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March 21, 199§ -
Lansing, Michigan
9:30 a.m.

JUDGE OZBURNY This is-scheduled as a
reconsideration/rehearing in the matter of the petition
. of -the medical license of Doctor

ing a brief history for the

1

‘ricense was initially revoked

)

TV August 3 of 1990,

ed, it was remande

, and the

issued a sﬁﬁéféédinég?inal‘brder which affirmed
the revocation and léuiéd a fine dated RAugust 2lst,
1992, and theres was a second appeal which was also
remanded. There was.an Amended Final Order which again
reaffirmed.ﬁhe revocation and fine dated March 3, 1994,
The applicant ﬁhen.petitioned for

reinstatement. The Board ordered a mental examination

aring, a Propésal for Decision, there

o

isstied-a Final Order Granting a Reconsideration

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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Rehearing on ‘December’ 13, 1395, ‘wiien brings us to
today's hearing, basic&lly.
Kal get some appearances for the record?
MR. HOFFMAN: Good morning, my name is
Maeroffman, on behalf of the Petitioner, Doctof Robert

Alexander, wHo is preseft in thHe hearing room: -

MS. DURK: Sanna Durk, Assistant Attormey

d;”1 met with both

And they have stipulat

B gt

éd to handling this

way that and in accordance with the

fﬁﬁ:%ﬁéuﬁdministraﬁive Procedures Act, after a |

s

ré&orﬁ”ig mﬁde:téday, we'll be bypassing the Proposal

for Decision and transmitting the reccrd made today

- directly to the Board. That’s a brief summary of what
we discussed. I'm going to let Mr. Hoffman £ill in any
blanks with regard to how we're going to proceed today.

MR. HOFFMAN: Thank you.

what we would like to do with your

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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S Germission is present exhibits which Ma. Durk ind I have

reviewed and will stipulate into the records and we
would like to offer Doctor Alexander for further
testimony'tc allow cross—examination by Ms:. Durk and we
would and I do on ﬁehalf of Doctor Alexander waive the

normal obligatidh fot a Proposal for Decisiom. = -

It's my advice to Doctor Alexander, and

“that‘w§1w5§1d=like this record, the

additional ex&ié}ﬁéfpnﬁ.his additional testimeny to be

cord for the board’s

15

16

17

"nof-lﬁs ordet ‘denying reinstatement and

xpeditioclis return of this record to the board for,

mast
igﬁ e&rliest consideration.

I would ask one clarification on the
record so the record is complete, on March 6, 19%6, the
Hichigan Board of Medicine issued a Final Order on
Remand from the Ingham County Circuit Court and in that

order, they have reaffirmed their previous order of

&cation and fine and the omly clarification I would

The order appears to be a prospective
iﬁ‘?evécatioﬁi” It is in fact, an affirmance of a

1990 order of revocation and, therefore, this

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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reconsideration is proper. T

JUDGE OZBURN: This was just issued this
month? |

MR. HOFFMAN: Yes.

JUDGE OZBURN: What is it entitléd?

MR, HOFFMAN: 1It’s emtitled Final Order

on.Remand from Ingham County Circuit Court Order of

'tﬁiﬁfill this gﬁnated from an Order of Rechatlon

fram 1990 That,arder was twice appealed to the Ingham”
County Cl!CUlt Court and on both occasions, has resulted
in rémand orders to the Board for further proceedings by
the boafdv

This order issued March 6 is the board’s
reséonse to the Ingham County Circﬁit Court’s Order of
Remand, second. order of remand, issued November 28, 1935

out of the Ingham County Circuit Court.

xThé-Board has had before it concerning

i deallng’wlth Doctor Alexander’s Petition for'

Reinstatement. The only lack of clarity is in the

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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Board’s.Order. It eppears to he made in tlie same form

i

of all their orders and that’s a staﬁdard order of
revocation which would, of course, preclude as untimely,
any effort ofAreinstatemént. ' The Board forgot to make
its order recrospective to indicate that .on reménd from
thérih§ﬁéﬁ County Circuit Court while they affirmed
their earlier order of revocétion...

JUDGE OZBURN: *-That‘’s.the order that has

MR HOFF&AN Yes, that order should have

s .-.‘-:.

" JUDEE OZBURN: S6 that’'s some: kind of an
amendment .

MR, HOFFMAN: Judge Giddings said leok, I
_don’'t know why you did this...

JUDGE OZBURN: Right, I saw that, that’s
just amendiﬁg—something that happened before they
granted the reconsideration rehearing.

MR. HOFFMAN: There you go, and I wanted -

. the gg:giesAyggg n agreement that that was'

With that, I would like to indicate that
iffiﬁhg?offering Applicant’s Exhibit A which is composed

of 26 sub—exhibits which If1l describe on the record and

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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I wédid then propose that Dactér-ﬁiexaﬁderﬁbéf?Iace& on
the witness stand for further testimony. At that point,
wa'll stipulate to waive Proposal for Decision and ask
that the %ecord be transmitted to the Board as quickly
as possible for reconsideration. ‘

JUDGE dféﬁ&ﬁ: Do yoi want t& make any
opening remarks’

"I don't.

And you stipulated to

M§; DURK: Yes, I would 1ike tc as we go

through the lLstT I “UId like to place my comments in

- terms of the welght of -the exhibits. . e

JUDGE:OZBURH: Mr. Boffman, if you would

like to present. . .

MS. DORK: We can do that one at a time.

MR. HOFFMAN: How would you like to do

that?

Let me indicate for the record what the

them each one?

MS. DURK: We can llst them and I’ ll go

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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thrcugh_it. o

MR. HOFFMAN: Exhibit 3, deposition

transcript of Robert Ezelle, 4-15-82, I'll submit an

.

index.

4

Exhibit 4 is the letter from Robe}t
Ezelle‘aaté&-a-lé;ss. - . . : -
Zxhibit Five, the testimony of Dector

”ﬁﬁéﬁSIHfJansmé, 5-6-92.

~jExhibit A-6 is a letter from Reverend

lﬂister.

;an Uglted Methodlst M

Exhibit 8 is a letter from Carl Hill,
éla&éﬂtéry Schoel Principal.

Exhibit 9, letter from Father James
O’Leary, Cathélic Priest.
Exhibit 10 is a letter from Mr. Satoko

Robert, Kalamazoo College, Directer of Talent

Education.

Exhibit A-i17i

Bxhibit 13, lett: £f6m ME. and Mrs.

Chrlstopher Richardson, frlends and nelghbors.

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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¥ Fourieend, lettar from Kimbar Glenmn,
friend and neighbor.

gxhibit 15, a letter from Lillian and

Chet Ryba, family friends:

Siyxteen is a letter from Mr. and Mrs.
gteven Diebold, friends. -
Exhibit I7 is continuing medical
| . at Michigan State

gniversity, Kalamazoo Center for Medical Studies.

Foao

= 18 is five hours, category one

completion of a’

cdﬁfi&éﬁfiai‘pérfbfﬁgnce-réport'for the American College.

of obstetricians and gynecolegists Self-Assessment

Program.

Exhibit Twenty is thirteen hours of
category one, continuing education at Butterworth

Hospital.

Exhibit 21 is the deposition transcript

gxhibit 24 is a letter from Doctor

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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Daniels datsd August 17, 1395,

eee U 0 JUDGR OZBURN: Msw Durk, would you like

T SO

127

ii:‘

11

Exhibit 25 is the deposition tfanscript
of Thomas L. Haynes K.D., April 15, 1992, and Exhibit 26
is a list prepared by‘thé Petitioner of volunteer 7
actlivities. )

Wwe would ask that the documents be - - -
received into evidence by stipulaﬁicn.

to address?

.. Ms. DURK: Y&%, I would briefly like to
R — oD T e L S : .

EL?' o 1 Exhibit 1, the leﬁt%r_by Doctor Shade, f
nglﬁfiiﬁé'to state that for alL-&ﬁa letters of suppért-; 
rééé%diéés of the date, there is no opportunity for
cross—examination. I would like to have the Board
consider that in terms of the weight. |

On Exhibit Three, I‘d like to point out

that Exhibit Three is a deposition of Robert Ezelle,
that goes back to 1982. -

The update id ExHibit 4 brings it up to

i

Té¥andér what the conviction consisted of.

Exhibit 5, again, Exhibit 5 goes back to

STATE QF MICHIGAN
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1 T 1§§iﬁaaézi;‘§if;3&§7§&rt of the record. Thae letters in®

2 Exhibit 7, 8, 9, the same issue in terms of date as well

3 as lack of cross-examination.

4 Exhibit 9 épecifically, again has wording

S in the lecter in terms of Doctor Alexander haviné made

6-k- '"-‘mlstakes in the past, due-to 1nexperience and poor- _
‘udqment. Again, does not show the Board whether thase

A xander for 14 oL 15 years and do not lndlcate that in

'tﬁéif‘dplnlon good moral character all the way through’

‘and do not- address the issue of the conviction itself.

'14 i The same comments go for Exhibit 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,

15 16.

16 H The Exhibits 17 through 20 deal with

17 | continuing education. I would like to point the board’s
18 attention to the fact that Exhibit 17 is April, 1995, 18
19 | is May of 1995, 19 is May of 1994 and the list of

“ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁit 21 again is already part of this

23 ‘ ) recgrd being a 1992 de9051tlon.

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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gxhikle 22 then is‘ﬁﬁéii§§4tﬁgdate of
that which is also part of the record already.
| Exhibit 23 is the 1994 update and Exhibit
24 is the August, 15935 upﬁate'by Doctor Daniels.

Zxhibit 25, the testimony of Doctor

' ﬁé&ﬁeséﬁié made part of the record in the mitigation

hearidg in 1992, was again made part of the regular

féiﬁsﬁatément-&earing. There is no update at all after

’

1992. That’s all the comments I have.

' JUDGE OZBURN: Comments. are then made

part of the record and by stipulation, Exhibit & is

édmitté&fintd=the record.

'”"Knythihq‘further preliminarily
Mr. Hoffman? -

MR. HOFFMAN: No. In fairmess, the one
point I would like to correct an& Ms. Durk is entitled
ﬁo her view, but with regard to Exhibit A-4 the letter
from Doctor Ezelle in his awareness of the underlying
facts of conviction that Doctor Alexander suffered, if

k at the second paragraph, Robert Ezelle Director

CET g ey

nder, we discussed his conviction and these facts
were confiriied f6r me at the time by Ms. Scrutchions,
his probation cfficer.

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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~f€é§£imény you're about to give in this matter will be

_ the truth?

‘Ms. Durk, and I asgume she’ll proceed with her

questioning.

‘o your conviction in 1988. Do you remember that time?

“raentrolled substances?

25

'So”tfm a little-confused at the
government’s comments, but I would like the record to

reflect what the letter actually says.

I would like t& call Doctor Alexander to

the stand.
JUDGE OZBURN: Would-you raise your

hand? Do you solemnly swear or affirm that the

RGBERT L. ALEMDERZ M,D_ s

MR. HOFFMAN: By stipulation, I defer to

JUDGE OQZBURN: Thank you.

MS. DURK: Good morning, Doctor

Alexander.
Good morning, Ms. Durk.

At this time I would like to direct your attention back

iy

knowingly, intentionally ard unlawfully distributing

Yes.

STATE OF MICEIGAN
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE




15

18

17 |

18

14 |}

Y £rial, in your testimddy; you had to

~

maintain that your care that you provided to patients

was within the standard of care. Do you remember that?

Yes I do.

Can you in your own words, describe now what your

present view is of the aetivity that led to the -

conviction?
Yegrsy o FRIw
Wwould you please do that?

'd 11ke to say'that I'm very'remorseful. I'm-sorry for

what has happened and I feel 3 haVe been rehabllltaﬁed.

A view of what ﬁéppened in 1991, I received my medical
licénse. At that time,. I went to work briefly at—-1981,
yes briefly in 1982} at a Azuree Cliniec. I worked there
two or three days, I quit and I went to work at a clinic
called Kai Clinic in 1982, like 14 years ago.

Initially, when I went there to Qork, I
started seeing patients. The owner told me then, Docter

Alexander you have to'move faster or we don’t need you.

These charts had lnformatlcn on lt, hlstory, brlef

i

physlcal and’ also prescrxptlons that need to be renewed

or wrote. I would take the chart from the left, rewrite

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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Eithg'prééééféﬁﬁhﬁé thaﬁ'néeded rewritted, put it on the

' fight. Take another chart, sit down, re-write the
prescription, put it on the right, of prescriptions and
if there was patients to be seen, I would go out and see
patients come back in. If there was more charts—there,
I take tHem from the left, sit down, open them up,-sze
wh&t needs to be written; put them on the right.

The nurse or whate&éz;was the

ﬁdld~wrong; T broke the law. It was lllegal for me to do
thls." I'mjgullty.A I'm sorry. I would not do Lt”‘d?
ag@in‘ I have paid my dues. .I have suffered. My
family suffered. There is no excuse for what I did. It
was wrong. And I would never do it again.

Did you know what specific controlled substances you
wrote.the prescripticons for?

They were number two, number thrge, some number—foﬁr

ptidns. I think I wrdte a few antibioties as - -

Yes, Ma’am, that’'s exactly true.

oo
Ry

" E€.the timeé in 1988, you still maintained that this was

wha;ever‘you did was within the standard of care?

STATE OF MICHIGAN
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
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;i'h’é%?'é'?géﬁbé, “without a doubt, you're right.

Did you at that time, think it was all right te write
prescriptions without seeing patients?

T tried to rationalize, Ms. Durk, doing what I did, by
locking at the chart, locking at the histery and
physical, I tried to rationalize i‘t-.‘t ‘It was wrong. - b

did wrong and I shouldn‘t have did it and I'm guilty.

r:.enc:ed and“ nttsed poor judgment and that you didn’t

- really comnu.t a crlme’ Do you remember telling him -

thaﬁ? '

Mrs. Durk, I don't remember egactly what it was I teld
him, but the condensed resport the he sent to the judge
was gathereci over like two or three months of me geing

in talking with him and so forth and I never ever recall

exactly what he had sent to Judge Duggin or the report

a facl;_ that during_' the time I saw Doctor Somepalli, I

ot considered stable. He had me on Lithium along

with Norvain (phometic) and some Librium something of-

-STATE OF MICHIGAN
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£his natdr

é,‘héﬁ'Eégékgﬁéé'Qﬁét”f"did wrong I don’t know
exactly what Doctor Somepalli had said or hew he
jnterpreted it, but I didAwrong and I'm quilty of that.

Q When you say now that you did wrong, and yodnwere guilty
of intentionally'writing controlled substaﬁce )
preééfiﬁtions illegally=-lst me Tephrase that: - -

You have repeatedly on this record and

dinstatement purposes; Stated that your

.

A %éé; #xram, I do.

Q- and as you sit here today, you're saying that you
intentionally wrote prescriptions for controlled
substances, right?

A YTes, Ma'am.

Q In in the whole process of your eriminal conviction, was

ong one im teérms of yout appeals and so forth

'i;ly'féﬁéﬁt1§; During gﬁfﬁﬁhat

Q  When {d that change?

STATE OF MICHIGAN
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE




n

.
"

15

16

17
18 ||

1o’ |f

Pt . o N At

7ﬁTha£ 3 a questicn‘wﬁich I have ts sit and think & few

minutes because in my therapy with Dr. Daniels, over the
past five years along with my therapy with

Doctor Western and Dr. Somepalli, I had the opportunity
to gain insight and become more introspective on the
whoié picture. I'm ot “saying the bipolar illness.

caused me to do anything. I think being caught up in

oie whole ‘system and so forth, .I did.not use proper

‘judgments in the sxtuatlon that was at hand. I feel:

ins that led to the criminal

dénviction, nowvreallzxng what'’s haopened to me have

_:geueral years. That to realize that-
things that"I*wégﬁwrdng and guilty...BécauseiI was stili_
admitting to héiding fast to my thinking in 1988.

How long in your mind did you hang onto that?

I'm trying to be straightforward and I would have to be
guessing'if I would say some date. I cannot
straightforward with honesty say when.

But . it was sometime after ‘92, right?

¢ uoyid nave to' 3y yes.
AR

-d that bellef alt the way through

I'm not sure if T answered that clearly.

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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Yes you Eave'enséared that clearly.

Now in 1990, when you began seeing Doctor
paniels, deo you recall making statements to him of the

nature that you didn't quite understand about your

conviction because your involvement in the weight loss

clinic was prior to ‘the classification of the -

gmphetamines and it was appropriate at the time what you

_you still believed that what'you

155 yé% thought that was apéroériate even though you . .
never saw any of those patients?

T nevef saw any of the patients. I want to footnote
that by saying I read in the PDR someplace, some of the
swners told me, Doctor Alexander if a patieat is coming

back for renewal or back for prescription and they have

already been seen before, it’s okay to rewrite these

1 tlons; Whlch I did up to the p01nt upon which

rd\a half daysﬁﬂorklnq-there, T got

St

matured a lot and I have learned a lot and I'1ll never do

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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what I did again. Also, I feel like doing what T did

2 was wrong, illegal and I broke the law.

3 Q So at this point, you do admit that these were

4 intentional, unlawful acts?

5 A They were intentional, overt, unlawful acts and f‘m
sl guitey. S

-and you're saying today they were intentional on your

=]
(»)

-

»

They were lntentlonal on my part at the time.

recognltlon, rlg

. wanﬁlte‘ba accurate, Ms.. Durk, I den't kncw exactly

' whén it was to be exactly sure, I can’'t justify it was a. !

14‘: year, 2, 3, 4 yearé ago. I can’t say without guessing,

15 - but I have come to that conclusioan. I broke the law, I

1&‘ was wrong, I was guilty and I'm serry, very remorseful.

17l 0 | At this point, in your as you said that you have gained

i& | insight, you would agree with me that whether or mot you
19 t had the bipolar disease, it was an intenticnal act,

right?

Do you at this point feel that the“

”é$f - bipolar disease impairs your judgment?

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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1 A At tﬁis-éime, no.

24 Q Do you at this time consider yourself disabled?

'3 A No, because Doctor Daniels has me on Lithium and I'm
4 taking four tablets a day. I'm seeing Doctor Daniels
5 once a menth. )

é Q fcd‘do feméﬁbérAwhen you were here before testifying,

you said you were stable and you were on Lithium, but
you wére still disabled and that’s. . .

MR. HOFFMAN: I‘d like a few minutes with

K ._H.e_::é-"-uzng;é_ if I could, please. Thank you; Judge.

2 F B - PR T

it | (A brief recess was taken.)

iy oA

f@

MS. DURK: Do you still see Doctor
13vi paniels at this point? ' -
14 once a month.

A

15 Q How leng has that been geing?
| A
Q

16 Last year and a half.
17 Are you involved in any of the recovery programs through
18 |1 Doctor Haynes at this point?

19-) A it’s not Dr. Haynes, it’s Doctor Douglas McDonald.

through a grant aiid & loan to help with the recovéring

25 process.
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& o DS ysd"ge t6 any of the group meetings or anything like

that?

A No Ma‘am, I do not. I meet with Doctor Daniels and
that's it, but however thé Board sees fit to grant me.a
license, I'll fully cooperate and participate through
the prqgram the PRN program in order to justify me .going
back~intcipractice. .

<@ I have one moré.guestion. Can you in your own words,

describe how you came to the-—how the change in your

percéption

— el 3

conviction,

inteﬁgidnéka i writing for non-médical
purposés téTtﬁe“rééggnfiqu now that iﬁ'waé?

A Ms. Durk, I tRink 14 years ago in 1982, whern I went to
work at the weight loss clinic, my wife was pregnant and
I needed money. I wasn’t in charge of the clipmic. I
didn’t own the clinic. I had no control of the clinic.

I went there and I needed money because I had student

loans and other loans and my wife had loans being in

school and so forth and: I felt like I had read the PDR, .

e PR

ing my famiiy, seeing

with God, bging‘a’éﬁtistian, see

24l5 Doctor.D&ﬁfél . ‘exxpsgchiaérﬁ§;sf pg&ﬁgf .
25| Somepalll, Dr. Westtrick (phonetic)F all thése

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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.psychlatrlstsuand being in chargé of my higher power &nd

realizing I did wrong and I just admitted I did wIong
and the time sequence of this, I'm stretching my sole to
gae what time and year date it was of my realization of

this, but I cannot COme up witl an eXact date or year.

.I ‘m not asklng you for a date, I'm asklng you for an

tion, not the dates?

EidH. T thinkﬂﬁf‘éfﬁiahaﬁion came through my

“h Doctor Daniels and realizing my value

6cm‘t'have anything anymore.

So if it was not illegal, the government
would net be prosecuting me. If it wouldn‘t have been
illegal, the medical board would not have been on me s0
hard. So it had to_be illegal what I did because they
would not be going after me if it wasn’t illegai. |

However, sitting inside of that federal medical center

. have.

° " I believe that through my maturity and my

STATE OF MICHIGAN
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1t Rappendd whei™I §aid heéy, I'm golng to
be truthful and honest and hopefully by being truthful
and honest will help me toc move on at this point in the
recovery process, getting back oh my feet again.

| It's been a hard road, but I've matured
and I have learned from thi§ misEaké., I m very’ -

remorseful. I have been rehabilitated. I broke the law

e

“qid 1ty b

T sée what happened and because I’'m

13
14
15
16
17
18

19

25 1"

“to help myself- &

_mysélf ey, tha

yﬁ3iﬁ@i§idwal as far as being a
Christian and a béttér person and help in the community,
Bbfs and Girls €lub; volunteering as Scoutmaster and
soccer coach in the classroom and church, trying to
repay and thea I think all the volunteer work I have
done in order to repay in order to justify myself, I say
hey, I have repaid this debt several times over. If I

didn‘t do anything why am I repaying it? I say hey, I

s it. I'm guilty. I’'m going to move
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e st this point and ask you, the Medical Board and the
Judgé will help allow me to move on.
MS. DURK: No further questions,
JUDGE OZBURN: Mr. Hoffman.

CROSS-TXAMINATION

MR. HOFFMAN: Ms. Durk asked ybu abcut

your continuing maintenance of your Lithium therapy.

14

15

16

17

19

| A Yes, sir, I did.

1l

‘tht@iéftﬁeﬁégeﬁtié'for you?

TharapeutIC‘ls;Bgtween 1.9 to I think 1.3.

A
Q
A
Q So this is within therapeutic level?
A Yes.

o] I'd like ta go back a little bit if I can. Were you

paid for the work you did at Kai Clinic?

A Yesg, sir, I Waé.

Q What was your rate of pay?

hundred

Rl

iceive Bonus checks from time £4 time?

STATE CF MICHIGAN
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i :.Q téhat would B; the dﬂt cf & typical bonug check?

2 i A One-hundred fifty dollars.

34 Q How often did that happen in the 19 days you worked

-

4 there?
S A About three times.
6| Q Would it be falr to say that your payment for your work

7 1k at the Kai Clinic was about a thousand dollars?

the bonuses were for?

cadia to'me and said Dr. Alexander, we saw ex-number of

Ié'f patients today, you get a bonus. So I had no rhyme or

15 | reason how many patients I had to see to get a bonus.

16 ; Q So the benefits you derived from this enterprise was

I’f‘j about one thousand dollars? ;

8 A Yes.

19 f Q Doctor, you were not alcne in the indictment at the Kai
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16

17

hR: 4

19

Lo

2B

Those docgciélfeéiffﬁé&'against”ydu?

Yes, slr.

The doctors who were indicted, there were three of
them. You and two others. Did the other doctors enter
a plea to the goverament’s charges? Did they pléa

bargain away their trials?

testify against you?

ré«twé -¢linic owners, Ms. Perkins and Hs.

_di&fthef plea bargaiﬁ their ¢ase§?

vess sim ¢

And as a résult of their plea bargains, did they testify.
against you?

Yes, sir.

Doctor Alexander, when it came down to it, and you came
to trial, were you the only one left to go to trialz

:as, sir.

Do you know in terms of the sentencing handed out to the

other people; who had the longest sentence in this case?
ey . . . ’ B

¢ people received plea bardain or sentence

;gducﬁions for their willingness to cooperate against
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15
I8
17

18

19

25

N Y N

'ﬁiﬁﬁﬁgff&fbakbﬁﬁ, once I was admitted with the history of i

tifme I was transferred to a federal medical center ia

of the hature as a DéEtor, you must have béen in a manie. -

‘here. You would not normally go in and do something,

When you were in federal priébhf,ﬁnkofgﬁ Dakota’, you

29
you?
Yes, sir.
When you were in North Dakota in prison, was it
explained to you that you'might have a way to beat this
rap? | )
Tes. ' ’ -

What was the way it was explained?

bipolar illness and manic depressive

ar-iliness, I saw seve ychiatrists and at that

state of your illness in order to do something like this

from that peint, information was gathered as to the
manic depressive bipolar illness and transferred to
Doctor Somepalli, came back to North Dakota from the

federal medical center in Rochester.

In 1982 when yoi went to work:
RN o '

ik

it the Kai Clinic and

Tt g T

were happy to hear someone might have handed you the
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18

25

27T thinmk it Wég.,.

s J

‘keys to the Jall? - ' S
A Yes, sir.

Q If that key was called manic depressive, that was fine

with you?
)-§ Yes, sir.
Q Do you have a feeling about whether or not you were

properly punished in this case? Did you deserve to be

‘pinished: £or Whats

I feel like I do

pifnishment you

tﬁéﬁotheﬁ'ﬁéé

who made deals. My punishment was abové and bevyoad
that. |

Q In fact of the three doctors who became cooperative
govefnment witnesses, do you know whether there was any
action against their licenses?

A I don't know.

‘Wds received?

A Yes, sir.
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14
15

16

17|

18

o » i

2 L

L Trresl °1“:\fﬁ: ke . o ¥ " ] |
‘Have you come to peace with this fssue-at lastie..

I have.

Have you satisfied all the terms the government laid
upon you in terms of its probation?

Yes, sir I pald the twenty—five thousand dollars fine
and served my probation and I'm off proba;ion. -
Doctor George Shade says that he is going to help you if
the:board: will let.you, entéﬁé&aﬁéﬁidégcy’program‘at

*

Wayne State University, is that what your intention is?

P - e

Did'fbu éﬁrrespond‘as recent as Eébfuary 19, with

RPREP

Dt Shadé?

fe§?=sir. . - . :

Could you tell me exactly how yoi percéive this
re—-training program to be?

I perceive it as being a program upon which I will work
with Doctor Shade and I’'ll initially observe him seeing
patients in his office. During the course of time I
would examine patients and with his directorship I’Ll

préseént patients to Him and .weflk proceed. from there and

séveral years and eétdblish & program with him of the
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16

17|

Yes.

2L

L1tk ium Iéveiﬁééfﬁgffmégzéﬁg%king with the

g_

psychiatrist at the Riverview Hospital as well.

checkin
Do I know the program at Wayne State, ig this as an
employee of the clinic?

The way-it was explained to me, it all depends on the
type of licénse the Board affords me. If they give me a

limited license then it would be part of Wayne State

4 'Eji‘;‘_aining Program. If the Board affords me a

pefmanent Iicense, then he would seek to get me staff

; gan employee of the hospital.
‘-'j:‘és.i‘ﬁalnc‘ir’ it c-orre:ctl};, _w_h'at fau ’re askmg théi
cofisider is either a limited license for

re -réi—-hiﬁg Qnder which you would be contractually bound
to Wayne State University for a supervised training
periocd, is that correct?

Yeﬂg, sir.

and that would be under the supervision of Doctor Shade

wha would be willing to report to the Board of Medicine

your progress?

gave you a full llce
‘eges at the C-Iiniéifﬁ;ﬂet-e you would. be a-

sta

£ physician, but still under Doctor Shade's
sup r¥ision until he was satisfied that your skill and
ability was sufficient for full medical practice?
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18

"Yes, and alse, M. HoffdER, that would-be-very good

&g a competent physician ia Michigan? =

because I would:be able to join the Hicﬁigan State
Medical society an& I would be able t6 join the county
medical society and get health insurance benefits and
malpractice insurance as well, but I would be under
Doctor Shade’s authority. - ) .

Are you willing to accept a limited license for

raining purposes- so. that Doctor Shade can engdge in

fetraining and you can allow the Board to be satisfied

it your skill and &bility are sufficient to be trusted

Yes, sir.

o - MR. HOFFMAM: -That'’s all that I have.

Thank you.
JUDGE OZBURN: . Anything further?
MS. DURK: Nothing further.
JUDGE QZBURK: Anything further?
MR. HOFFMAN: It would be my request this

record be prepared and transmitted to the Board for

réconsideration.

JUDGE RUSSELL: -Sobyou don’'t want to make

"ﬁﬁf‘closing?
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-

. MS. DURK: No.

JUDGE OZBURN: Okay, with that we'll

close the record.

(The hearing concluded at 10:20 a.m.).
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