary
credential and there is strong concern
that individuals will not be willing to
pay for it. The credential must be based
on what the practice audit shows peo-
ple with this level of education are
currently doing, although the profes-
sion would like to look to future roles
in defining the continuum. The cre-
dentialing examination can be updated
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through future audits, research, and
education.
There is a concern this individual will

be in competition with the RDN. A
needs assessment of employers has not
been conducted. Individuals who have
completed a 4-year degree and ob-
tained supervised practice (which does
not have to be an ACEND-accredited
program) and have passed CDR’s
entry-level registration examination to
meet current licensure requirements in
many states present a challenge. It is
important to note that these in-
dividuals who have passed the state
licensure examination are not regis-
tered by CDR but rather are licensed to
practice in the state. In addition, the
exemptions in states not allowing
these individuals to be licensed might
allow them to practice. The Academy
and its affiliates would face challenges
from other organizations if the decision
is made to re-open licensure laws to
incorporate these changes.
The timing of this new credential is a

constraint and a concern. The Academy
and CDR are moving forward with
implementation of the new credential
based on a practice audit of DPD pro-
gram graduates. At the same time, CFP
will be identifying roles for the levels
of practice, while ACEND is devel-
oping accreditation standards for the
baccalaureate-degree credential and
graduate-degree RDN.

Proposed Actions to Advance
Recommendation #3

1. Define the role for the
baccalaureate-degree credential.†

The CFP was asked to review the
practice and skills for each of the
levels within dietetics (ie, DTR,
baccalaureate-degree creden-
tial, and graduate RDN) based on
previous reports produced by
the Academy, ACEND, and CDR.
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2. Examine the demand for this
credential. Investigate why stu-
dents are not pursuing the RDN
credential.

3. ACEND will set accreditation
standards for baccalaureate-
level education.
OF N
a. Define curriculum.
b. Decide how to incorporate

the experiential learning.

4. Education institutions should

recruit and counsel students to
pursue appropriate degree pro-
grams based on their potential
for successful completion of the
requirements.

5. Investigate opportunities to
collaborate with other nutrition-
related organizations for ed-
ucating and credentialing future
practitioners.
Update on DPD Baccalaureate-
Degree Graduate Practice
Audit Results
The Joint CDR/ACEND Task Force
completed its work on the DPD
baccalaureate-degree graduate practice
audit in April 2013. After a very thor-
ough analysis of the study results, the
task force determined the DPD
baccalaureate-degree graduate practice
was not differentiated from the practice
of DTRs. The results indicate that the
practice activities performed by
noncredentialed DPD baccalaureate-
degree graduates are a subset of the
activities performed by DTRs. The re-
sults did not differentiate the practice
performed by the DPD baccalaureate-
degree graduate and the DTR. There-
fore, CDR concurred with the task
force’s conclusions and agreed not to
support the development of a distinct
DPD baccalaureate-degree examina-
tion. However, CDR did recommend
that the Academy consider offering the
option of an alternative credential for
individuals who pass the registration
examination for the DT.

CFP Proposed Recommendation
#4: DTR Credential
CFP Recommendation #4 was rejected
by theHODduring its dialogue session in
October 2012. The Joint Leaders also
rejected this proposed recommenda-
tions during its January 2013 meeting.
This proposed recommendation is
included in this report only to provide
UTRITION AND DIETETICS 1719



FROM THE ACADEMY
the necessary context for this summary
of the discussion and will not be
implemented.
Using a timeline defined by CDR,

phase out the current DTR credential.

� Currently credentialed DTR
practitioners will continue to be
supported and recertified.

� DT education programs will
continue to exist to meet the
needs of the workforce in their
local communities, and encourage
transfer options with 4-year
institutions.

� Currently credentialed DTRs will
be provided guidance to achieve
a baccalaureate degree necessary
to meet eligibility requirements
for the new examination and
credential for DPD graduates, if
desired.

� A plan will be created for all
existing DT education programs
and DTRs to promote the posi-
tive impact of this transition for
increasing workforce growth and
opportunities.

Rationale for Recommendation
The DTR registry peaked in 1998 at
5,662 and was at 4,634 on August 1,
2012.35,36 Training program numbers
are small and dwindling, and the
number now rests at 47 programs.27 As
noted in Table 2, there are currently
more baccalaureate-degree graduates
who have met DPD requirements tak-
ing the DTR examination than DT
graduates.35 As a result, there has been
an increase in the percentage of DTRs
who hold bachelor’s degrees, especially
for those in their first 5 years of prac-
tice, among whom the percentage
holding bachelor’s degrees increased
from 24% in 2000 to 55% in 2011.37 This
is also consistent with projections that
a bachelor’s degree will be required for
24% of all health care jobs in 2020, up
from 21% in 2010.25

A continued decline in numbers
of enrolled DT program students
and graduates coupled with a lack of
market demand and competition with
baccalaureate-degree graduates who
have met DPD requirements—with and
without a DTR credential—as well as
Certified Dietary Managers are factors
in moving the DTR credential into
obsolescence.3 In 2011, 41% of DTRs
responding to a compensation and
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benefits survey were not working in
dietetics and, amongnewly credentialed
DTRs not working in dietetics, 57%
indicated it was because they could not
find dietetics-related employment.24

This finding suggests that DTRs do not
command workforce demand in the
marketplace.
The DTR is trained in food and

nutrition to be an integral part of the
health care and foodservice manage-
ment team. DTRs often partner with
RDNs to screen, evaluate, educate,
manage, and monitor patients to pre-
vent and treat chronic diseases. The
credential was established in 1986 to
fulfill a supportive role often working
in coordination with the RDN.3 How-
ever, a low level of DTR availability in
the southern states (and to some
extent in the west) might have
contributed to a failure to create many
of the RDN/DTR partnerships that were
envisioned for the DTR credential.37

Most state licensure/recognition regu-
lations do not include DTRs because
they are working under the supervision
of the RDN.
RDNs and DTRs were surveyed

regarding their perception of the value
of the DTR credential in 2008. Among
approximately 7,000 respondents, only
26% of RDNs and 42% of DTRs reported
that the credential has value in the
marketplace.7 The role of the DTR in
the profession has been discussed and
was the topic of an HOD Mega Issue in
Fall 2003. The 2005 Dietetics Education
Task Force3 recommended phasing out
DT programs and the DTR credential,
while the Phase 2 Future Practice and
Dietetics Education Task Force did
not suggest a change in the DTR
credential.1
Consensus Agreement on
Recommendation #4: Affirm the
Continuation of the DTR
Credential
The Academy and its organizational
units will support and promote the
DTR credential as long as it is relevant
and financially viable in the practice
environment. The Academy will
monitor the changes in the education,
credentialing, and career continuum to
see how different practice roles evolve.
The dietetics and nutrition profes-
sion needs a technical level in the
career continuum. The Academy should
TION AND DIETETICS
evaluate current practice in the
marketplace. The Academy, RDNs
should increase their visible support of
DTRs to help increase their geographic
distribution within the United States.

Vision Objectives. Ending the DTR
credential would allow CDR to better
use its resources and delineate practice
roles with only two credentials. There
would be no DTR competition with
RDNs and less confusion within the
public about who is qualified in nutri-
tion and dietetics. These outcomes
were judged to be insufficient to sup-
port the proposed recommendation.

MemberandLeader Feedback. There
is strong sentiment to keep the DTR
credential as noted by the HOD dia-
logue outcomes and member input
to this recommendation. DTRs are
marginally more diverse (based on the
2012 Member Needs Survey) and this
certification provides an option to those
who might not be able to pursue a
4-year degree in food and nutrition for
a variety of reasons. Although the
number of DTR programs has been
declining in the last 10 years, there has
been a 20% increase in graduates in the
last year. The real problem is with
the total number and geographic dis-
tribution of DTRs. Other health care
professions are moving to para-
professionals to support professionals
and provide services more economi-
cally. Limited research suggests that
employers favor the 4-year graduate
over the 2-year graduate, especially in
the many markets where DTRs are
scarce.

Concern was expressed that the
Academy and CDR have not engaged
with practitioners, department heads,
or consumers on the value of working
with DTRs. There is competition in
some care settings because of shifts in
health care delivery and the current
economy. Some DTRs are perceived to
be competing with RDNs to deliver
food and nutrition services in various
settings.

Some programs view the credential
as a valuable path to a job and have
strong programs with high pass rates.
However, many students are not sitting
for the examination. Some programs
believe the Academy does not support
DTRs.
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Alternatively, the profession should
strengthen the DTR with more educa-
tion and skills. They should be
encouraged to articulate through the
education and career continuum.

Constraints and Limitations. DTRs
have a passionate constituency that
would feel abandoned by the Academy
if the DTR credential is eliminated. A
perception exists that if the DTR
credential is eliminated, CDR will lose
the ability to protect the public and
RDNs would lose the good relation-
ships they now have with DTRs.
Although a distinctionwas made that

eliminating the credential does not
mean eliminating DT programs or DTR
jobs, the existing programs value the
credential and consider it an important
outcome. What could strengthen the
DTR’s position in the continuum would
be articulation agreements among
educational institutions, but the Acad-
emy, CDR, and ACEND have limited
ability to force institutions to have
them.
The low volume and uneven

geographic distribution of DTRs
throughout the country have posed
considerable challenges to marketing
the credential. Both of these factors
impede the two primary drivers of de-
mand for voluntary certification pro-
grams—regulation (governmental and
nongovernmental) and employment
requirements—which are directly re-
lated to regulatory specification of the
credential. Regulators are not going to
include a credential in national or state
regulations when there are insufficient
numbers tomeet themarketplace need.

Proposed Actions to Address the
Withdrawal of Proposed
Recommendation #4:

1. Adopt degree-based standards
rather than credential-based
standards: What do we want
each graduate to do at each
level? The CFP was asked to
review the practice and skills
for each of the levels within
dietetics (ie, DTR, baccalau-
reate-degree credential, and
graduate RDN) based on pre-
vious reports produced by the
Academy, ACEND, and CDR.

2. RDNs need to support DTRs
and employ them.
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3. Establish a true educational
ladder/continuum.

4. Continue to allow the 4-year
graduates to take the DTR ex-
amination and become cre-
dentialed as DTRs.

5. Explore a new name for DTR to
make it more attractive.

6. Recognize any decision related
to the DTR is inter-related with
other decisions in the career
continuum.

7. Review competencies across
the credentials.

8. Increase the Academy’s visible
support of DTRs.

9. Modify the DTR credential and
2-year education program to
better differentiate between the
DTR and RDN and meet the
need for a technical level prac-
titioner within the Academy.

10. Explore how to increase the
geographic distribution of
DTRs within the United States.

CFP Proposed Recommendation
5: Experiential Learning

� Recommend that ACEND revise
the undergraduate curriculum
for dietetics education programs
to include requirements for
practicum and diverse learning
experiences outside of the
classroom. This allows an op-
portunity to introduce students
to the breadth of the dietetics
profession and to apply theory to
practice.

� This recommendation strives
to develop students’ critical
thinking, leadership, communi-
cation, andmanagement skills by
providing opportunities to expe-
rience them in the context of
professional work settings.

� This will augment their con-
tinued preparation in a broad
base in food, nutrition, and sys-
tems andwill emphasize the core
knowledge and skills needed by
all credentialed 4-year graduates.
Rationale for Recommendation
A predominant theme identified in the
CFP educators’ survey was the belief
that students need a strong science,
research, and statistics background, as
well as better preparation in leadership
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and management, critical thinking,
communication, marketing, and busi-
ness skills. The suggestion that under-
graduate programs include some
practice hours before the postgraduate
supervised practice program to make
classroom learning more meaningful
was also noted.14 Such experiences
provide a means for students to
personally experience work settings,
allowing them to gain a better context
in which to consider career directions
within the field and to challenge them
with workplace problem-solving and
critical-thinking opportunities.

The current DPD program design
might benefit from practice-specific
educational standards to assure the
public that graduates are capable of
providing safe, high-quality care.38 En-
trants into the dietetics profession will
need to be broadly educated for careers
that will change many times to meet
future needs and demands for food and
nutrition expertise.32 Students need
to see the variety of potential career
settings and directions in the dietetics
profession. Providing opportunities to
realize how theory relates to practice sets
the stage for students to develop better
skills and facilitates overall learning
that can create more flexibility and
appreciation for the breadth of the pro-
fession. Directly observing professional
work settings and participating in actual
workplace activities will also introduce
students to collaborative experiences
and networking, which contributes to
the development of leadership skills.

Practical student experience, arranged
formally or informally, either in the field
and/or through meaningful simulations
as part of the didactic component of di-
etetics training, is needed. This recom-
mendation is intended to add a
dimension to undergraduate learning
that includes more experience rather
than as a dictate to create formal
preceptor-led planned rotations within
specific sites. Learner-centered educa-
tion fosters leadership, assertiveness,
innovation, critical thinking and problem
solving, strategic planning, effective
communications, and emotional intelli-
gence.39 This recommendation is vali-
dated in the 2011 Future Connections
Summit8,9,39 and CFP survey of dietetic
educators,14 both advocating for oppor-
tunities for learner-centered models of
teaching that involve exposure to
practice-based settings.
MY OF NUTRITION AND DIETETICS 1721



FROM THE ACADEMY
Consensus Agreement on
Recommendation #5:
Experiential Learning
Incorporating experiential learning
into baccalaureate-degree education
would enhance the quality of academic
preparation. It would afford students
an opportunity to apply didactic le-
arning to real-world situations and
explore different practice areas within
the nutrition and dietetics profession.
Institutions have the flexibility to use
new models, such as simulations and
other approaches, to integrate these
experiences within their curriculum.

Vision Objectives. Integrating an
experiential learning with the
baccalaureate-degree education will
lead to better learning and better-
prepared graduates for the workplace.
Students will be exposed to career op-
portunities and potential focus areas
of practice. With students venturing
into work settings, educational in-
stitutions will enjoy greater commu-
nity recognition.

Member and Leader Feedback. Most
of the feedback on this topic related to
insufficient opportunities for super-
vised practice for the RDN rather than
differentiating what a practicum or
experiential learning might provide to
a baccalaureate degree. Otherwise,
people support the opportunity to
apply theory to practice and explore
the diversity of practice areas within
nutrition and dietetics. ACEND already
has requirements for diverse learning
experiences outside the classroom in
its standards.

Constraints and Limitations. Some
institutions might need flexibility to
design these experiences within the
constraints of their programs and
situations.
‡Due to time constraints and the
need to focus on six recommendations
(#1, #2, #3, #4, #5, and #9), the dis-
cussions related to the recommenda-
tion for board-certified specialist
credentials (#6), advanced practice
credentials (#7), and marketing/
branding (#8) were limited. They each
have some action being taken by the
Academy, ACEND, and CDR.
Proposed Actions to Advance
Recommendation #5:
This was discussed in concert with new
standards for baccalaureate education
and the new baccalaureate-degree
credential. As ACEND already has re-
quirements designed to foster these
learning experiences, ACEND seeks
guidance on whether these need to be
strengthened.
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CFP Proposed Recommendation
#6: Board-Certified Specialist
Credentials‡

Continue to support development of
board-certified specialist credentials in
focus areas where there is a reasonable
pool of practitioners to justify the cost
of development and maintenance of
the credential, and develop a system to
recognize RDNs practicing in focus
areas where numbers are too small to
justify the financial investment.
Rationale for Recommendation
Specialist board certification is not a
new concept in the medical and allied
health professions. CDR began testing
for specialists in 1993 for pediatrics
and renal. The first examination for
sports dietetics was in 2006, followed
by gerontological nutrition in 2007. The
most recent specialist certification ex-
amination was in 2008 for oncology
nutrition, bringing the total number to
five specialty certifications, with
approximately 2,500 specialists in
2011.40,41 The number of specialists has
grown exponentially as the numbers of
available certifications have increased,
with faster growth rates for sports di-
etetics, gerontology, and oncology.
The final report of the Phase 2 Future

Practice and Education Task Force
advised that “ADA continues to recog-
nize specialty practice areas in dietetics
and provide support for additional
appropriate education and credential-
ing opportunities.”1 The CFP 2011
Visioning Report responded to this
recommendation with the develop-
ment of the Dietetics Career Develop-
ment Guide, replacing the term
specialty with specialist and developing
definitions and criteria for the terms
focus area of dietetics practice, specialist,
and advanced practice.15

Participants in the 2011 Future Con-
nections Summit developed two design
TION AND DIETETICS
principles specific to specialist and
advanced practice: “Specialist and
advanced practice are accessible to
diverse populations and areas of prac-
tice,” and, “The RD, DTR, specialist, and
advanced practice credentials identify
dietetics practitioners as leaders in
food and nutrition and are recognized
and valued by consumers, policy-
makers, and external stakeholders.”8

A trend that emerged from the CFP
educator survey was support for di-
etetics specialists, as indicated by
comments such as, “There needs to be
greater opportunities [sic] for advanced
specialty credentialing beyond what is
currently offered”; “Increase the num-
ber of RDs who hold CDR Board Certi-
fied Specialist Credentials”; and
“Enhance viability, marketability, and
sustainability of the CDR specialist
credentials.”14

The Bureau of Labor Statistics ac-
knowledges that RDNs with special
training to provide preventative health
care in medical settings and to treat
individuals with illnesses, such as dia-
betes and heart disease, will increase in
the future.22 In addition, the Bureau of
Labor Statistics predicts an increased
need for dietitians to care for an aging
population. RDNs in some of these
areas might require higher-level skills
and autonomy, which are often asso-
ciated with a specialist.22

Based on the 2008 Academy/CDR
needs assessment, >40% of RDN re-
spondents currently working or plan-
ning to work in the dietetics profession
believe that there is market value in
the board certifications currently
offered by CDR.7 Also, younger mem-
bers had the highest interest in certi-
fication, suggesting a considerable
increase in the number of specialists in
the next decade. The actual number of
specialists compared with the number
of practitioners in other allied health
professions is small. However, 15% of
RDNs obtain specialty certification.20

A significant proportion of RDNs want
CDR to offer additional new certifica-
tions or credentials with particular in-
terest in health promotion/disease
prevention and clinical health care.7

Specialist certification allows RDNs
to experience recognition, rewards, and
respect. CDR surveyed all 1,951 certified
specialists in 2010 with a 50% response
rate.40 Of the specialists who respon-
ded, 91.8% anticipated recertifying.
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Specialists are achieving many of the
outcomes they had expected: 90.4%
increased pride and personal satisfac-
tion, 54.9% recognition by peers, 63.5%
demonstration of their competencies,
and 51.4% employer recognition.40,41

Responses from 211 employers/su-
pervisors of CDR-certified specialists
indicated that 67% reported paying or
reimbursing some form of the CDR
examination fees; 39% gave position
preference to specialist-certified RDNs;
21% assigned enhanced practice re-
sponsibilities; 16% gave promotion or
career advancement; 19% gave salary
increases; and 8% gave a one-time
bonus. Departmental benefits experi-
enced due to specialists included 45%
increased visibility, 44% increased
credibility with the public, and 45%
helped to meet regulatory re-
quirements.40,41 Although the number
of employer respondents was relatively
small, their perceptions may be re-
flective of broader opinions among
employers.
In terms of compensation, in 2009 a

full-time CDR specialist earned an
average of 9% more than the RDN with
no specialist certification at the 50th
percentile, which increased to 12% by
2011. In 2011, an RDN holding one or
more specialist certifications (from
CDR or another organization) was
associated with a higher median
wage, adding $2.54/hour (w $5,200/
year difference) over those with no
certification.24,40,41 RDNs working in
focused areas of practice, including
diabetes care, oncology, and weight
management, experienced among the
highest percent gains in median hourly
wage between 2002 and 2011—
demonstrating increased demand for
specialization.37

In 2011, CFP implemented a process
to review applications for new
specialist credentials. Budgetary chal-
lenges are associated with the de-
velopment and maintenance of a
credential. This cost has averaged about
$61,000 for each of the five specialist
certifications, which was subsidized by
CDR during 2010�2011.41 To remain
fiscally responsible, there must be a
sufficient number of RDNs who meet
the criteria for a new credential to
support the costs incurred. Therefore,
we need to explore alternative options
for practitioners in focus areas too
small to justify the development of a
new credential.
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Consensus Agreement on
Recommendation #6: Board-
Certified Specialist Credentials
Work that is now underway to support
this recommendation should continue.

Vision Objectives. Specialist creden-
tials help the public identify who the
specialists are and also help other col-
leagues know who to turn to for
specialized expertise. Specialist cre-
dentials help create a career path into
focus areas of practice and enhance
protection of the public.

Member and Leader Feedback. In-
dividuals like having this option of
specialist credentials available to them
and view these credentials as a way to
differentiate expertise and advance
their careers.

Constraints and Limitations. There
must be a reasonable pool of practi-
tioners to justify the cost of develop-
ment and maintenance of the
credential.

Proposed Actions to Advance
Recommendation #6:
CDR will continue to evaluate the
viability of new specialist credentials
proposed by the CFP. CFP will collabo-
rate with CDR to promote strong and
viable specialist credentials.

CFP Proposed Recommendation
#7: Advanced Practice
Credentials
Support continuing development of
advanced practice credentials for the
nutrition and dietetics profession
based on objective evidence.

� Continue to encourage and
develop advanced practice
educational experiences and
opportunities.

Rationale for Recommendation
The need to define, support, and
credential advanced dietetics practi-
tioners has been discussed for more
than 3 decades. The primary purpose of
establishing advanced practice in di-
etetics is to prepare individuals to
pursue advanced-level positions within
various areas of dietetics practice and
to be leaders in food, nutrition, and
dietetics. Advanced practice has the
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potential to further protect the public,
improve the public’s health, increase
recognition of the expertise of RDNs,
attract and retain expert nutrition and
dietetics practitioners, facilitate move-
ment up the career path, and
contribute to advancement of the
discipline through research.3,20

Support for this recommendation is
provided by a 2011 Future Connections
Summit design principle, the 2008
Phase 2 Future Practice and Education
Task Force, and the 2005 Dietetic Edu-
cation Task Force.1,3,8 The design prin-
ciple states: “Specialist and advanced
practice are accessible to diverse pop-
ulations and areas of practice.”8 The
Phase 2 Future Practice and Education
Task Force recommended that the
Academy focus on advanced education
and advanced practice to help elevate
dietetics practice at all levels and move
the dietetics profession forward.1

Guidelines for establishing advanced
practice residency programs across the
spectrum of dietetics, including all
practice areas, have been developed by
ACEND42 with the goal of fostering
advanced practice and providing a
career path for RDNs as envisioned in
the CFP Dietetics Career Development
Guide.15 Advanced practice residency
programs must include both a didactic
and supervised experience component.
Funding is being established for in-
stitutions to establish advanced prac-
tice residencies and for RDNs who are
enrolled in advanced practice resi-
dency programs.

In November of 2011, CDR, ACEND,
and CFP agreed to move forward with
an advanced practice credential for the
profession, beginning with the clinical
focus area of practice.10 Based on the
2008 Academy/CDR needs assessment,
approximately 33% of RDNs (out of
6,955) indicated CDR should develop
an advanced practice credential.7 In-
terest in advanced-practice compe-
tencies and practice doctorate-degree
programs in clinical nutrition has been
documented among clinical RDNs and
employers.43 On a scale from 5¼very
interested to 1¼very uninterested, the
mean interest in obtaining advanced
practice education was 3.93�1.01
among 440 RDs and the mean interest
score for hiring RDNs with a practice
doctorate in clinical nutrition was
4.02�0.93 among 61 employers. Clin-
ical RDNs identified the greatest ad-
vantages of the practice doctorate
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degree as respect from other health
care professionals, a sense of accom-
plishment, and increased salary.43 In
fact, the health care workforce is
experiencing an increase in advanced
practice providers working across the
spectrum of health care.44 The number
of nurse practitioners went from
141,209 in 2004 to 158,348 in 2008—a
12% increase in 4 years.45 Advanced
practice nurses will transition to a
practice doctorate by 2015.46 An
advanced dietetics practice credential
in the health care environment could
improve health care outcomes and
facilitate increased collaboration with,
and respect for, the RDN from other
advanced practice professionals.
Opportunities for RDNs are predicted

to increase in outpatient, medical, and
nursing home settings in the areas of
aging, preventative health care, and the
treatment of illnesses, such as diabetes
and heart disease.22 RDNs with higher-
level skills and more autonomy and
independence in practice, which could
be achieved by an advanced practice
credential, are likely to be needed in
these practice areas and settings. An
expansion in scope of practice, to
include physical assessment, medica-
tion management, and feeding-tube
placement and evaluation could also
lead to increased professional oppor-
tunities for advanced practitioners.20

In 2011, CDR appointed a task force
to design an Advanced Clinical Di-
etetics Practice Audit study. Clinical
was chosen because it represents the
largest practice segment of the profes-
sion, with approximately 55% of CDR-
credentialed practitioners working in
clinical health care. Also, the 2007 CDR
Levels of Practice Study recommended
that future studies of advanced practice
focus on a specific practice segment vs
including all areas of dietetics prac-
tice.47 In the context of the study,
clinical nutrition is defined as the pro-
vision of direct nutrition care to in-
dividuals and groups. A marketing
feasibility study was conducted as well
as a practice audit.35 Among the re-
sources used to inform the present
study are the 2005-2007 CDR Levels of
Practice Study47; Phase 2 Future Prac-
tice and Education Task Force Report1;
2011 CFP Visioning Report15; 2011
Future Connections Summit8,9,39; the
Academy’s Standards of Practice and
Standards of Professional Performance
for RDs and DTRs in Nutrition Care48;
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the specialist Standards of Practice
and Standards of Professional Perfor-
mance for diabetes,49 oncology,50

nephrology,51 pediatric nutrition,52

nutrition support,53 sports dietetics,54

and extended care55; and a recent
Delphi study on advanced-level clinical
nutrition practice.56 An update on the
study was provided at the Academy’s
2013 Food & Nutrition Conference &
Expo.
Although credentialing can be used

to evolve the dietetics profession and
an advanced practice credential could
offer more autonomy, collaboration,
and greater career opportunities,
advanced practice credentials are not
for everyone.44,57 Based on lessons
learned from nursing, advanced edu-
cation and practice credentials can
result in salary increases over time, but
practitioners must be thoroughly
trained to conduct outcomes research
and the profession must measure,
document, and publicize outcomes.57
Consensus Agreement on
Recommendation #7: Advanced
Practice Credentials
Work that is now underway to support
this recommendation, including CDR’s
practice audit efforts and ACEND’s ef-
forts to define advanced practice edu-
cation, should continue.

Vision Objectives. Advanced practice
credentials could help the public and
employers identify individuals with the
knowledge, competencies, and skills to
deliver better health outcomes. These
credentials could expand the options
for how RDNs serve the public’s food
and nutrition needs, including possibly
opening the door to independent,
autonomous practice consistent with
public protection.

Constraints and Limitations. The
education and requirements for this
credential have yet to be defined. Until
then, it is not possible to anticipate
how many people will choose to
qualify for this credential.
Member and Leader Feedback.
Experienced RDNs are especially in-
terested in having this opportunity
to differentiate their experience and
capabilities.
TION AND DIETETICS
Proposed Actions to Advance
Recommendation
CDR has conducted a practice audit to
define advanced clinical nutrition
practice. If the results of this audit
support development of an advanced
practice in clinical nutrition credential,
it will be developed. Results of this
audit were reported in September and
October 2013. ACEND has already
developed guidelines42 for advanced
practice education.
Update on the Advanced Clinical
Nutrition Practice Audit Results
A pilot test was conducted in Fall 2012.
The audit instrumentwasmailed inearly
January 2013. The results of the first-
phase online study survey exceeded ex-
pectations,with a 39% response rate. The
second phase of the study was
completed in lateMarch2013with a 49%
response rate. The task force has
analyzed the study results and identified
anadvancedpractice studypopulationof
RDNswith 8 ormore years of experience
and a minimum of a master’s degree
distinguished by their autonomous
practice, presentations, and/or publica-
tions. Thenext stepwill be to identify the
tasks that the population performs. The
task force is scheduled to meet in
November 2013 to identify the certifica-
tion eligibility criteria, which may vary
from the study population definition.
CFP Proposed Recommendation
#8: Comprehensive Marketing,
Branding, and Communications
Campaign
Conduct a well-funded, comprehensive
marketing, branding, and strategic
communications campaign related to
all of the recommended changes tar-
geting both internal and external
stakeholders.
Rationale for Recommendation
In considering the future of dietetics,
some observations have been made
about the RDN’s role in branding and
marketing. As a profession, nutrition and
dietetics practitioners generally do not
communicate their roles as food and
nutrition experts to external groups.
Many RDNs do not market themselves,
and they believe that marketing and
customer service belong only in the
business arena and are not part of all
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aspects of practice. This lack of compet-
itiveness and marketing savvy prevents
promotion of the unique training and
skill sets that RDNs have, and interferes
with creation of value for the profession
among administrators and business
professionals. There is a need to better
instill in individual RDN’s a sense of re-
sponsibility regarding the need to mar-
ket and create a demand for their
expertise. Many believe that modifying
the credential title might improve the
perception of the RDN as the food and
nutrition expert.58

The issue of branding to promote the
profession has been an item of discus-
sion within the HOD since 2007, with
discussions identifying opportunities
for affiliates, DPGs, and members to
promote the value of the RDN and DTR
within their communities. In addition,
the following statement from the
March 2011 Future Connections Sum-
mit39 provides a glimpse at the need to
brand the RDN:

ADA’s [the Academy’s] vision is to
have RDs and DTRs recognized as
the leaders in food and nutrition.
In reality, the profession faces
considerable competition and
encroachment from other disci-
plines with an interest and stake
in food and nutrition. Some
members indicate that the RD and
DTR credentials have insufficient
marketplace recognition; some
members perceive that RDs and
DTRs receive inadequate reim-
bursement and compensation
for their work; and, many in the
profession want to see more
effective marketing and brand
recognition.39

The following pilot initiative was
proposed during the Future Connec-
tions Summit indicating support for a
branding initiative:

� Pilot Initiative 1.13: Marketing
and Design Initiative for ADA
[Academy]. The desired out-
comes noted for this initiative
were:
Decem
B ADA [Academy] is recog-
nized nationally and inter-
nationally as the source of
food and nutrition informa-
tion and service in the
United States.

B ADA [Academy] responds
optimally to internal and
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external consumers’ goals in
health care outcomes, food
systems, and food sustain-
ability. RDNs are reimbursed
for their services in accor-
dance with their education,
training, and expertise in
traditional and emerging
areas of practice.
In the 2008 Needs Assessment sur-
vey,7 respondents were asked to iden-
tify the greatest challenges facing the
profession. The two items rated as
challenges by the greatest number of
RDNs included recognition of the value
delivered by the dietetics profession to
the larger society (77%) and public
awareness of the field (75%).7 The
recent CFP survey of dietetics educators
also identified the need to create public
awareness of the RDN. The results
suggest that educators believe that di-
etetics practitioners need to increase
the demand for their services through
cost�benefit research and a public-
awareness campaign promoting the
value of the RDN.14

The Academy reviewed existing
research and conducted primary
research59 to better understand the
RDN brand and position. Armed with
this information, an RD Differentiation
Task Force was appointed by the
Academy BOD to review the research
and form recommendations. These
recommendations were subsequently
accepted and approved by the Board
and included positioning statements
developed to better define the RDN to
key audiences. Additional research59

was conducted to test these state-
ments and this research was used to
help develop a strategy for both inter-
nal (member) and external (consumer)
audiences. A proposal will be submit-
ted to the BOD and then to the fi-
nance committee to approve an RDN
brand initiative that includes the en-
hancement of existing tools to support
RDN self-marketing; development of
new member tools, including videos,
downloadable brochures, and materials
that can be customized; and the crea-
tion of education courses to enhance
skills in nutrition counseling, motiva-
tional interviewing, and self-marketing
to physicians. In addition, outreach
directly to physicians and consumers in
key market areas will be tested in
tandem with major enhancements to
eatright.org.
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Consensus Agreement on
Recommendation #8:
Comprehensive Marketing,
Branding, and Communication
Campaign
Extensive communication, marketing,
and branding are required during both
the development and implementation
phases for these recommendations
to ensure that Academy members,
credential holders, education in-
stitutions, other stakeholders, and the
public understand the education, cre-
dentialing, and career continuum in
nutrition and dietetics.

Vision Objectives. This campaignwill
ensure others know who we are and
what we do. It could attract more
diverse individuals into the profession
and counter the claims of unqualified
practitioners.

Member and Leader Feedback.
Members are enthusiastic about the
Academy’s efforts to explain and mar-
ket the RDN. Judging from the volume
of comments on the proposed recom-
mendations, they also expect to be
kept well informed during the devel-
opment and implementation of these
recommendations.

Constraints and Limitations. The
only constraint is wisely investing
available Academy resources.
Proposed Actions to Advance
Recommendation #8:

1. At the conclusion of the joint
meeting, the representatives
agreed on the need to have a
fact sheet and other communi-
cations to key stakeholders.
This fact sheet was developed
and distributed on February
5, 2013.

2. The Joint Meeting report will be
presented to the BOD, HOD,
DPGs, Member Interest Groups,
Affiliates, ACEND, ACEND
program directors, Education
Committee, NDEP DPG, CDR, all
Academycommittees andwidely
shared within the membership.

3. Other communication plans
will be developed in tandem
with key decisions and dates on
the recommendations.
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CFP Proposed Recommendation
#9: RD Designation Expanded to
Include Nutrition

� Support an RD credential name
change that will be reflective of
the changes outlined previously
and align with the name change
of the Academy.

� The current RD credential will
remain a valid credential and
will not be negatively impacted
by any future name changes.

� The terminology used for the
new credential titles for the RD
and the new credential for the
baccalaureate-degree graduate
who has met DPD requirements
will be complementary and co-
ordinated to provide clarity in
distinctions between the two
credentials, and to address the
roles, image, status, and prestige
associated with each of the
credentials.

� Legislative and regulatory issues
(state and federal) will be exam-
ined concurrently, and a strategy
will be designed to address po-
tential unintended consequences
of changing the name of the RD
credential for licensure and Cen-
ters for Medicare and Medicaid
Services reimbursement.
Rationale for Recommendation
As noted previously in the rationale for
proposed recommendation #8, the
2011 Future Connections Summit
generated ideas that focused on the
need for strongly branding “RD” to
improve visibility to the public and
other professionals.8 However, with
the inclusion of the term nutrition in
the Academy’s new name (Academy of
Nutrition and Dietetics), there has
been a higher level of interest in the
work of the Academy, as evidenced by
an increase in media impressions.
Comparing the media impressions
(print, broadcast, and electronic) from
Academy press releases, 20 billionwere
obtained in 2011 (before the name
change) and 30 billion were obtained
in 2012 for the same 6-month period.60

This increased awareness of the Aca-
demy’s role as a key organization in
food and nutrition provides support for
the incorporation of the word nutrition
into to the potential name change to
the RD credential. However, this type
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of decision will need to be carefully
considered based on legislative and
regulatory issues related to the
credential.
Regulation of the practice of dietetics

and nutrition recognizes qualified
practitioners and protects the public by
often limiting practice to those in-
dividuals who meet minimum objec-
tive standards of education, supervised
practice, and competency. In many
states, practitioners with the RD cre-
dential meet the state-specific quali-
fications for licensure because the
education, supervised practice, and
examination requirements are similar
to that which the state deems is
required to practice. Changing the title
of the RD to RDN would not change the
qualifications for licensure and those
with a different title would still meet
the objective criteria set forth in state
statutes and regulations. In states that
separately license and regulate nutri-
tionist and other nutrition providers,
the ability to use the RDN might be
contingent upon meeting any qualifi-
cations and title protection standards
set forth for this separate and distinct
title.
Consensus Agreement for
Recommendation #9: RD
Designation Expanded to Include
Nutrition
Currently credentialed and future RDs
can use the professional designation of
either RD or RDN. This is a personal
choice that builds on the RD credential
and incorporates nutrition.

Vision Objectives. Adding nutrition
into the credential better reflects what
we do. The public will recognize we are
at the forefront of nutrition and di-
etetics. This new credential namemight
appeal to more prospective students.

Member and Leader Feedback. This
credential name change is generally
viewed as a positive option that em-
braces past practice and recognizes the
profession’s leadership in nutrition. It
is also viewed as consistent with the
Academy’s name change.

Constraints and Limitations. Legal
counsel has provided input that the
best approach to incorporating nutri-
tionist into the credential designation
is to retain the RD credential and add
TION AND DIETETICS
the RDN credential as an option for RDs
to use. It is important that the Academy
retain use of the RD so that it is not
assumed by another group. The Aca-
demy’s BOD and CDR have taken a big
step: RDs now have the option to use
the credential RDN.
Proposed Actions to Advance
Recommendation #9:

1. Academy BOD and CDR deter-
mined how the designation
option will be represented dur-
ing its March 2013 meetings.

2. CDR will develop logos for both
designations and do the appro-
priate filing with the US Patent
and Trademark Office.

3. Promote the purpose and usage
of the new credential in
conjunction with Food & Nutri-
tion Conference & Expo 2013.
Action Taken Since Release of
Joint Leaders Report
The Academy’s BOD in collaboration
with CDR announced the option for use
of the RD or RDN to Academy members
via an all-member communication on
March 13, 2013.

State and federal legislative and
regulatory issues are being reviewed
and solutions developed to address
those already identified as well as po-
tential unintended consequences of
changing of the RD credential with re-
gard to licensure laws and regulations
for dietitians and nutritionists. In the
event there is an impact on licensure or
dietetic practice, guidance will be pro-
vided to affiliates, including assistance
in communicating with regulatory of-
ficials and legislators and developing a
strategy to make any necessary up-
dates to laws and regulations. Because
the two titles RD and RDN have iden-
tical meanings and legal effect, efforts
are not currently being made to change
federal statutes. The decision to use RD
or RDN will be considered in a case-by-
case approach when proposing new
legislation or regulations. In addition,
when drafting communications to
regulatory agencies and other policy
makers, the Academy will include lan-
guage in a footnote or the body of the
document informing the reader of the
interchangeability of the RD and RDN
credentials.
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Term Definition

Accreditation Council for Education
in Nutrition and Dietetics (ACEND)61

The Academy’s accrediting agency for education programs. ACEND exists to
serve the public by establishing and enforcing standards for the educational
preparation of dietetics professionals and by recognizing dietetics education
programs and education providers that meet these standards. ACEND
has sole and independent authority in all matters pertaining to accreditation
of programs and providers of entry-level through specialist and advanced
practice education, including but not limited to standard setting,
establishment of fees, finances, and administration.

Advanced practice15 The practitioner demonstrates a high level of skill, knowledge, and behavior.
The individual exhibits a set of characteristics that include leadership and
vision and demonstrates effectiveness in planning, evaluating, and
communicating targeted outcomes. An advanced practitioner holds at least a
master’s degree, has more than 8 years of experience as a registered dietitian
nutritionist or dietetic technician, registered, and may be a board-certified
specialist and/or possess an advanced practice credential if either is available
in the focus area of practice. An advanced practitioner performs at the expert
level of the Dietetics Career Development Guide.

A credential to distinguish advanced practice from other levels of performance
is under consideration. The method to test or demonstrate achievement of
advanced-level performance has not yet been determined.

Advanced-practice doctorate62 Doctoral-level programs that are designed to prepare already credentialed or
licensed individuals to practice with competencies above and beyond those
expected of entry-level professionals.

Board-certified specialist (specialist)15 A practitioner who demonstrates a minimum of the proficient level of
knowledge, skills, and experience in a focus area of dietetics practice by
the attainment of a credential.

The term specialist requires a credential and is defined by the Academy
Standards of Practice in Nutrition Care and Standards of Professional
Performance or other criteria established for a focus area of dietetics
practice. The specialist will have a minimum of 2 years of experience.
A specialist performs at the proficient level of the Dietetics Career
Development Guide.

Commission on Dietetic
Registration (CDR)61

The Academy’s certification and credentialing agency. CDR protects the
public through credentialing and assessment processes that assure the
competence of registered dietitian nutritionist and dietetic technician,
registered. CDR has sole and independent authority in all matters
pertaining to certification, including but not limited to standard setting,
establishment of fees, finances, and administration.

Council on Future Practice
(CFP or Council) 61

The Council on Future Practice was established by the House of Delegates
(HOD) and is responsible for reporting to the HOD. The functions of
the Council are:

1. Ensure the viability and relevance of the profession of dietetics
via engaging in a visioning process to initiate recommendations for
general practice roles, specialist practice roles and advanced
practice roles.

2. Identify future specialist and advanced practice roles to meet
emerging practitioner and marketplace needs.

(continued on next page)

Figure 2. Current operational definitions.
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Term Definition

3. Seek input and feedback from relevant Academy organizational
units on issues related to future practice roles.

4. Coordinate with ACEND, CDR, Education Committee, and other
Academy organizational units to communicate and collaborate to
determine current and future practice, credentialing, and education
recommendations.

5. Monitor the intended and unintended consequences of
implementing current and future practice, credentialing, and
education recommendations.

Didactic Program in Nutrition and
Dietetics (DPND) (formerly known as
Didactic Program in Dietetics [DPD])63

An education program that provides the required dietetics coursework
to meet ACEND’s core knowledge requirements to prepare graduates
for an Internship Program in Nutrition and Dietetics. Graduates of
ACEND-accredited didactic programs who are verified by the program
director may apply for supervised practice experiences to establish
eligibility to sit for the registration examination for dietitians.

Dietitian Education Program (DEP) or
“Dietitian Program” (formerly known
as Coordinated Program [CP])63

An education program that provides the required dietetics coursework
and at least 1,200 hours of required supervised practice experiences
to meet ACEND’s core knowledge and competency requirements to
become a registered dietitian. A verification statement is issued to
individuals who successfully complete the program as evidence of
eligibility to sit for the credentialing examination.

Dietetic technician, registered (DTR)64 An individual who has met current minimum requirements through one
of three routes:

1. Successful completion of a minimum of an associate’s degree and
dietetic technician program through a program accredited by the
ACEND of the Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics (Academy).

2. Successful completion of a baccalaureate degree; met current
academic requirements (Didactic Program in Dietetics) as
accredited by ACEND of the Academy; successfully completed a
supervised practice program under the auspices of a Dietetic
Technician Program as accredited by ACEND.

3. Completed a minimum of a baccalaureate degree; successfully
completed a Didactic Program in Dietetics as accredited by
ACEND of the Academy.

In all three routes, the individual must successfully complete the
Registration Examination for Dietetic Technicians.

Education committee65 Previously a committee of the Academy’s Board of Directors, which merged
with Nutrition and Dietetics Educators and Preceptors (NDEP) on
June 1, 2013. The committee existed to empower dietetics educators in
preparing students for a successful career continuum; responsible for
recommending an appropriate infrastructure required to address the
broad needs of the dietetics education community. These functions
have been incorporated into NDEP’s program of work.

Entry-level practice doctorate62 Educational programs that prepare students to achieve the knowledge
and competencies of first-time graduates expected and articulated by
the appropriate accrediting agency.

(continued on next page)

Figure 2. (continued) Current operational definitions.
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Term Definition

Focus area of dietetics practice15 Defined area of dietetics practice that requires focused knowledge, skills,
and experience; relates to how a practitioner practices in a specific area
of dietetics (eg, diabetes, community health, foodservice management).

Individualized supervised
practice pathways (ISPPs)66

A pathway developed within an existing ACEND-accredited dietetics
education program to prepare graduates with verification statements
to sit for CDR’s registration examination. ACEND policies for ISPPs allow
graduates who did not match to a dietetic internship, but who possess
a DPD verification statement; or individuals holding a doctoral degree.

Internship program in nutrition
and dietetics (formerly known
as dietetic internship [DI])63

An education program that provides at least 1,200 hours of required
supervised practice experiences to meet ACEND’s competency requirements
to become an RD. A verification statement is issued to individuals
who successfully complete the program as evidence of eligibility to sit
for the credentialing examination.

New credential for baccalaureate
degree graduates who have met
DPD requirements without an
ACEND-accredited supervised
practice experience (as yet unnamed)

An individual who has completed an ACEND-accredited DPD, but has not
completed an accredited supervised practice program (Dietetic Internship,
ISPP, or Coordinated Program).

ACEND and CDR are currently defining the scope of practice and designing
the credentialing examination for this new credential.

Practice doctorate18,43 A program that provides a level of skill beyond that required for a bachelor’s
degree, often requires 4 academic years of college level education before
admission, is 3 to 4 years long, and blends didactic or classroom instruction
with supervised practice instruction and experience. The entry-level practice
doctorate signifies completion of the academic requirements for beginning
practice in a given profession. Also known as first professional degree, clinical
practice doctorate, clinical doctorate, or professional doctorate degree.

Registered dietitian (RD) or registered
dietitian nutritionist (RDN)64

The CDR defines the registered dietitian (RD) or registered dietitian nutritionist
(RDN) as an individual who has met current minimum (baccalaureate)
academic requirements with successful completion of both specified
didactic education and supervised-practice experiences through programs
accredited by the ACEND of the Academy of Nutrition and Dietetics and
who has successfully completed the Registration Examination for Dietitians.
To maintain the RD or RDN credential, the RD or RDN must comply with
the Professional Development Portfolio (PDP) recertification requirements
(accrue 75 units of approved continuing professional education every 5 years).

Seamless29 Referring to a smooth and seemingly uninterrupted transition from one task
to another.

Figure 2. (continued) Current operational definitions.
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For current operational terms and
definitions, see Figure 2.

CONCLUSIONS
The Visioning Report is a vision of what
is possible for future nutrition and di-
etetics practitioners and educators and
the proposed recommendations are
not for today, but for the years to come.
This summary report focuses on rec-
ommendations related to the future
continuum of education, practice, and
December 2013 Volume 113 Number 12
credentialing from entry-level to
advanced practice, designed to opti-
mize the nation’s health and elevate
the practice of nutrition and dietetics;
and it includes the next steps toward
implementation. There are no perfect
solutions to the challenges facing the
nutrition and dietetics profession;
however, the CFP strongly believes
changes cannot be examined in isola-
tion, but must be evaluated as part of
the whole continuum. Nutrition and
JOURNAL OF THE ACADE
dietetics practitioners also cannot
afford to let “perfection paralysis”
determine the future of the profession.
The Academy is taking these actions to
advance the profession to improve
America’s health and protect the pub-
lic. The Academy and its units have a
responsibility to anticipate the public’s
changing needs for food and nutrition
services and to prepare individuals for
these future practice roles at different
levels of the career continuum.
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The CFP recognizes that, as strategies
for implementation of the recommen-
dations are discussed, their impact on
the current DTR and RDN credentials;
the ethnic and sex diversity of the pro-
fession; existing and future legislation
and regulations, including licensure;
and educators who will face many
logistical issues and need resources to
implement changes, must be consid-
ered. The CFP recognizes the economic
and political realities of the educational
landscape and understands that educa-
tors must be accountable to their em-
ployers, as well as to ACEND, and deal
with the reality of theirwork settings. In
addition, the CFP recommends that the
Academy allocate significant resources
for implementation of the recommen-
dations. The CFP also emphasizes the
importance of clearly defining the roles
and scope of practice among the various
levels of nutrition and dietetics practi-
tioners and developing standards of
education and practice to reflect these
various levels. It should also be noted
that specific decisions about how and
when education and credentialing
transitionswill occur arenot included in
this report. This omission is purposeful
because ACEND and CDR operate as
autonomous units and are responsible
for these decisions in accordance with
their national standards (the US
Department of Education is the recog-
nition body for ACEND; the National
Commission for Certifying Agencies is
the accrediting agency for CDR).
In the recent CFP survey of dietetic

educators, one educator made the
following observation: “At one time,
we were ahead of other professions,
now we are behind them. Unlike many
other professions, our scope of practice
has been diminished, while others
have been expanded.”14 The CFP be-
lieves that the profession’s challenges
are best addressed by moving forward,
not dwelling on the past. There will
always be reasons for and against
making changes and there will always
be those who agree and those who
disagree with recommended changes.
But change has to start somewhere and
there is no time to waste. If the nutri-
tion and dietetics profession is not
moving forward, it is being left behind.
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