
- Fourth Floor
Troy, New York 12 180

Of&e of Professional Medical Conduct
New York State Department of Health
Hedley Park Place
433 River Street 

after receipt of this Order, you will be required to deliver to the
Board of Professional Medical Conduct your license to practice medicine if said
license has been revoked, annulled, suspended or surrendered, together with the
registration certificate. Delivery shall be by either certified mail or in person to:

(h) of the
New York State Public Health Law.

Five days 

5230, subdivision 10, paragraph cetied mail as per the provisions of 
after mailing by

theeDetermination  and Order (No. BPMC 98-42) of the
Hearing Committee in the above referenced matter. This Determination and Order
shah be deemed effective upon the receipt or seven (7) days 

& Kelton, LLP
7 11 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017-4059

RE: In the Matter of Mark Burke, M.D.

Dear Mr. Smith, Dr. Burke and Mr. Kelton:

Enclosed please find 

#5B
Kew Gardens, New York 11415

Michael S. Kelton, Esq.
Lippman, Krasnow 

’NYS Department of Health
Bureau of Professional Medical Conduct
5 Penn Plaza, Suite 601
New York, New York 10001

Mark Burke, M.D.
83-36 Beverly Road, Apt. 

m ECEIPT R ESTED

David W. Smith, Esq.

CERTIFIED

Ek3cutb9  Deputy Commissioner
Dennis  P. Whalen

26,1998Commissher February 
DeBuono,  M.D., M.P.H.Barbara  A. 

Y01k 121604299New street,  suits 303 Troy, 

--

STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
433 River 

I’ 7 ,I” 



Horan at the above address and one copy to the other
party. The stipulated record in this matter shall consist of the official hearing
transcript(s) and all documents in evidence.

Fifth Floor
Troy, New York 12180

The parties shall have 30 days from the notice of appeal in which to file their
briefs to the Administrative Review Board. Six copies of all papers must also be
sent to the attention of Mr. 

Horan, Esq., Administrative Law Judge
New York State Department of Health
Bureau of Adjudication
Hedley Park Place
433 River Street, 

or revocation until final
determination by that Board. Summary orders are not stayed by Administrative
Review Board reviews.

All notices of review must be served, by certified mail, upon the
Administrative Review Board and the adverse party within fourteen (14) days of
service and receipt of the enclosed Determination and Order.

The notice of review served on the Administrative Review Board should be
forwarded to:

James F. 

SUQB~S~OZJthan @her 
.Review Board stays penalties 

1992),
“the determination of a committee on professional medical conduct may be
reviewed by the Administrative Review Board for professional medical conduct.”
Either the licensee or the Department may seek a review of a committee
determination.

Request for review of the Committee’s determination by the Administrative

Sup& @&Kinney 8230-c subdivisions 1 through 5, 
1230,  subdivision

10, paragraph (i), and 

affidavit to that effect. If subsequently
you locate the requested items, they must then be delivered to the Office of
Professional Medical Conduct in the manner noted above.

As prescribed by the New York State Public Health Law 

If your license or registration certificate is lost, misplaced or its whereabouts
is otherwise unknown, you shall submit an 



TTB:lcc
Enclosure

c-
Tyrone T. Butler, Director
Bureau of Adjudication

2-k
I

Parties will be notified by mail of the Administrative Review Boards
Determination and Order.

Sincerely,



Law of the State of New York.

1

the Education ) the Public Health Law and 

)nsidemtion of the record, the Hearing Committee issues this Determination and Order, pursuant

&Iertransaipt of the proceeding was made.a5med. A M who were sworn or eluding 

10,1998. Evidence was received and examined,

& KELTON, LLP, MICHAEL S. KELTON, ESQ., of counsel.

A Hearing was held on February 

KRASNOW  JPPMAN,  

Respondens,  MARK BURKE, M.D., appeared personally and was represented by

SMlTH, ESQ., Associate

‘ounsel.

The Department of Health appeared by DAVID W. 

Ofkr.0 the Administrative 

230(10) of the Public Health Law.

MARC P. ZYLBERBERG, ESQ., ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE, served

fi the Hearing Committee in this matter pursuant to s 

Professioaal  Medical Conduct, servedMWIA,  duly designated members of the State Board for 

CHERR,  M.D. and DENNISCARONE, M.D., (Chair), DONALD 

- 42

PATRICK 

- 98 
I

DETERMINATION

ORDER

BPMC 
B’iJRKE,  M.D.

INTHEMAITER

OF

MARK 

,

FOR PROFESSIONAL MEDICAL CONDUCTiTATE BOARD 

N-EY YORK: DEPARTMENT OF HEALTHiTATE OF 



sa~tcncc.

2

fii?b 230(10)(p),  0 ’ P.H.L. 

6530[9][d]  of the Education Law).0 # 1 and 

prof&onal misconduct under the laws of New York state;” (Petitioner’s

Exhibit 

committed in New

York state, constitute 

license . . . would, if .,. of an application for a ..rd%sal  resulting in the . 

rditacd,  . . . by a duly authorized professional disciplinary agency of another state, where the

conduct 

liccnsc 

6530(9)(d)  of the Education Law, to wit: professional misconduct by having his “application for a

3meaning of professiona  misconduct within the 

6530[9]@]  of the Education Law).

Respondent is also charged with 

0 # 1 and (Pctitioncr’s Exhibit ofNew York state;” 

York-state,  constitute professional misconduct

under the laws 

if committed in New tinding was based would,

where the conduct upon which

the 

professional disciplinary agency of another state authoriqd 

praotioe  or professional misconduct

by a duly 

&turd guilty of improper professional “been 

State of New York (“Education Law”), to wit: professional misconduct

by reason of having 

6530(9)(b)

of the Education Law of the 

0 with professional misconduct within the meaning of , “Dcputment”)  (“Petitionef’ or 

BURKE, M.D., (“Respondent”) is charged, by the Department of Health

licensee1

(Respondent).

MARK 

penalty (if any) to be imposed on the 

expedited  hearing is strictly limited to evidence or sworn

testimony relating to the nature and severity of the 

sup of an The hearing”.

aIso referred to as an

“expedited 

230(10)(p),  is 0 

r’P.H.IZ]).

This case, brought pursuant to P.H.L. 

New York 

m of the Public Health Law of the State

of 

a (0 230 

professional

disciplinary agency of the State of New York 

State  Board for Professional Medical Conduct is a duly authorized ‘The 

CASEOF STATEMENT 



1.

3

v- nuarbers  rcfa to transcript page bmckcts Numbqs in ’ 

(Rapadds Exhibit).submiti by Dr. Burke khibit) or exhibits 
Dcparfmcat  of Health (Petitioner’scvidcncc submitted by the New York State 2 Refers to exhibits in 

[T-713.& 2); # 1 230[1O][d]); (Petitioner’s Exhibits Q 

objection to the service effected);

(P.H.L. 

served  and had no over Respondent (Respondent was timely 

TheStateBoardFor~~~Medical~hasobtainedpetsonaljurisdiction

# 2).

4.

Charges to Respondent (Petitioner’s Exhibit Refd Proceeding and a Statemcnt of 

ccrt&d mail, a copy of a Notice

of 

m&d, by 25,1997,  Robert Matson 

R 1).

3. On November 

(petitioner’s  Exhibit 

least 3 separate occasions in November

Referral

1997Proceeding and a Statement of Charges on at 

SCNC on Respondent a Notice of personally Ramsey attempted to 

# A); (Admitted).

2. Robert 

3)‘; (Respondent’s Exhibits # I$ # 

number 19175 1 by the New York State Education Department

(Petitioner’s Exhibits 

license 

author&d to practice medicine in New York State on March 22,

1993 by the issuance of 

oi

the evidence.

1. Respondent was 

least a preponderance established  by at wcrc Committee Hearing 

proof was required to prove its ease by a preponderance of the evidence. All

Findings of Fact made by the 

&

the burden of 

hcrcin were unanimous. The State, who 

ai

a particular Wing. All Findings and Conclusions 

pcrsuasivc  by the Hearing Committee in arriving represent evidence found These facts 

entire record in thir

matter.

Fact were made after a review of the Fmdings of The following 

FINDINGS OF FACT

Appendix I.

aDetermination  and Order A copy of the Statement of Charges is attached to this 



Santa  Domingo in the Dominican Republic [T-29,35-39,58]ocated in 

TechnicosEstudios  tirn the Centro de proof of his medical education, credentials and graduation 

fItther to run his business and obtainedp&ion During that p&d of time, Respondent helped his 

Betwea~ 1984 and 1987 Respondent was unable to obtain employment in a medical

631.

10.

- # 3); [T-28 & # 1 school diploma (Petitioner’s Exhibits 

vaiid medical

63,30-321.

9. Respondent completed his medical school education and obtained a 

- m-28 # B); # 4); (Respondent’s Exhibits lacoby Hospital (Petitioner’s Exhibit 

fidvorable evaluation in a pathology residency from

from his application during

which year Respondent received less than a 

rt B).

8. The Hearing Committee only accepts that portion of the 1993 Florida Order which

indicates that Respondent knowingly omitted to list a year of training 

$# A # 4); (Respondent’s Exhibits e&ration (Petitioner’s Exhibit 

from his application during which year, Respondent

received less than a favorable 

Ii&sure was denied because Respondent

knowingly omitted to list a year of training 

that Respondent’s application for indicates 

I

Order”) 

Order (“1993 Florida Ftorida  Board 27,1993  

ti B).

7. The relevant portion of the October 

& # A 

appli&tion for licensure in the State of Florida (Petitioner’s Exhibit # 4);

(Respondent’s Exhibits 

’

6. On October 27, 1993, the Florida Board issued a determination that denied and

rejected Respondent’s 

# A);

(not disputed). 

# 4); (Respondent’s Exhibit 

practice of medicine

pursuant to the laws of the State of Florida (Petitioner’s Exhibit 

@m-d”) is a state agency charged with regulating the 

5. The Department of Professional Regulation, Board of Medicine of the State of

Florida (“Florida 



fbrther concludes, based on the above Factual Conclusion,

and all of the evidence presented, that the SECOND SPECIFICATION OF CHARGES in the

Statement of Charges is SUSTAINED.

The Hearing Committee concludes that the Department of Health has shown by a

preponderance of the evidence that Respondent’s licensure application to the State of Florida was

refused. The Hearing Committee also concludes that Respondent’s professional conduct in the

submission of an incomplete application which knowingly omitted a less than favorable evaluation

in a pathology residency program would constitute professional misconduct under the laws of New

York State. The Department of Health has met its burden of proof

5

Stateme&  of Charges, arc SUSTAINED.

The Hearing Committee 

30,1997  

from a unanimous vote of the Hearing

committee.

The Hearing Committee concludes that the Factual Allegations (paragraph. A), from

the October 

CONCLUSIOm  OF LAW

The Hearing Committee makes the following conclusions, pursuant to the Findings

of Fact listed above. All conclusions of law resulted 

’’ # B); [T-43].

4), (Respondent’s

Exhibit 

evalmtion in that residency (Petitioner’s Exhibit # firvorablc 

*

he was enrolled’in a pathology residency at Jacoby Hospital in Bronx, New York and that he

received a less than 

# B); [T-30-34].

12. Respondent did not disclose to the Florida Board, in his licensure application, that

11. From July 1, 1983 through June 30, 1984 Respondent was enrolled in a pathology

residency at Jacoby Hospital in Bronx, New York (Respondent’s Exhibit 



mhcohct by tbe Florida Board.

6

suilty of impropa professional practice or
professional 

Rtspondcnt was fowl that show prtstntcd to wickace was 
that nodisnkai on legal grounds in be 6530[9][bJ) should (0 Spaciti;cation  the First offi;cer rules that 

‘III1Icldifiollandscp~framtbcH~cammittee’sfscbrrldclcnnination,bre~ve

in New York.

FloridaOrder is contrary to findings made by the New York Department of

Education and by the Hearing Committee in its review of other evidence submitted at the Hearing

f?om his application during which Respondent received an unfavorable evaluation. The

remainder of the 1993 

2,1993. The 1993 Florida Order contains facts and conclusions which provides

reasons for the denial of Respondent’s licensurc application. The Hearing Committee only accepts

that portion of the 1993 Florida Order which finds that Respondent knowingly omitted a year of

training 

finalized on April 

is a duly authorized professional disciplinary agency. In October

1993, the Florida Board denied Respondent’s application for licensurc which he had made or

Board Florida The 

6530(9-.4 .et under 

’

misconduct. The Department of Health has not met its burden of proof as to this Charge.’

I

practice. Nor does the 1993 Florida Order indicate that Respondent committed professional 

16nd Respondent guilty of improper professional 
I

State of Florida. The 1993 Florida Order does not 

1guilty of improper professional practice or professional misconduct by the 

I’
The Department of Health has not shown by a preponderance of the evidence that

Respondent was found 

presented, that the FIRST SPECIFICATION OF CHARGES in the Statement of

Charges is NOT SUSTAINED.

The Hearing Committee determines, based on the above Factual Conclusion, and all

of the evidence 



h-scope;

7

beyondhuciuhly or prof=ion the mkcuhct.. Practicing prof~ional the following is * Each of 

6530(9)(d) of the Education Law.0 prokssional misconduct pursuant to committed Rc-spondcnt  has 

New York. Therefore,Eduoation Law of under the prof&sional  misconduct c~nstittnc 

fmds that Respondent’s conduct in Florida, if committed in New York State,

would 

Hearing Committee 

presented,  including Respondent’s admission, theevidence 

testimony credible.

However, based on the 

Committee finds Respondent’s expcricncc. The Hearing 

tier his FloridaNew York application in a timely manner amendment to his 

Hearing Committee notes that Respondent did submit a letter of

explanation and 

from his

Florida application. The 

answuing questions and showed continuing remorse for his omission 

New York to be consistent and believable. Respondent

was not evasive in 

Hearing in the 

from

medical school to the date of 

a&r his graduation omened Gnds Respondent’s recounting of what Commit& 

shamefblncss.

The Hearing 

repentance and notes the existence of admission of conduct, true Wring Committee 

these proceedings. With regard to the testimony presented by Respondent, theresults of 

credibiity. Obviously Respondent had thegreatest amount of interest

in the 

f?aud.

Respondent’s testimony was assessed according to his training, experience,

credentials, demeanor and 

constitritc 

license  application to the Florida Board which

concealed a known fact with the intent to mislead the Florida Board into granting his application

without having all of the necessary information. This act, if committed in New York, would

,

Respondent knowingly submitted a 

6530(2)J of the Education Law of New York

State.

0 under pro&ssional  misconduct consutute  State,  

in@ztionally  incomplete license application in Florida, would, if committed in New

York 

hi!

submission of an 

Committee  does find and determine that Respondent’s conduct, in Hearing The 



member of the Hearing Committee

recommended a lesser sanction than probation.

8

other similar applications. The third employment and 

future applications

for 

Respon&nt  will be required to disclose this finding of misconduct in others.

&urc conduct

of 

Respondent for his action as well as deter the awareness  to cominuing 

su&iently strong sanction to impose on Respondent. This sanction

will provide 

year period of probation is a 

threeagree that a sandion” was request& Two members of the Hearing Committee 

spcci6c recommendation, but indicated that revooation was not recommended but

that a “strong 

Health

did not provide a 

Department  of Hcsring Committee discussed the above sanctions. The 

monetary  penalties; (8) A course of education or training; (9)

Performance of public service; and (10) Probation.

The 

license; (5) Annulment of license or registration; (6)

Limitations; (7) The imposition of 

license, wholly or partially; (3)

Limitations of the license; (4) Revocation of 

rep-, (2) Suspension of the 

230-a, including:

(1) Censure and 

0 PILL. 

a&r due and careful consideration of the full spectrum

of penalties available pursuant to 

rcaehcd  detcrmmation is This 

medioinc in New York State.cngagcd in the active practice of 

inAppcndixII,and

2. The period of probation should be tolled during periods in which Respondent is not

terms of probation containedOrder and must comply with the & date of this Dctamination ef&ive 

three (3) years from the

medicine in,

New York State should be submitted to the following sanctions:

1. Respondent should be placed on probation for a period of 

determines  by a vote of 2 to 1 that Respondent’s license to practice 

INATION

The Hearing Committee, pursuant to the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

set forth above, 



ccrt@ that they have read and considered the complete record of this proceed@.

9

mcmbcrs of the Hearing

Committee 

Order, all Determination  and exceution of this 

contained  herein.

By 

Detumination Concltiona  or 

conaidercd by the Hearing Committee and

would not justify a change in the Findings, 

been duly issues raised have 

cumstances  presented.

All other 

under the totality of the cirs&&r&y  protect the public atxi will E@xmdem 

period of probation will be of value tobelieve  that a dots Committee 

from his

expcricncc. The Hearing 

Commit&c also bclicvcs that Respondent has learned Hearing behavior. The 

event and not a pattern

of 

corrected),  is a one time (la&r New York application 

application, as well as the

same omission in the 

Responderrt’s  explanations and testimony were consistent and believable. The

Hearing Committee bclicvcs that Respondent’s omission in the Florida 

error.understood his 

not&d New York as soon as he

mcaninw mitigation as to the sanctions to be imposed.

Respondent has acknowledged his guilt and error. Respondent 

present clinical competence is also not at issue.

Respondent has provided 

H&h in these proceed@.

Respondent’s 

wcrc alleged by the Department of issues 

specifically recognize that no medical

or quality of care 

Committee  does aclatowledgc and 

esteem.

The Hearing 

dots not order that Respondent consider

psychiatric evaluation and, if indicated, therapy for his s&destructive behavior and low self-

suggests but 

problk.

The Hearing Committee 

professional career paths, actions and decisions are indicative of some

underlying personal 

Respondart’s  review of 

self-esteem  and personal self-destructive tendencies. A

quick 

apparent low 
I

concerned with Respondent’s 

manifests itself in personal choices. The Hearing Committce is more

views Respondent’s omission as

bad judgment which 

deficiency in his moral character. Rather, the Hearing Committee 

Committee does not believe that Respondent’s act is indicative of aHearing The 



DENNISGARCIA.

10

CHERR,M.D.
CARONE, M.D., (Chair),

DONALD 

,I998

PATRICK 

23 
.York

February 
New New York, 

Health Law

DATED:

medicine in New York State, and:

5. This Determination and Order shall be effective as provided by Public 

practice  of a&c .s not engaged in the 

paiod.of  probation shall be tolled during periods in which Rcspondcnt

B, and:

4. Respondent’s 

Order and must comply with the terms of probation contained in

Appendix 

Determination and 

the effective

date of this 

from placed on probation for a period of three (3) years Respondent  is 

# 1) is DISMISSED, and:

3.

(Petitioner’s Exhibit 

Spcoification of professional misconduct contained within the Statement

of Charges 

# 1) is SUSTAINED, and:

2. The First 

Exh&t (Petitioner’s 

Second Specification of professional misconduct contained within the Statement

of Charges 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. The 

B,ased on the foregoing 

.’



Bureau of Professional Medical Conduct
5 Penn Plaza, Suite 601
New York, NY 10001

11

He&hNew York State Department of 
Counsel

10017-4059

David W. Smith, Esq.
Associate 

ThirdAvenue
New York’ NY 

*Esq., of Counsel.
711 

Kclton, Michael S. 
Kelton, LLP,& Krasnow 

Gardens,  NY 11415

Lippman, 

5B
Kew 

# 
MARK BURKE, M.D.
83-36 Beverly Road, Apt. 



APPENDIX I



established that he had completed his education and the diploma was valid.)

ths“ NYS Education Department, however,

Centro de Estudios (CETEC) in the Dominican Republic.

(Subsequent investigation by 

ffom which he had been terminated

The Board also found that Respondent had not completed his medical

education at 

Regulation,

Board of Medicine (“Board”), State of Florida denied the application of

licensure by endorsement of Respondent which otherwise would have

permitted him to practice medicine in Florida. The Board found that

Respondent had committed fraud in his licensure application because he had

omitted to disclose a pathology internship 

4,1993, the Department of Professional or about November 

GATlOl’@

A. On 

91751 by the New York State Education Department.

2Zl993, by the issuance of license number

M:6.. the Respondent, was authorized to practice medicine in

New York State on or about March 

-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~-~---~~~~~~~~~~_~

MARK BURKE, 

I I CHARGES1,M.D.MARK BURKE, ” 1
II
I OFI
II OF

I 1 STATEMENTI.MATTERI . . IN THE 
i

r-r-rr---------r-------------------------------qFJATE BOARD FOR PROFESSIONAL MEDICAL CONDUCT
NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH



his or her application for a license refused, revoked or suspended or having

voluntarily or otherwise surrendered his or her license after a disciplinary action wa!

2

pmctico medicine revoked, suspended or having other disciplinary action taken, or

having 

§@30(9)(d)(McKinney Supp. 1997) by having his or her license toLaw Educ. 

SPECIFICATION

HAVING HIS APPLICATION FOR A LICENSE REFUSED

Respondent is charged with committing professional misconduct as defined in

N.Y. 

CONn 

the following:

1. Paragraph A.

) as

alleged in the facts of 

- willfully filing a false report 6530(21)  

-

practicing the profession fraudulently; and 

6530(Z) 56 Educ. Law 

Supp. 1997) by having been found guilty of

improper professional practice or professional misconduct by a duly authorized

professional disciplinary agency of another state where the conduct upon which the

finding was based would, if committed in New York State, constitute professional

misconduct under the laws of New York State (namely N.Y. 

§6530(9)(b)(McKinney Educ. Law 

h

Respondent is charged with committing professional misconduct as defined in

N.Y. 

HAVlNG*BEEN  FOUND GUILTY OF PROFESSIONAL MISCONDUCT

Y

SPECIFICATION OF CHARGES

FIRST SPECIFICATION



Yo&, New York

ROY NEMERSON
Deputy Counsel
Bureau of Professional

Medical Conduct

T&1997
New 

- willfully

, filing a false report) as alleged in the facts of the following:

2. Paragraph A.

October 

§6530(21)  practiingthe profession fraudulently: and - §6530(2) Educ. Law 

.

~ constitute professional misconduct under the laws of New York state (namely N.Y.

I
, license or the surrender of the license would, if committed in New York state,

actior

~ involving the license or refusal, revocation or suspension of an application for a

the conduct resulting in the revocation, suspension or other disciplinary 

instituted by a duly authorized professional disciplinary agency of another state,

where 



:

APPENDIX II



Respondent as may bc authorized pursuant to the law.againat proceeding  

noncomplianoc with, or any violation of these terms, the
Director of OPMC and/or the Board may initiate a violation of probation proceeding and/or any
such other 

pursuant to the Order and shall assume and bear all costs related to
compliance. On receipt of evidence of 
A& to which he is subject 

intormation
required by State rules and regulations regarding controlled substances.

Respondent shall comply with all terms, conditions, restrictions, limitations and

cvzduation  and treatment of patients. The medical records shall contain all 

art practice
locations or OPMC offices.

6. Respondent shall maintain legible and complete medical records which accurately
reflect the 

staff  periodic visits with Respondent and his interviews  with or 
review of office records, patient records

and/or hospital charts, 

Respondent’s  professional performance may be reviewed by the Director of OPMC.
This review may include, but shall not be limited to, a 

New York State.

5.

return  to practice in 
fblfXled on

Respondent’s 
&hilled shall be terms of probation which were not 

lperiod of
probation shall resume and any 

New York State for a period of thirty (30) consecutive days or more.
Respondent shall then notify the Director again prior to any change in that status. The 

medicine in 
Respondent  is not currently engaged in or intends to leave the active

practice of 

notify the Director
of OPMC, in writing, if 

Respondent  shall 
period of probation shall bc tolled during periods in which Respondent is not

engaged in the active practice of medicine in New York State.

rcqucsted by the Director.

4. The 

meet with a person designated by the Director of OPMC
as 

w&cation  of Respondent’s compliance with the terms of
this Order. Respondent shall personally 
f?orn OPMC to provide written periodic 

institution or facility, within thirty days of each action.

3. Respondent shall fully cooperate with and respond in a timely manner to requests

New York State, and any and all investigations, charges, convictions or disciplinary actions
by any local, state or federal agency, 

111 description of any
employment and practice, professional and residential addresses and telephone numbers within or
without 

12!80; said notice is to include a New York 
Of&e of Professional Medical Conduct (OPMC), Hedley Park

Place, 433 River Street, Troy, 
addressed  to the Director, 

Department  of
Health 

notification  to the New York State 

&d by his profession.

2. Respondent shall submit written 

conform fully to the moral and professional standards of conduct and obligations
imposed by law 

in all ways in a manner befitting his professional
status, and shall 

himself 
a’

Respondent shall conduct 

S AND CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

1.


