
.‘,
wj.ththzn cne occasion (fourth specification), and ~o;e 

or.i.ncoLaetence onF;ith negligence practicing the profession 

specification), withnegligence on a particular occasion (third 

spscification), with practicing the profession with gross

inccmpecence (second

specification),

with practicing the profession with gross 

sf New

York by'the New York State Education Department by the issuance

to him of license No, 073581.

The statement cf charges charged respondent with

practicing the profession fraudulently (first  

COLZ, hereinafter referre3 to es respondent,

was licensed to practice as a physician in the State 

DONALD ROBERT 

ComrZttee
__

E:ealth Law of the State of New York.

Report of the Reqents Review 

?ublic 

Xew York, or such other Penalty as is
warranted, pursuant to Article 2, Title II-A of
the 

State of 
thepractice medicine in ROEERT COLE, M.D. to 

Ko. 2476DOtiALDsior: of the license heretofore granted to 
suspen-

bz
taken with respect to the revocation or 

Conduct to determine the action to Medical 

.!G,TTER

OF

‘Proceedings by the State Board for Professional

IN THE 



.

.

fcrther adopting 2s its determination said

adc,pting and incorporating said findings and

conclusions and 

the Board of Regents

issue an order 

moticns be denied, and that 

Ccmmittee be accepted in full, that respondent's

post-hearing 

ccnclusions, and recommendation of

the Hearing 

tlja findings, 

’
New York be revcked.

The Commissioner of Health recommended to the Board of

Regents that 

.fifth.,  and sixth

specifications of the charges, and recommended that

respondent's license to practice as a physician.in the State of

fosnd.znd concluded that respondent

was not guilty of the second and third specifications of the

charges, and guilty of the first, fourth, 

h'earing Committee 

"B".

The 

an6 marked 2s exhibit 

,

conclusions, recommendation, a copy of which is annexed hereto,

made a part hereof,

Nedical Conduct.

Respondent appeared at the hearings and was represented by

an attorney.

The Bearing Committee rendered: a 'report of its findings, 

Prcfessional 

heid before a. h-earing Committee of the State

Board for 

F;ere 

13,.1981; inclusive,

hearings 

Kay Frcm February 21, 1979 through 

",4“.

k

copy of the charges is annexed hereto, made a part hereof, and

marked as exhibit 

.

unprofessional conduct (fifth and sixth specifications). 

(2456)R3BERT COLE!3;GNXLD 
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Zealth with respectcf the Commissioner of reccmzendation ’the 
.- 

Ccznittee as well assearing 

'*

that the findings cf fact of the 

.* Eoard cf Regentsrecommenc to the i-.:e unanimously withdraicn,

.
were-'"G" as to whom the charges 

_.

other patients; except patient

td theV;ith respect to the remaining charges' relating 

,;A".

fcurth specifications of the charges to the

extent that they relate to patient  

reLpect

thereto be modified, and that respondent be found not guilty of

the first through 

Iiealth with 

conciusions of the Hearing Committee and the

recommendation of the Commissioner of 

Corznissipner of Health with respect thereta not- be accepted,

that the 

and the recommendation of thecf the Hearing Committee 

recomend to the Board

of Regents that, with respect to patient "A", the findings of

fact 

Acco:dingly, we unanimously 

clherges have not bee-n proven by substantial legal

evidence.

"A", it is our unanimous opinion

that the 

\<ith~respect to patient 

entire

record in this matter, the briefs submitted by respondent and

by petitioner, and the statements made before us.

considereci the We have carefully reviewed and 

Eealth was repre-

sented by John Shea, Esq.

R. Augustine, Esq.

and Steven I. Kern, Esq. The Department of 

Algis 

"C".

On July 28, 1982 respondent appeared before-us in person

and was represented by his attorneys,  

2nZ marked as exhibit 

reccmzendation of the

Commissioner of Health is annexed hereto, made a'part hereof,

cozy of the 

RQBERT COLE (2476)

recommendation. A 

DO?:ALD 



ted: September 16, 1982

PICA$IELLO

Chairperson

Da

GIJTKAN

PATRICK J. 

BARELL

DANIEL 

W&TIN C. 

_ Respectfully submitted,
.

aS aforesaid.,wzs found guilty, 

responcent's

license to practice as a physician in the State of New York be

revoked upon each specification of the charges of which

respondent 

‘
each specification of the charges, and that 

tSe post-hearing motions, that respondent be found guilty of

BS toreccmmendation of the Commissioner of Health  

wit+ respect thereto be accepted, that the Board of Regents

accept the 

redommendation:of the Commissioner of Health2s the sell 2s

,tion of the Hearing Committee as to the measure of discipline

recommenda-Eealth with respect thereto be modified, that the 

Committee as well as the recommendation of the Commissioner of

;IcceFted, that the conclusions of the Hearing
.

thereto be  



_

hereof.

.z partnzde .ztt.zc;ie6 hereto and Specifications2s set forth in the 

Lag of the State of

Sew York,

E<!;;z.tion 5509, of the 0.r' Section purview ths Athin 

r-isconductwith professional Respondcot herein is charged

10454,

3.

York_ t!e;r 
Avenue,

Bronx, 
Third 2702 tr,d 11001 Yor'k New Florzl Park, A-geme, Tys0.r 

1979-1980 from

8 South 

prartice medicine for the period ro Dspertrent 

York. Stete

Education 

vith the Xew Responderzt is currently registered 

Departneat.

2.

Education, Sczte 

Xg~aber

073581 by the 

issumce of license 1953 by the 
-.;_

26,

ir! the practice of medicine in theecgage

2s the

co 

herelczftei referred to M.D., 

?:arcf:

COLE, 

0n 'ior!: >:s-,; 0f Sca=e 

thorir&;:as au Eesp0nden:,

,PO3,f?,?DOXALD 

EOllotJS;

1.

elieges as 2nd.znd belief, charges 

:infornacionupon Yedical Conduct, Professiona?. Elcarc! for T;:e State 

CHAWXSKG York,LZW of the State of Public Health 
vzrranted, pursuant to Article 2, Title II-A, of

the 
per,alty.es is 

?4ew York, or such other OF
2z.D.

to practice medicine in the State of 
R03ERT COLE,  toDO::'_kLD giaotedlicerise heretofore 

STAiCSZT
or suspension of 

ctercl.. respect to the revocationwirh trke;: acticr! to be '-P the d
XeCic21 Conduct

to 
Professional Bo.zrit For State ihe 

X4TiEP.

OF

Proceedings by 

Pii; 1;; 

-_,._____ -_-____  Y^______._________________________-____________---___----



!:

deterio.becn,Pntient A's condition she had not !*:hen, in fact,czncer, 

bad been cured of‘A Patient that bl' respondent  claim s&sepent the : 

d&spiteStates, and, the.llnited f liver cancer in O-fii*st remission i the 

prodtlcedpozdent had res'1976, that '?:Angeles, on July Los \rention in : 

o&z? for respondent to announce to a cancer con-in te1ephor.e call ' 

athe"husband to place cC!iin, respondent urged 

abnornel liver chemistries,

i

of an enlarged liver,

i and an abnormal liver
1'

kno\Yledge1: despite his 
I’

would not effectknev i: 
I

I:Vitamin i: vaccine and 

complairit of cancer ofcancer of the breast and a chief histor>? of j a 
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-4cg:L1st 6.she died on deteriorated until con<it-on 6x5 Patient

,-
and 

'\
niracles here before,''ve pulled off':iie said that,respundpn'i 

B an:! her husband,

and 

state;r:eT,t gave false hope to Patient 

65. percent chance for a complete remission.

and such 

leas-is ahas at s-;ill say she I would 

.butsome; pokts have slipped  t>zt her 
sapwould  liver..,,1 

it's defin-
itely into the  

;se did a liver scan, 2nd 
Idv2r

I..
it's into the -7though 

whateve?_ On2 added
problem 

single as

KG complications 

that's no big thing; it's as 
F,Ut .removed. 

r;tight
have to have her ovaries 

oat_ She can knock it tt;ink I 1 
.any difference,  make doesr.'t Ir,flz,mmatory 

wbierein respondent ‘stated thatJuly 8, 1976, 

nsss'undez

or about, 

a_ large with left breast, the carci.r.oma of inflaxatory 

I.

.i
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,

metasra-tic brain-tumor(s)-to due

a& Patient C continued

arrest 

the husband 18, 1976, dissuaded Nove,&er 

beet the respondent,

on 

f‘:edical Center Rew York University C to 

_

Patient 

gcing to transferwas husbax2 I% deteriol-ated that condition  so 

C'SPatient sis,posititpe was a tne brain and  t:'ere reaching

manf- that the

drugs 

chemokherapyt thht loss of sight, as 2 result of 
.

claim. 

respondant'sZespite carciEona of the brain, and ri;etastatic 

t;Ztlic! not

cure 

Fc?ew respmdent rshfch treatment col;'rse of C upon a 

re.spo&ent placed

Patient 

cancer, end that he could cure treatment" and 

c2usTzgtbere3y Germany," 20 >:ec.t \lho artccle i&at n2ntioned in 

aiil the

doctor

"I pztiectr, stating, Germany, for cancer In Bonn, 

Janker

Clinic

false hope

referred to an

the 

j

gave 

never Lost  t:I 
1

April: 1976, aboutEso-uire magazine, dated 

and,f;rther, respondent

article in 

husband, 

statement

to Patient C and her 

which parient with this type of problem," 

carcinoma of the brain, after respondent stated that,

a 

zetastaticpresun?tive diagnosis of 
t

on November 3, 1976, with a 

iHf)spiWL Generai kXtestcr,e entered brai.2, the j-ui;lors in  txo 
I

nosis of

\
,.!diag- r&cent ireqdency‘and a izcre=siEg ysars with 

,
for at least five 

::
‘,:
jhz232ch3s r.:itb a history of  39-year old female C; a 3, Patient 

. !
1’ _

i:.
i

.

I.



_j_

c2r2io-respiratory arrest as 2,Jxrie 13, 1977, due to cn :ied rl-e d 
_i

altho~:~&'and, progllessively" deteriorated b!lt t:slowly conclitionij’s 
i

F?tien:-_28, 1977, 2nd Xay re-admitted on 25, 1977, andPlay oz charged. 

*';.
dis-~2s ov2ries and the liver, Patient D  taneer into the of fj.crJir;gs  : 

-II.
pathcLog14, 1977, 2nd April icere performed on oopherectomy bi12tera.l i 

,leparotomy, Liver biopsy and  22 exploratory  ‘csi~r~,2nil perm1_aE:h 

1,
%undo\2n condition", respondent caused husband to givewas ini: wife 

j::
I.. liver, and, despite the husband's refusal to permit surgery since his;

retastatic carcinoma to theZor 
;:

liere worthlessk.ne!+? reepundcnt : which 
i

vaccinb,ECG Laetrile and also tre2txent, which included said [. of 

codrseBli, and respondent placed Patient D on a 
i

tablets of Laetrile 

103$75,Os forLaetrile and 'anpulos of $27t7, in cash for thirty (30) I 

Fianhattan, forSixth Avenue, azd the corner of 12th Street XI 

\:
booth !;

teleehoneApril 8, 1977, at a WI husband purchased I.. . which substances the 

.

i
;:

EL?':"Laetrile as tablets which respondent called [gel1 “,-2&F, 2s 
i
1

Laotrile, referred to as05t;lrn :: to call to nu?*&erTeLz>bone z D !i 
_:~

;_ Patientthz husband of ’ respondent, and, on that day, respondent gave  
1:

jpatient of2 April_ 7, 1977, as Khitestcne General Hospital on entered 
I-
:

i
.i-
i:

iappr'opriate.med5cation, with the co;;lforta?3le 2s possible her 2s 1 to make 

,
!bztno‘chemotherapy iz that there be no further surgery 2nd naJ ir,g be i

:i
1recozr.en3ationen2 the miss, pelvic liveI% and a c2rcinc);r.s into the 
I

izetastatic  (32 history female with a D, 2 SS-year old 
i

Pa-tient !. 4.

;. 

i



1 the ovary (ovaries). . .
1
I,

ofcarcino:;?;; 1971, due to Ij.u:;ust LO, t: died on Pa-tient rcsp_irBtion,i 

Cheyne-Stol;esor,sot.of 2n until, after deterior2te ;: continued to 
.1

and discomfort, and she_for relief of pain any further treatment but : 
j*

hQsb2nd refusedthat, on June 29, 1977, the i condition so deteriorated 
f

E'sPatie.nt pzins, and abdo&al rcith i re-admitted on April 23, 1977, 

'Laetrilr

Patient E

office 2nd

I
1.

folloir:ed in respondent's!%rch 25, 1977,was discharged on i; 
1.is

.: 1; and ECG vaccine, which respondent knew were worthless, and
I;

includedlchich treaizlent, CO=JTSE of E upon a kticnt j- place 
I

later didres.pondentstructurest" and 2netomic tl72 i, identification of i,i!
metestatic lesions ___ 2nd difficulty in thethe amount of of because i; 

..c
:.

.._djT?iculty of a;i-.qnt tremensor;& ::a en:ountered ;surgery, respondent 
I

__ -
':fair,:: and, during said. .L... 

ccndition was xhose from Patient E,i consent
L'

ornedinf 27.3 without hud32z.3notice to the without F!arch 4, 1977, !i 

.
I
,

edhesions, onlysis of iaparotomy and explor2tory surgery: namely, 'an 1

< pe:aform electiverespc.ndent did ,curgery:3f no further; assurances 
i.

thorn false hope, and despite
I'

gal'e : administration of drugs, which I
i.

t3erespordent, would consist of accord.ir,g to which, treatment,t’his it 
1;
i:

chance withrat Least a SO-50 that'she hadher'husband !! Patient E and 

(contiz;ed)

I

i I.



.- 

toZttemptizg after Septe,mber 21, 1977, the husband,orated that, on ! 
;

deteri-P;!fient F so urder control," the condition of car,diovascular. is i 
!

2r$ herco;&rol cznce:? is under luns ':she is doing fine, that her thzt : 

197719, Septe&er c.laim, on despite respondent's  A-mulsin and som2 an.3 1 , 

enzymesweek’s supply of : discharged on September 17, 1977 and given a 
i

wasV,'obe pill and $50 for tube of A-mulsin, 2nd Patient-f 1' $1.50 per 

sol? to the husband for
i

"Alice':, r*cpresentative i. respondent, through his 

medicices whichGern2.q A-mu&in: unapproved enzyme pills and -tiugosVobei: i

j treatment, in addition to BCG vaccine, included the administration of:-‘.
%Xchcondition, F's Patienir ~:as worthless for k,ne~,; re.spczqjen.t I,:hich : 

!. . .
tre2txent

--
28, 1977, placed Patient F upon a course of I or about, August1

.=J1 o;;,responden? doxx here," and con.na die if you don't get her right t 
i:
i

,=She's?ledical Center, when he said, Xassa.7~ County renove her from I 
i.

respondent caused the husband to2fttlr 6, 1977, Allgust r.e-admltte2 on ,, i
.

~2s discharged on July 29, 1977 and
;

F within six months, 2nd Patient1: 

im_.i_ne,ztt a c-&e was thacaused.?atient F 2nd her husband to belie-de ii 

I.

II

respondent1977, after General Hospital, on July-19, V;r!itestone  ! entered 

_. lur?.g, the. Left  zetastases to  the right lung, withof carcinoT2 i 
/I



I

.n~tcstazes. 
1.

i.

.* widespzea2Icith pa_ncI"ess carcinoma Of thek:ZS diagi:osis final t]le 
I

i
&d197s: J?nuarI 6, dierl on G sr-.other hospital, Patient ac?mit_~ted to 3 8

t X'\
and to befr0nr the treatment of respondent Hos?ltal and ;’ General 1

1.
I:W.testonehiiil to be removed from I:: October 17, 1977, his family caused 

t

diri so deteriorate that; onG and the condition of Patient i' pancreas,
i!

t.heof ~orthlcas for carcinoma  ~2s knc~ respondent v.:hich G j to Patient
i.

~2s also administeredvaccine;* gave false hope to Patient G, and, BCG 
1;

Patient:,G,and which substancec for the carcinoma of t:orthles,: knew was 

;

I

:respo,dentsubstance vjhich Zal*s, (l-3) -i;llirteen at least f02 l''%J,?~jy, 1;

ownLzetrile receilpe injections of an3 Patient G did- of treatment,
1.

is
;!:

.t

i

(14) daysn0 receipt, for fourteen t<ith $2SO.O0 in cash, Laetrile for 1; 
'): .

:
il-a.preseztatives, saidhis thrcu$~ Gz Bti.ent ::o sell di:! respondant : 

2;:
Lastrile, andreprssentati\tes for  z!nd his  respi!-,Ze=t  by used V.-or3 !

:1,

\::can~y," the code0~ a'rlle La,:t:r!e purchase of rzpresentzti-;e, for i’
I_

.-. !i.
‘;Soto; respondent'sAlioe Flus. cont2ct Patient G to c2usedi: respondent 

.
.imorning Sri13 the next LaetrLle cf avz.ilabil~t~: the0I' ledrnec! GPa.iiant 

!!’

!
;

the hospital andbarezznt of ::s~.;ninzr'~ for patients in the CC i. held 

i
!

I.
two days later, respondenta?proxiztteLy 1. patient of respondent, and,. 

i1;

[2s a Septeher 27, 1977, Knitestone General Hospital, on entered 1. pain,
!I

)
2bdominzifcompl2ir.t of csizi 2nd 2 of the pancreas  carcinom2 rzetasta$ic 1 

Ii
e1.

-i._ di2gnosis of knorzn 2 nale~%ith 39-ye2.r old  tir-nt G, 2 .4.1 7. "a

1
. .

!
1.- 

:

.i 1
f. 



aft'&P2tient H, dets-i_icrated until conclitic!; -2n.3 his desperate,was ;.
I

>-1.
cZsetheir son's  parpnts'th2t The respondent told  1976, January 7, t 

;.
tr;r:': on or aboutto II?:+ so:ze:hing hai.e v?e'll tomorra< that j. hopeless,

:
i

"~2s notP2tient H th2t p?.rents  h2d kept telling the respondpnt thatI 

p2rzlysis: 2nd despite the factincreasing b:ith 1979, J"-n:_i?ry 3,I, on 
i

/ on December 27, 1977, discharge3 on December 29, 1977, 2nd re-admitted
5

2.2, 1977, re-2dmittedDecembe: dischsrged on yas ~j I' to him, '2nd Patient 1:
1:

gilenRCG vaccine the\::';1s 2s cancer of the brain,rqorth'less for were 1' 

I.
s2id to-r ':Alice,l: re~recsntatiue: recqondent:s 2,P2tient 

.:

. . admission of 
I'

th2t-he parents, and subsequent to  2~3. conduct: gave false hope to xords jw 

iwhich t1,c hospital,  orrt of  kalkcd p5tien-i: the x%re case sinilar 2 had :: 

1. 
:.

vzith him because he
.

chazre wa,c 2 th2t there znd I 1f2tely 2c-
i!

.r 
i:!

treatr;lent‘ch2xz because the -5.39 does not have a

darx-~

the 

" will 

:t!i respondent said,

\
II

Hospital, where,:.!lmoriai to remove him from Sloan-Kettering Pztient Hi; 
I

;_ Farer,ts of t>e res;cndezt caused 2fter 
I

1977,13, Xovez-bar on Hosplt21 : 

i
t!kno-sn diagnosis ofz r;lth nlle lo-yeer old .z H,Petient s.1 

.. 
!

i



1978, due to-15, >.:arcb Patient I died on respir2tory distress,i 

onset.ofuntil, after an con.tinued to deteriorate: P2rient I ditior. of :1 
;.

tsorthless, 2nd the-con-t:as knev.' eq,uivaI_ezt respondent  01% sergn blood I 
!

'&hi&equivalent," g;ztttig the Tzl'our husband is ct2ted that ._: respondent 

B2h2mas,

i

serum= from the blood ::Doctor Burton's 's request for-i: -v;ifP;'
9.:.

it,” and, on February 27, 1978, in response to thegive kno_,g that we to 1: 
i.

xyon.ewant "\Ct: don't replied, bias worthless, she L2etriLe th;tTzALicef' ;1 

t
i

v!hc‘n the wife told2nd:p2in for Patient I, ,-eused great Laztrile :.:.
I

saidPstient I, and injections of conditioa of warthless for theie 

J-.
suppLy and thereafterd2ytK2nty-one e for rece<;t,  no ~~;j_tln.  cash, ii? 

(1

I.
.

$6SO_OOof + the price a&LaetriLe tj:creaftear  sold  az.2 L-z:eipt, E. c.;ith 1
1.
!!

cash:$760-00 in  LaetriLe, for :: the code word for "candy, s.apgly of \,day
!.

. ;t~eni_\t-0x12 T:ALlce," a representaeive through his ~F'-~C:uently sold,_SLu-_ deni_ ; 
!.

:: 
irespon-  b:iie false hope and g.ave Patient I 2nd hi-_= which f' yo3 get it,so !

I
I
i"All right, and respondent said,iaotrile asked respondent for Patient I ;' 

II:. i

Hospite-
i

WXitestone General ad;;lj_tted to IIZ~ j 11 on December 22, 1977, after 



.).*
har‘ein.reaL?eged 2s if fully set forth 2nd 

-

restated

h-rereby repeated,2re iI 2nd Patient I, P2tientG: F3 Patient 

.

Patient 

- 
Patient E,D, C, Patient Pstiont 3, Patient Fatiznt A, regerding 

’s.uora= 1 through 9, sn.*~mb~~ 
Rom2n numeral I,set forth at 2lleg2tionc 

0x2 occasion 2nd theth2zwith negligence or incompetence on more ' 1
I.

professionthe. with'practicins IV. Further, respondent is charged !; 
,*a_
f’
1;

,
IL-~) set forth herein.if 1: 2s  t111 r 1

i.

,
1.
I

.. 
-Ii herein-
1:

i
2s if: fully set forth‘realle~sd md r2statedreseated:her?>;' 272 ; 

/'

?a?i'ent H 2nd Patient I,G, L PttizlF; Fatient Fetient E,  D, Petient c:jr 

I

B, PatientL Patien‘Fatienis A, reg2rtiinS saT)ra:, 9; tF,rough 1 nuT3ers i, I, 



‘_-7 

!.
,

.
i
! 
i

i.

1

ii

1.
;.i.

3

i

herein.2s if fully set forth ;;restated-and realleged 
1

r
regeated,suora, are hereby !jiRoman numeral I, numbers 7, 8, and 9, 

I.
forth at~9% The allegations (a)(3>,NYCRR 29.2 violztion of 8 i; 

i’

each,patien2 in
1

not enter, or cause to

to 
;:
i,be entered, all drugs 2nd medications given
!:!:
I p2tient in that he didof the treatKent 

evaluetion

. and 

reflects the  agcur2t2ly i,rh.ich patier:t each reccrd for  ; 
i’

.failing to maintain ak:ith chelqged respor,d2nt is Furth;er,VI.1: 
iI
:;
;.;’
I:
!.

1i herein.
_.'1::

fuliy set forthre2Llegod 2s ifii2re hereby repeated, restated 2nd 
i.

sunr2,nuti2rs 7, 8 and 9, allegations set forth 2t Roman numeral I, I' !I

(b)(L). TheKYC;iiR 23.1 2~3 substances in violation of 8 tions
ii
i:

0

..



:fOl.lOi.!S  

cOnL-

as 

findings, its uneni3ol~sly, report
~eco~md~t;~~-7~sior:s &id 

deliberetion,dEe 

.

respect to the said charges,. do hereby, after 

5.q-32dztlons xecoLAL,L_L2ad co~~l~siozs fiEdin,cs,

'21'ew York,

2nd to report its

k:-
of c;? the State

Title II-A of the Public 
La-z -oa.ltb_ 

-2,saxit to Article pur 
Respozdentl,hereinzf ter referred to as 

1.
thezr the charges nated to !;I 

?L_D., .KQ5EF.T COLE, DOl!:.+L9 ao2in'st 
,, of the State

desig-a duly ~sd~_czl Conduct 'Ij; Board for Professional 
i;
1:

Condnci06'frofessional  
Cotit

tee
Eiezring undersigned, 

!:
The 

::(8

.

i
-.I_ Of
-1':FZPC%T'

1..

_-_

..

___'___-______-__________-_--______-________-_-__-
Se;': Yorkthe State of c f Lzlv 

.IJ,eelth  Public 
0s

the 
hticle 2, Title Ii-A 

pursmnt

to 

ZLtecl; 
wzrrIS, pez2lty as 

: i

or such other 
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i.
A2.tI-Thitest:or,e did not how  2treg,ulzr nursing staff  t'ne i,thzt 
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.
1
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I
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i
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4

.. 
convincing. It is our opinionzre not Comittee"cfi "ReSe2rI a

1

Q to
,
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4
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1
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11
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f

t;as-- Rospiitl GeEera \,~~itestc:ne'r;.os?italC-ener2lWkitestczei 
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.. . I

I
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IJorthless

for their 

v;as L2etrile that co;lvinced  Ve are also 

?3titestone General

Hospital.

2ZRespondent treatEer\.t of th2 

H 2nd I received Laetrile
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E,ths.2 Patients A, D, 

convinces
.
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of this proceeding  recor%  the OUT opinion,
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In 

I
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ii

2’

I

iqurity.

Exhibit 31.

'shoi\:ed an Laetrii& Fh2rr;i.a  o:,~ vial of Cyto "s RespondenL

iqure. See Exhibits 50 and 56. Testing of

X<nir;-

istration to be  

Dxg t5.e Food 2nd ifouzd by 'had been  2s) (Exhibit usfzd he 
:

&ichLLaetrile of.xesico Ph2m2 known that Cyto  should have or 

kne;~, .Respcndent ,Exhibits 23 and 24.L2ettile. See 

2Zjt0ne,

to use 

D0c.to-r Cole, or to per&ssioz_ to grantad e;_ErTlHOSpit 

T?hitestone'Gener21contacinzzts. 2nd iqurities of free 

mast

be 

L2stly, the Laetrile qon the physician's part.

xnducezznt, fraud

or deceit 

Undce :-:?_tho-Lt consei-i_t of the patientinforzed 
.

voluzteryther.e should be the 

hospit

for the use of Laetrile. Next 

Eedical board of the authority 2nd the 

2pprovrl

of the governing

specific cdst be the tection of patients. First, there 

Fro-th2 s2feguzrd.s for  mink21 certain:required. 1972,

\

15, 

_?12rch1.976. through 4ky 27, the period durl=g E:ospital,era1 

Cen-.T.rt&testone hospit like ia 2 -atrile L&Ltyation of edFinis

t5eHo'.jever, f2il2d. h2ve yegim2r.s all other  znd that 

!

tion 

Atzirklstrz-  Drq FozZ and t?_e + ~~~~~~~ Earzppro-..-ed k:Clf5 rGt has 

ith2t itk-n~~ing 2.~12 s~bst2nce  2 such so,sk \lolitio- 0:.-n their 
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obtai:Ke also failed to relztives.p2itient's  c)r the  pr;tiznt the

.
fro:informed consent 23 obtain .failed to yet 

una?Fyo:

drugs to Patient A,

eqerieent21 2nd administered  P\espondent Carol Lee.113.I*c  
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il,D.,

and C. 

Jacoby, tesfi.zm~ny of John l?e credit the :

Pztients

Patient A 

cp.zcker:,z.

The 

1416), p. 

M.C

testified (transcript 

b'erbert,2s Victor tar;tzo?zit  to, ~2s people these desperate 

Laetrile forT<hich Doctor Cole utilized in manner thzt~the

Tosition of this Panelt'r,e cancer. it is 

L2etrile is

not effective for 
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guilty of each

specification of the charges, except as to patient "A" as

"G" as to whom the charges were withdrawn, the findings of fact

of the Hearing Committee as well as the recommendation of the

Commissioner of Health with respect thereto be accepted, the

conclusions of the Hearing Committee as well as the

recommendation of the Commissioner of Health with respect

thereto be modified, and the recommendation of the Hearing

Committee as to the measure of discipline as well as the

recommendation of the Commissioner of Health with respect

thereto be accepted; that the recommendation of the

Commissioner of Health as to the post-hearing motions be

accepted; that respondent is not guilty of the first through

fourth specifications of the charges to the extent that they

relate to patient "A"; that respondent is 

Approved September 24, 1982

No. 2476

Upon the report of the Regents Review Committee, under

Calendar No. 2476, the record herein, the prior proceedings had

herein pursuant to Article 2, Title II-A of the Public Health

Law, and in accordance with the provisions of Title VIII of the

Education Law, it was

Voted: That, with respect to patient "A", the findings of

fact of the Hearing Committee and the recommendation of the

Commissioner of Health with respect thereto not be accepted and

the conclusions of the Hearing Committee and the recommendation

of the Commissioner of Health with respect thereto be modified;

that, with respect to the remaining patients, except patient



‘

"G" as to whom the charges were withdrawn

as aforesaid; that respondent's license to practice as a

physician in the State of New York be revoked upon each

specification of the charges of which respondent was found

guilty, as aforesaid; and that the Commissioner of Education be

empowered to execute, for and on behalf of the Board of

Regents, all orders necessary to carry out the terms of this

vote.

DONALD ROBERT COLE (2476)

aforesaid and patient


