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This master came before the Board on the basis of the Admumistrahive Mapistrate s
Recommended Decision, dated'‘February 8, 20185, for disposition as to Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law only Neither Party submitted objections to the Recommended Decision The Board has
detcrmined that the Findings of Fact were based on substantisl evidence

Afier full consideration of the Recommended Deciston, which 1s atiached hereto and
incorporated by reference, the Board hereby adopts the Recommended Decision as the Parhal Final

Decision as o Findings of Fact-and Conclussons of Law Only, amending 1t to
1} comrec! the following senvener's errors

..

on page 2, line 16, replace. Gonzales' with “Gonzalez’

on;page 10, lines 13, 19. and 22, replace Pauien B wath Patien1 2°

e onpage 11, lin¢ 6, replace “Patient B* with'"Panent.2'

on page 11, hine 16, replace “Sepiember 9,201 * with * September 9, 20107

*

1) spectfy the Conclusions of Law

The Bogrd concludes, as'a.matter of law, that, with respect to Patient A,
Patient B, and Patien! 2, the Respondent

¢ enpgaged un conduct that places in guestion his competence 1o prachice
medicing, 10 violation of GL ¢ 112, § 5 7 9c) end 243 CMR
1 03(5K=)3,

» commited misconducl 1n the pracuce of medicine, i violation of 243
CMR 1 03(5Ka)I8, and

s engaged »n conduct that undermines the public confidence 1n the integnty
of the medical profession i wiolation of Sugarman v Board of



Registranion m Medicine, 422 Mass 338, 343-44 (1996), Raymond v |1 X
Boa:d of Regisn ation in Médicine, 387 Mass 708, 713 (1982), end Lewy o
v Board of Registiation in Medicine, 378 Mass 519, 528 (1979}, and ',

u} clanfy that, with Respect to Patient 1, the Board determined that there was
sufficient evidence upon which to conclude that the Respondent did not exploit
Patient | without considenng “some evidence that Patient | was a doclor The
Board docs not need 1o reach a determination as to whether 2 patient who 15 a
physician 1s less apt to be suscephble to explonation then a panent who 1s not a
phystcian

After the Board hears from the Parties on the issue of sanction, as well as any mdividuals
who qualify as victims pursuant to Mass Gen Laws ¢ 112, § 5, w will 1ssue 2 complete Fina)

Decision and Order, including any sanction and nobfication requirements
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