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ROB BONTA
Attorney General of California
MACHAELA M. MINGARDI
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
C. HAY-MIE CHO
Deputy Attorney General
State Bar No. 282259

455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000
San Francisco, CA 94102-7004
Telephone: (415) 510-4433
Facsimile: (415) 703-1107
E-mail: HayMie.Cho@doj.ca.gov

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. 800-2023-09661 1

DEAN RICHARD SILVER, M.D. _ DEFAULT DECISION
7629 E. Pinnacle Peak Road, Suite 108 AND ORDER
Scottsdale, AZ 85255-6290

[Gov. Code, § 11520]
Physician’s & Surgeon’s Certificate No.
G 89057,

Respondent.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. On or about February 20, 2026, Complainant Reji Varghese, in his official capacity as

the Executive Director of the Medical Board of California, Department of Consumer Affairs, filed

Accusation No. 800-2023-096611 (Accusation) against DEAN RICHARD SILVER, M.D.

(Respondent) before the Medical Board of California (Board).

2. On or about November 2, 2011, the Board issued Physician’s & Surgeon’s Certificate

No. G 89057 (Certificate) to Respondent. The Certificate expired on November 30, 2023, and

was suspended on or about December 15, 2025. (Exhibit Package, Exhibit 1!: Certificate of

Licensure.)

' The evidence supporting this Default Decision and Order is submitted herewith as the
“Exhibit Package.”

x
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3. On or about November 4, 2022, the Arizona Medical Board (Arizona Board) filed a _

complaint in Case Nos. MD-8-0983A and MD-21-0024A, alleging that Respondent, a licensed

physician in Arizona, had engaged in unprofessional conduct under A.R.S. §§ 32-1301(27)\(e),

32-1401(27) (t)-(x), and 32-1401(kk) after receiving a complaint from Patient 1’s* estate about a

payment Respondent was owed. The Arizona Board also received notification of a settlement

regarding Respondent’s care and treatment of Patient 2. The matter proceeded to a hearing before

an Administrative Law Judge.

4. On March 2, 2023, the Arizona Board issued a Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law,
and Order (Findings and Order). In its Findings and Order, the Arizona Board found that

Respondent had billed two patients for treatment not provided and charged excessive fees,

attempted to obtain a fee by misrepresentation, maintained incomplete and inadequate patient
records, and made false or misleading statements to the Arizona Board about his billing and
treatment. (Exhibit Package, Exhibit 2: Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order from

the Arizona Medical Board.)

5. The Arizona Board ordered the revocation of Respondent’s Arizona license and

assessed $2,476.56 in costs for the hearing.

6. Onor about May 10, 2023, the Arizona Board denied Respondent’s request for a
rehearing or review.

7. On or about December 15, 2025, Respondent’s Certificate was immediately

suspended pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 2310, after the Board received

notice that Respondent’s Arizona license had been revoked on or about March 2, 2023. (Exhibit

Package, Exhibit 3: Notice of Out of State Suspension Order.)

| 8. On or about February 20, 2026, Regina Rodriguez, an employee of the Board, served
by Certified and First Class Mail a copy of the Accusation, Statement to Respondent, Notice of

Defense, Request for Discovery, and Discovery Statutes to Respondent’s address of record with

the Board, which was and is 7629 E. Pinnacle Peak Road, Suite 108, Scottsdale, AZ 85255-6290,

A copy of the Accusation, the related documents, and Declaration of Service are attached as

* The Patients’ names are being withheld to protect their privacy.
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Exhibit 4, and are incorporated herein by reference. (Exhibit Package, Exhibit 4: Accusation,

Related Documents, and Declaration of Service.)

9. Service of the Accusation was effective as a matter of law under the provisions of

Government Code section 11505, subdivision (c).

10. On or about February 24, 2026, the aforementioned documents, served via Certified

U.S. Mail, were returned by the U.S. Postal Service, marked “2/24 RTS UNK.” (Exhibit

Package, Exhibit 5: Returned Certified Mail.)

11. On or about March 6, 2026, the aforementioned documents, served via First Class

Mail, were returned by the U.S. Postal Service, marked “Return to Sender Attempted — Not

Known Unable to Forward Return to Sender.” (Exhibit Package, Exhibit 6: Returned First Class

Mail.)

12. Respondent failed to file a Notice of Defense within 15 days after service upon him
of the Accusation and therefore waived his right to a hearing on the merits of Accusation No.

800-2023-09661 1.

13. On or about March 20, 2026, an employee of the Attorney General’s Office sent a

Courtesy Notice of Default (Courtesy Notice) to Respondent at Respondent’s address of record

by certified mail. The Courtesy Notice advised Respondent of the service of the Accusation and

provided Respondent with an opportunity to file a Notice of Defense and request relief from

default. The Courtesy Notice included a copy of the Accusation, the Statement to Respondent, a

Notice of Defense, Request for Discovery, and discovery statutes, and it advised Respondent that

he was in default. (Exhibit Package, Exhibit 7: Courtesy Notice of Default.)

14, On March 19, 2026, an employee of the Attorney General’s Office received

documents entitled, “Cost of Suit Summary” and “Default Costs,” which indicated that the

Department of Justice has billed the Board $3,547.00 for the time spent working on this matter

through March 19, 2026. (Exhibit Package, Exhibit 8: Certification of Prosecution Costs,

Declaration of C. Hay-Mie Cho.)

STATUTORY AUTHORITY

15. Business and Professions Code section 118 states, in pertinent part:

3
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(b) The suspension, expiration, or forfeiture by operation of law of a license
issued by a board in the department, or its suspension, forfeiture, or cancellation by
order of the board or by order of a court of law, or its surrender without the written
consent of the board, shall not, during any period in which it may be renewed,
restored, reissued, or reinstated, deprive the board of its authority to institute or
continue a disciplinary proceeding against the licensee upon any ground provided by
law or to enter an order suspending or revoking the license or otherwise taking
disciplinary action against the license on any such ground.

16. Government Code section 11506 states, in pertinent part:

(c) The respondent shall be entitled to a hearing on the merits if the respondent
files a notice of defense, and the notice shall be deemed a specific denial of all parts
of the accusation not expressly admitted. Failure to file a notice of defense shall
constitute a waiver of respondent’s right to a hearing, but the agency in its discretion
may nevertheless grant a hearing.

17. California Government Code section 11520 states, in pertinent part:

(a) If the respondent either fails to file a notice of defense or to appear at the
hearing, the agency may take action based upon the respondent’s express admissions
or upon other evidence and affidavits may be used as evidence without any notice to
respondent.

18. Business and Professions Code section 125.3 states:

(a) Except as otherwise provided by law, in any order issued in resolution of a
disciplinary proceeding before any board within the department or before the
osteopathic Medical Board, upon request of the entity bringing the proceeding, the
administrative law judge may direct a licensee found to have committed a violation or
violations of the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the
investigation and enforcement of the case.

(b) In the case of a disciplined licentiate that is a corporation or a partnership,
the order may be made against the licensed corporate entity or licensed partnership.

(c) A certified copy of the actual costs, or a good faith estimate of costs where
actual costs are not available, signed by the entity bringing the proceeding or its
designated representative shall be prima facie evidence of reasonable costs of
investigation and prosecution of the case. The costs shall include the amount of
investigative and enforcement costs up to the date of the hearing, including, but not
limited to, charges imposed by the Attorney General. .

(d) The administrative law judge shall make a proposed finding of the amount
of reasonable costs of investigation and prosecution of the case when requested
pursuant to subdivision (a). The finding of the administrative law judge with regard
to costs shall not be reviewable by the board to increase the cost award. The board
may reduce or eliminate the cost award, or remand to the administrative law judge if.
the proposed decision fails to make a finding on costs requested pursuant to
subdivision (a).

(e) If an order for recovery of costs is made and timely payment is not made as
directed in the board’s decision, the board may enforce the order for repayment in any
appropriate court. This right of enforcement shall be in addition to any other rights
the board may have as to any licensee to pay costs.
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(f) In any action for recovery of costs, proof of the board’s decision shall be
conclusive proof of the validity of the order of payment and the terms for payment.

(g)(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), the board shall not renew or
reinstate the license of any licensee who has failed to pay all of the costs ordered
under this section.

(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), the board may, in its discretion,
conditionally renew or reinstate for a maximum of one year the license of any
licensee who demonstrates financial hardship and who enters into a formal agreement
with the board to reimburse the board within that one-year period for the unpaid
costs.

(h) All costs recovered under this section shall be considered a reimbursement
for costs incurred and shall be deposited in the fund of the board recovering the costs
to be available upon appropriation by the Legislature.

(i) Nothing in this section shall preclude a board from including the recovery of
the costs of investigation and enforcement of a case in any stipulated settlement.

() This section does not apply to any board if a specific statutory provision in
that board’s licensing act provides for recovery of costs in an administrative
disciplinary proceeding.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

1. Based on the foregoing findings of fact, Respondent DEAN RICHARD SILVER,

M.D. has subjected his Physician’s & Surgeon’s Certificate No. G 89057 to discipline.

2. A copy of the Accusation and the related documents and Declaration of Service are

attached here as Exhibit 4.

3. The Board has jurisdiction to adjudicate this case by default.

4, Pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 125.3, the Board is authorized to

order Respondent to pay the Board the reasonable costs of investigation and enforcement of the

case prayed for in the Accusation total, $3,547.00, based on the Certification of Costs attached as

Exhibit 8 in the Exhibit Package.
5. The Board is authorized to revoke Respondent’s Certificate based upon the following

violations alleged in the Petition: |

a. On March 2, 2023, the Arizona Board issued a F indings and Order, in which it found

that Respondent had billed two patients for treatment not provided and charged excessive fees,
attempted to obtain a fee by misrepresentation, maintained incomplete and inadequate patient

records, and made false or misleading statements to the Arizona Board about his billing and

5
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treatment.

b. The Arizona Board ordered the revocation of Respondent’s Arizona license and

assessed $2,476.56 in costs for the hearing.

c. On or about May 10, 2023, the Arizona Board denied Respondent’s request for a

rehearing or review.

d. On or about December 15, 2025, Respondent’s Certificate was immediately

suspended pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 2310, after the Board received

notice that Respondent’s Arizona license had been revoked on or about March 2, 2023.

ORDER

IT IS SO ORDERED that Physician’s & Surgeon’s Certificate No. G 89057, heretofore

issued to Respondent DEAN RICHARD SILVER, M.D., is revoked. Respondent is ordered to

pay the Board the costs of the investigation and enforcement of this case in the amount of

$3,547.00. The filing of bankruptcy by Respondent shall not relieve Respondent of his

responsibility to reimburse the Board for its costs, Respondent’s Physician’s and Surgeon’s
Certificate may not be renewed or reinstated unless all costs ordered under Business and
Professions Code section 125.3 have been paid.

If Respondent ever files an application for re-licensure or reinstatement in the State of

California, the Board shall treat it as a petition for reinstatement of a revoked license.

Respondent must comply with all the laws, regulations, and procedures for reinstatement of a

revoked license in effect at the time the petition is filed.

Pursuant to Government Code section 11520, subdivision (c), Respondent may serve a

written motion requesting that the Decision be vacated and stating the grounds relied on

within seven (7) days after service of the Decision on Respondent. The Board in its discretion
HI

//

i

i!
/
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may vacate the Decision and grant a hearing on a showing of good cause, as defined in the

statute.

This Decision shall become effective at 5:00 p.m. on June 1, 2026.

It isso ORDERED May 13, 2026.

SF2025307067
45027333

Kage Ye
REJI VARGHESE, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
FOR THE MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
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ROB BONTA
Attorney General of California
MACHAELA M. MINGARDI
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
C. HAY-Mig CHO
Deputy Attorney General
State Bar No. 282259

455 Golden Gate Aventie, Suite 11000
San Francisco, CA 94102-7004
Telephone: (415) 510-4433
Facsimile: (415) 703-1107
E-mail: Haymie.Cho@doj.ca.gov

Attorneys Jor Complainant

BEFORE THE
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

_In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. 800-2023-096611

DEAN RICHARD SILVER, M.D. ACCUSATION
7629 E. Pinnacle Peak Road, Suite 108
Scottsdale, AZ 85255-6290

Physician's and Surgeon’s Certificate
No. G 89057,

Respondent.

PARTIES

1. Reji Varghese (Complainant) brings this Accusation solely in his official capacity as
the Executive Director of the Medical Board of California, Department of Consumer Affairs

{Board}.

2. Onorabout November 2, 2011, the Medical Board issued Physician's and Surgeon’s |-
Certificate Number G 39057 to Dean Richard Silver, M.D. (Respondent). The Physician’s and
Surgeon's Certificate expired on November 30, 2023, and has not been renewed.

JURISDICTION

3. This Accusation is brought before the Board, under the authority of the following
laws. All section references are to the Business and Professions Code (Code) unless otherwise

indicated.

1
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4. Section 141 of the Code states:

(a) For any licensee holding a license issued by a board under the jurisdiction of
the department, a disciplinary action taken by another state, by any agency of the
federal government, or by another country for any act substantially related to the
practice regulated by the California license, may be a ground for disciplinary action
by the respective state licensing board. A certitied copy of the record of the
disciplinary action taken against the licensee by another state, an agency of the
federal government, or another country shall be conclusive evidence of the events
related therein.

(b) Nothing in this section shall preclude a board from applying a specific
statutory provision in the licensing act administered by that board that provides for
discipline based upon a disciplinary action taken against the licensee by another state,
an agency of the federal government, or another country.

5, ‘Section 2004 of the Code states:

The board shall have the responsibility for the following:

(a) The enforcement of the disciplinary and criminal provisions of the Medical .
Practice Act.

(b) The administration and hearing of disciplinary actions.

(c) Carrying out disciplinary actions appropriate to findings made by a panel or
an administrative law judge.

(d) Suspending, revoking, or otherwise limiting certificates after the conclusion
of disciplinary actions.

(ec) Reviewing the quality of medical practice carried out by physician and
surgeon certificate holders under the jurisdiction of the board.

(f) Approving undergraduate and graduate medical education programs.

(z) Approving clinical clerkship and special programs and hospitals for the
programs in subdivision (f).

(h) Issuing licenses and certificates under the board’s jurisdiction.

(i) Administering the board’s continuing medical education program.
6. Section 2227 of the Code states:

(a) A licensee whose matter has been heard by an administrative law judge of
the Medical Quality Hearing Panel as designated in Section 11371 of the Government
Code, or whose default has been entered, and who is found guilty, or who has entered
into a stipulation for disciplinary action with the board, may, in accordance with the
provisions of this chapter:

(1) Have'his or her license revoked upon order of the board.

(2) Have his or her right to practice suspended for a period. not to exceed one
year upon order of the board.

2
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- the subject of an investigation by the board.

; (3) Be placed on probation and be required to pay the costs of probation
monitoring upon order of the board.

(4) Be publicly reprimanded by the board. The public reprimand may include a
requirement that the licensee complete relevant educational courses approved by the

oard,

(5) Have any other action taken in relation to discipline'as part of an order of
probation, as the board or an administrative law judge may deem proper.

(b) Any matter heard pursuant to subdivision (a), except for warning letters,
medical review or advisory conferences, professional competency examinations,
continuing education activities, and cost reimbursement associated therewith that are
agreed to with the board and successfully completed by the licensee, or other matters
made confidential or privileged by existing law, is deemed public, and shall be made
available to the public by the board pursuant to Section 803.1.

7. Section 2234 of the Code states: _

‘The board shall take action against any licensee who is charged with a
unprofessional conduct. In addition te other provisions of this article, unprofessional
conduct includes, but is not limited to, the following:

(a) Violating or attempting to violate, directly or indirectly, assisting in or
abetting the violation of, or conspiring to violate any provision of this chapter.

(b) Gross negligence.

(c) Repeated negligent acts. To be repeated, there must be two or more
negligent acts or omissions. An initial negligent act or omission followed by a
separate and distinct departure from the applicable standard of care shall constitute
repeated negligent acts. ;

(1) An initial negligent diagnosis followed by an act or omission medically
appropriate for that negligent diagnosis of the patient shall constitute a single
negligent act. ,

(2) When the standard of care requires a change in the diagnosis, act; or °
omission that constitutes the negligent act described in paragraph (1), including, but
not limited to, a reevaluation of the diagnosis or a change in treatment, and the
licensee's conduct departs from the applicable standard of care, each departure
constitutes a separate and distinct breach of the standard of care. - .

va

(d) Incompetence.

(ce) The commission of any act involving dishonesty or corruption that is
substantially related to the qualifications, functions, or duties of a physician and
surgeon.

(H Any action or conduct that would have warranted the denial of a certificate.

(g) The failure by a certificate holder, in the absence of good cause, to attend
and participate in an interview by the board no later than 30 calendar days after being
notified by‘ the board. This subdivision shall only apply to a certificate holder who is

¢

3
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(h) Any action of the licensee, or another person acting on behalf of the
licensee, intended to cause their patient or their patient’s authorized representative to
rescind consent to release the patient's medical records to the board or the,
Department of Consumer Affairs, Health Quality Investigation Unit.

(i) Dissuading, intimidating, or tampéring with a patient, witness, or any person
in an attempt to prevent them from reporting or testifying about a licensee.

%. Section 2305 of the Code states:

The revocation, suspension, or other discipline, restriction or limitation
imposed by another state upon a license or certificate to practice medicine issued by
that state, or the revocation, suspension, or restriction of the authority to practice
medicine by any agency of the federal government, that would have been grounds for
discipline in California of a licensee under this chapter [Chapter 5, the Medical
Practice Act] shall constitute grounds for disciplinary action for unprofessional
conduct against the licensee in this state.

9. Section 23 10 of the Code states: -
(a) Ifa physician and surgeon possesses a license or is otherwise authorized to

practice medicine (1) in any state other than California or (2) by any agency of the
federal government and that license or authority is suspended or revoked outright and
is reported to the National Practitioners Data Bank, the physician and surgeon’s
certificate shall be suspended automatically for the duration of the suspension or
revocation, unless terminated or rescinded as provided in subdivision (c). The
division shall notify the physician and surgeon of the license suspension and of his or
her right to have the issue of penalty heard as provided in this section.

{b} Upon its own motion or for good cause shown, the division may decline to
impose or may set aside the suspension when it appears to be in the interest of justice
to do so, with due regard to maintaining the integrity of and confidence in the medical
profession.

{(c) The issue of penalty shall be heard by an administrative law judge from the
Medical Quality Panel sitting-alone or with a panel of the division, in the discretion of
the division. A physician and surgeon may request a hearing on the penalty and that
hearing shall be held within 90 days from the date of the request. If the order
suspending or revoking the physician and surgeon’s license or authority to practice
medicine is overtumed on appeal, any discipline ordered pursuant to this section shall
automatically cease, Upon the showing to the administrative law judge or panel by
the physician and surgeon that the out-of-state action is not a basis for discipline in
California, the suspension shall be rescinded. . ;

If an accusation for permanent discipline is not filed within 90 days of the
. suspension imposed pursuant to this section, the suspension shall automatically

terminate.

(d) The record of the proceedings that resulted in the suspension or revocation
of the physician and surgeon’s license or authority to practice medicine, including a.
transcript of the'testimony therein, may be received in evidence.

(¢) This section shall not apply to a physician and surgeon who maintains his or
her primary practice in California, as evidenced by having maintained a practice in
this state for not less than one year immediately preceding the date of suspension or
revocation. Nothing in this section shall preclude a physician's and surgeon’s license

4
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from being suspended pursuant to any other provision of law.

(f) This section shall not apply to a physician and surgeon whose license has
been surrendered whose only discipline is a medical staff disciplinary action ata
federal hospital not for medical disciplinary cause or reason as that term is defined in
Section 805, or whose revocation or suspension has been stayed, even if the physician
and surgeon remains subject to terms of probation or other discipline.

(g) This section shall not apply to a suspension or revocation imposed by a state
that is based solely on the prior discipline of the physician and surgeon by another
state.

(h) The other provisions of this article setting forth a procedure for the
suspension or revocation of a physician and surgeon’s certificate shall not apply to
summary suspensions issued pursuant to this section. If a summary suspension has
been issued pursuant to this section, the physician or surgeon may request that the
hearing on the penalty conducted pursuant te subdivision (c} be held at the same time *
as a hearing on the accusation. —

COST RECOVERY

10. Business and Professions Code section 125.3 states that:

(a) Except as otherwise provided by law, in any order issued in resolution ofa
disciplinary proceeding before any board within the department or before the
Osteopathic Medical Board upon request of the entity bringing the proceeding, the
administrative law judge may direct a licensee found to have committed a violation or

- violations of the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the
investigation and enforcement of the case.

(b) In the case of a disciplined licentiate that is a corporation or a partnership,
the order may be made against the licensed corporate entity or licensed partnership.

(c) A certified copy of the actual costs, or a good faith estimate of costs where
actual costs are not available, signed by the entity bringing the proceeding or its
designated representative shall be prima facie evidence of reasonable costs of
investigation and prosecution of the case. The costs shall include the amount of
investigative and enforcement costs up to the date of the hearing, including, but not
limited to, charges imposed by the Attorney General.

(d) The administrative law fudge shall make a proposed finding of the amount
of reasonable costs of investigation and prosecution of the case when requested
pursuant to subdivision (a). The finding of the administrative law judge with regard
to costs shall not be reviewable by the board to increase the cost award. The board
may reduce or eliminate the cost award, or remand to the administrative law judge if
the proposed decision fails to make a finding on costs requested pursuant to
subdivision (a). ,

(e) [fan order for recovery of costs is made and timely payment is not made as
directed in the board’s decision, the board may enforce the order for repayment in any
appropriate court. This right of enforcement shall be in addition to any other rights
the board may have as to any licensee to pay costs. .

@ In any action for recovery of costs, proof of the board’s decision shall be
conclusive proof of the validity of the order of payment and the terms for payment.

3
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(g)(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2}, the board shall not renew or
' reinstate the license of any licensee who has failed to pay all of the costs ordered

under this section.

_Q) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), the board may, in its discretion,
conditionally renew or reinstate for a maximum of one year the license of any-
licensee who demonstrates financial hardship and who enters into a formal agreement

_ with the board to reimburse the board within that one~year period for the unpaid
costs. :

(h) All costs recovered under this section shall be considered a reimbursement
for costs incurred and shall be deposited in the fund of the board recovering the costs
to be available upon appropriation by the Legislature.

(i) Nothing in this section shall preclude a board from including the recovery of
the costs of investigation and enforcement of a case in any stipulated settlement.

(j) This section does not apply to any board if.a specific statutory provision in
that board’s licensing act provides for recovery of costs in an administrative
disciplinary proceeding,

| FACTUAL ALLGATIONS
The Initial Complatat by the Arizona Medical Board (Arizona Beard)

11. Respondent was a physician licensed in Arizona. : ;

12, On or about November 4, 2022, the Arizona Board filed a complaint in Case Nos.

MD-18-09 83A,and MD-21-0024A, alleging that Respondent had engaged in unprofessional

conduct under A.R.S. §§ 32-1301(27)(e), 32-1401(27(0)-(x), and 32-1401(kk) after receiving a
- complaint from Patient 1°s! estate about a payment Respondent claimed he was owed. The

Arizona Board also received notification of a settlement regarding Respondent's care and

treatment of Patient 2. The matter proceeded to a hearing before an administrative law judge.:

The Arizona Board’s Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order

13. On March 2, 2023, the Arizona Board issued a Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law,

| and Order (Findings and Order). The Findings and Order made the following factual findings:
Respondent’s Treatment of Patient 1

a. In October 2015, Patient 1 sought treatment from Respondent for breast cancer. On

October 27, 2015, Patient 1 signed an agreement with Respondent's practice, under which

treatment was estimated to amount to $6,800.00 for three weeks, The total amount for treatment

} was $20,400.00.

' The patients’ names are being withheld to protect their privacy.
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b. In October and November 2015, Respondent treated Patient 1 with IV therapies, and

Patient 1 paid a total of $25,775.00.

ec. OndJuly 12, 2016, Patient 1 died of cancer,
d.' In October 2017, Respondent made claims against Patient 1’s estate for unpaid -

medical bills equating to $36,800.00 and sent her estate’s executor an invoice for $44,500.00. In

| March 2018, Respondent sent a copy of the agreement with Patient 1 io her estate’s executor, but
( 

om a 
‘.

the amount owed was altered to show $56,800.00 for three weeks’ treatment. Respondent also

| sent the excontor invoices in amounts of $68,500.00, $55,025.00, and $57,525.00.
e. The costs for the IV infusion ingredients varied among multiple invoices, and there

was no explanation for the differences documented on the invoices or in the medical records.

f. In November 2018, Respondent provided a summary of Patient 1’s treatments, in

response to the Arizona Board’s request for Patient 1°s complete medical chart. Respondent

| contended that Patient 1 had received treatments from November 1] to 13, 2015. He also

furnished Patient 1’s medical records, which did not include any documentation of IV infusions
for November 12 and 13, 2015.

g. In May 2019, Respondent provided two additional records purporting to be Patient
I*s infusion records for November 12 and 13, 2015. However, these records did not include the

infusion times.

h. Patient 1 was in New Jersey on November 12and 13, 2015, and thus, Respondent
could not have treated her with IV infusions on those dates. .

| Respondent’s Treatment of Patient 2
i, Patient 2 had four documented encounters with Respondent on March 29, April 3,

| May 23, and June 21, 2017.

j. On April 5, 2017, Patient 2 signed an agreement with Respondent, under which he

agreed to pay an estimated $20,000.00 for treatment.

k. Respondent treated Patient 2 for conditions including dementia related to Alzheimer’s

disease, mostly with I'V infusions.

7
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1, On June 26, 2017, Patient 2’s daughters, who were also co-trustees of a tnist Patient 2

had established, expressed concems about the amount Respondent was billing to Patient 2.

Respondent discharged Patient 2 from his practice.

m. On November 10,2021, Respondent attempted to justify the amount that he charged

| Patient 2 and claimed that he continued te treat Patient 2 with therapy until September 27, 2017.

| However, he did not submit any medical records to substantiate this assertion.

n. | Patient 2 paid Respondent at least $114,755.00 for less than three mouths of
| treatment, at least $46,000.00 of which was billed by Respondent and paid by or on behalf of _

Patient 2 after discharge.

Hearing Evidence

14. After the Arizona Board issued the complaint, Respondent submitted handwritten

medical records for Patient 2 that did not resemble the prior medical records. The’ Arizona Board

asserted that the medical records appeared to have been fabricated after the fact.

15. An expert witness testified that, as to Patient 2, the treatment was within the standard

of care for his condition. However, based on his review of Patient 2’s documented four office

| Visits, the expert witness concluded that the records of those visits Respondent submitted to the

‘Arizona Board were insufficient to justify $114,755.00 in billing, Respondent had failed to

provide any documentation detailing the I'V treatments that were administered and when. The

expert witness also opined that the handwritten medical records from Respondent were

| inadequate to support the billing.
16. The executor of Patient 1’s estate testified that she reccived varying amounts owed to

Respondent at different times and was concerned about the discrepancies. Upon reviewing

| Patient 1’s medical records, the executor discovered that Patient ] had received treatracnt ftom

Respondent on multiple days when she was out of the state.
17. Respondent testified that he did not know anything regarding the finances of his

| office and that he signed documents when told to sign them. Accordingly, he wais unable to
/ comment on the different versions of the agreement Patient 1 had signed.

8
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18. When questioned about Patient 1’s medical records for November 12 and 13, 2015,

| when she was out of the state, Respondent claimed that the records for those dates appeared to be

an attempt to order the I'V treatments in advance of Patient 1’s arrival. However, Respondent was

unable to explain why Patient V's blood pressure and temperature were documented on the page.
19. Respondent’s office manager testified that the change in price for Patient I's

treatment was due to Patient 1°s desire to aggressively treat her cancer, which meant higher doses
of the IV therapies and chemotherapy. But the office manager was unable to explain the medical
records indicating the therapies provided when Patient 1 was out of the state,
The Revocation of Respondent’s Arizona License

20. In its Findings and Order, the Arizona Board found that the weight of the evidence

| presented by clear and convincing evidence that Respondent’s patient records were incomplete

and inadequate; he had billed Patient 1 for treatment not provided and attempted to obtain a fee

by mispresentation; he had made false and fraudulent statements about the billing and treatment
|| of Patient 1; he had charged excessive fees for the treatment of Patient 2; and he had made false

| or misleading statements to the Arizona Board about the billing and treatment of Patient 2.

21,- The Arizona Board ordered the revocation of Respondent's Arizona license and

|| assessed $2,476.56 in costs for the hearing.

22. On May 10, 2023, the Arizona Board denied Respondent’s request for a rehearing or
(| review.

CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Discipline, Restriction, or Limitation Imposed by Another State)
23. The allegations set forth in Paragraphs 11 through 22 are incorporated by reference as

if fully set out herein.

24, By reason of the facts stated in Paragraphs 11 through 22 above, Respondent is
subject to disciplinary action under Code sections 2305 and 141 , in that on or about March 2,
2023, the Arizona Board issued a Findings and Order revoking Respondent’s Arizona license for

unprofessional conduct based on inadequate medical records; excessive billing, and false and

fraudulent statements. A true and correct copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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DISCIPLINARY CONSIDERATIONS
25, To determine the degree of discipline, if any, to be imposed on Respondent Dean

| Richard Silver, M.D., Complainant alleges that on or about December 15, 2025, Respondent's

| Physician’s and Surgeon’s Certificate Number G 89057 was immediately suspended pursuant to
| Business and Professions Code section 23 16, after the Board received notice that Respondent's

Arizona license had been revoked on or about March 2, 2023. That order is now final and is
| incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein. The suspension imposed constitutes

| discipline against Respondent’s Physician’s and Surgeon’s Certificate. A true and correct copy of
said decision is attached hereto as Exhibit B.

‘PRAYER

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged,

| and that following the hearing, the Medical Board of California issue a decision:
1. Revoking or suspending Physician’s and Surgeon’s Certificate Number G 89057,

' issued to Respondent Dean Richard Silver, M.D.;
2. Revoking, suspending or denying approval of Respondent Dean Richard Silver,

|| M.D.’s authority to supervise physician assistants and advanced practice nurses;

3. Ordering Respondent Dean Richard Silver, M.D., to pay the Board the costs of the

| investigation and enforcement of this case, and if placed on probation, the costs of probation
| monitoring; and"

4, Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

DATED: February 20, 2026 harkens Sint Foy
REN VARGHESE
Executive Director
Medical Board of California
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California
Complainant

| 82025307067
|} 44919167
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‘BEFORE THE ARIZONA MEDICAL BOARD

In the. Matter of Gase No, 22A-38223-MDX

| DEAN R: SILVER, i.D., FINDINGS OF FAGT,ae CONCLUSIONS OF LAWLAND ORDER
Holder of icsnée No. 38229

|For the Practice of Allopathic Medisthe (Board Cage Nos, UD 48.0868ee

Inthe State ‘of; Arzona. and MD-24-0

“on March 4, 208, this matter came hefore the Arizona Medial. Board CHa")
|| for consideration ‘of Administrative Law Judge ALJ") Tammy ‘L. Eigenheer’s proposed
Findings. ‘of Fact, Conclusions. of Law.and Reconimended Order. Michael ‘Goldberg
|| appeared on:behalf of Deati.R. Sliver, M.D. CRespontient’); Assistant Attorney Ganeral

ed

a m
S | available to pravide Independent legal ativive to the Board.

The Boaid, having coisiderett-itie ALJ's Dedliston and the entire record tn this
| matter; hereby issues the following Findings of Fact, Gonelusions of Law and Onder..
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EINDINGS OF FACT
4. “Tite Arizona. Medical Board (Board) ts: the: authority for the regulation ang]

leontral-of tthe’ ipraciice of allopathic. medicine th the State of Arizoha:
2, DeanR, Silver, M. D., (Respondent) Js the holder of License No..38223 for th

|| Practice of allopattile medicine in Atlzona.
3. Ofi-cr about November 4, 2022, itie Board tssued a Complaint and Notice a
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nO |? ARB. § s2440t27fe fe} définas “unprofessional conduct to include “taling or refusing fo meinialn
| Piouialer 5 set4niteri area *“unprofeesianal conduct" ta tholude ‘[yjotalingor alten

| cineotiy or tnatrestiy, of:asslsting incor aballing:the violation of or conspiring to violate any: provisis
y ARS. § 3241401(27)(u} deftres: “unprofesaldrial conduct®-to Include “IKinowingly making any false-| (irgudulent statement, ion ororel, In connaction with the practice of madisine orf applying. for privileges

| renewing anapplissiton for privileges ate heallh care fristiiution.
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|/Elzabeth: Campbell represented the Slate. Assistant Attomey Genera Ben Nortis was |
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“|| Heasing -to Respondent alléging Resporident had engaged in unprofessional: cond a
| purstiant to ARG: § 94-4401(27)(6),' ARS, § SAA40120" ARS. § 32-140127)(U); é

s 
a 

y
 

. 
: 

il,
2

 S
petp

eew
e 

m
er

e 
wr

es
t 

so
te

n 
cee 

ete
omoune

 
gh

 
wee 

oes



14 |]

Ls iF
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16. nt Agréeriant’},-A8 setiforth inthe Agreement, chatges fortes !
14. [Penteunnt to $6800 Mor3:weeks “and |. have-agresd to: pay-wedkly such amourit.” dV initiajed|

4

Ss:
é a he: Ww

7

6

| ARS. 32-1401(27)(0),4 ARS. §:32-4401(27)00) F ARS. § 32-4401 (27300: and ARS,
[9.32-1408t27)0." :

MD-48-0983A,

4, . The: Board Initiated case Humber MD-18-0983A-aftar’ facéiving @ conta
. trom. the estate af Patient AW: M regent paymant Respondent laimed hes was owed:

§ On October 26,:2015, JW: ‘Soiight traatmént-with Respondent related: fo: hei
breast cancer: dW.pald Respondent $500,

ft

6 Oh Colder 27, 2015, JW signed a ‘Cost of Cate Certification and]
‘Agrsment with Sitver Institute for bife Exiension Medfcina/tiean Ri: Silver; M.D. MDH)

aitient. “are estimated to]

Exhibit A? to:the Agresinént Stating that-the treatment was planned tobe provided over a 1
period ‘of Sweeks. ‘The:treaiment toial was: ‘shown to be-$20,400, or $6,800.X.3,

7. In. October atid November 2015, Respondent treated’ ret iV théraples.

16

i?

re

29 ||
20 |

21

Aste edema “ynprofassional conduct” te Inchide fhefollowing:
BiVIGS shot enced OF gr eg a proféssiniial fee for'palietitivefarals “

Srpong Ness Care 3 car batireen, cabanion cose sat
apply. to. ipeymen fs fiat bom al rasearcherand moni ‘paltents or a ante ila! ranean We the Uniod States faa ene

: FAs. 2st ti ut conduct! ti Inchide "[oybteining a fos:-by frei, evaltiod ~
Fa ee oni :dafings "unprofessioris! Ganduct" to Inolide thé féllowing:

224).

23.
za |)

25

‘Changing or colfacling -@. clearly exoasshe: feo, in :detbérining whelliet a: fee is. cidaity’
xossslvd, tha boutt! shell éprialier the (ay of ninge of fees cuntomatt shamed In this alate

for sinitar. cary sas ty light of modifying (faétora. such asthe fim res 1, the complexity oftho-saivice ‘arid -the ei regio pata hg sone, “prop Is:60ni oershy dinars iso deceaniiion sone Ore fixed fee-betwtan The sepdieelen salient:that Kas beon entered into hafore the provision of the service.
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8, Of Nowember-19; 2015, JW pald Respondent $20;795'(96,725:4+:612,000).
®. Gn Noveinber'28,.2015; dW paid Respondent $4/550 (91,626+92;725),,
10, Betwean ‘October and November 2015, JW paid Respondent a@ total of

1s Iw died ‘ofoancer oh.Jduly- 12,2016.
i 42. Beginning in. August 2017; Respondent made claims ageinst JVs estate: for
what he asserted were unpaid imedical bills In-the amount.of $26,800.

13. On Dedenibar 5,.2017, Respondent sentiJWs executor'an invoice shawing!

that a4otal'of $44,500 was due-for JW's treatmaiite,
14, li March 2018, Respondent sent the executora copy of the Agreement, but

{ithe Aqreemant'tiad been altered toshow $86,800: for'3 weeks’ treatinent
48. In. March, 2048, Respondent sent’ the ‘executor Invoices in the: varying

amounts-of $68,500, $55,025,-and $57,525.
16, The cost for he 1V infusion Ingredients: varied beiween the muftipia invoices

| No explanation for the differenc’s was documeiited ch the tvoites: or in. the medleal
vecords®

o
f 

Bb
w

 
N

N
 

FG

44 || 47. AS part of its Investigation and by tetter dated Ootober 25, 2048, ‘the Boatd|
ag || equested that Recpondent provide JUVs.complete medical chart by Novambér 8, 2048:

48. Gri Novernber 30,2018, Respondant, through his-attorney, seni the Board
any’ of VINES treatments. Ih this sumindry, Respofident claimed that JW nadracoved

=Hiviweateentson Novemiber'Tt, 12 and-13;2018,
19, On. Noveniber:80, 2018, Respondsht, through his. attorney, seit. the =

jand'43,.2018.

is

92 IH = - : —

dq | ARS. 8 32-4404 defines “onprofesalondl conduct’ to include “[XInowingly. making a falsd.o1#3 ace tent Board ‘or enprotegalor ‘pequired, by'Ihe:beard or in a:wwilten correspondence,Including’ Uaehonents, wit ththe board.”rough Ne ley, ean oat fone ab: Is. att (ea ie) amen the conssnieations, and
| documentation in the matical record thet JV requested. of received IV ‘treatments at Increased levels of
goncentration,
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{ JWs- medical records, specifically : including IV infusion records. ‘The. records sent..on].
||Novernber 90; 2048, did not Include IV. infusion recofds for Patlént- JW for: Novamber 12]
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| fecdrds:puiportirig to-badWi's IV infusion records for November 12 and 13,2018,

| shecitioaly nfusion tines; Inchidied in the IV infusion veicax

| consisted primat

latrustestabiished by WC, expidesed contenis abouit the amourit Respondent was bing

20. On May 7, 2019, Respondent;.throughi his attorney, provided two additional)

21. ‘The two iV Infusion’ seoords: provided in May 2048: lacked the detail,
S sent inApril.

2, JWwas in New Jersey on at Jnaast November 42:and 13, 2016; Conbeddenthy
Respondent could fot. have-treated. JW with iV Infusionsion those dates.

MD-24-0024A

24, By. fetter dated February 16, 2021, the. Board requested that Respoiehy
provide: We's complete: medical record by March '2, 2021. Respondent provided medical,
fécords to the Board thiftarch 2021.

28, WC hail only four ‘documented patient engounters with Réspdndéent! Maren

demenila rélaied to Alzheimer's disease, Respondents. treatment eppersed td have
Dy oF iV infusions.

‘28. OnJuné 26,2017, after WO's adult:daughtess, who.were also co-tustees Gf

WC, Respondentdiecharged WC’ from ile practice.
29. ‘In a lettet ta the Boatd dated November 1, 2021, Respendarit:attemplad

justify tie-emount: he chiarged WC and! claimed ‘that! he-cantinued ‘to treat" WG ‘wilh
thérapy wiitl September 27, 2017. ‘Respondent. did not: submit.any medical recohds -te

‘supporthis asseition that ie continued.totieat WC ‘alter dime 26; 2017.
24
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28, ‘The Board initiated case. nuinber MD-21-0024A dfiértetelitig riotification off
a. settlement regarding Respondent's: care and treaiment of WG, an .85 yearold mala

{ipatient, | :

25, On April 5, 2017, WC sighed a Financial Agréenient. Goritract with]
‘| Respondent agreeing to. pay an estimated, $20,000 for his course. of ‘trealént With)

Respohident:
14

29, April 8, May 25, andwuine:24, 2017..
2%, ‘Respondent provided treatrnent io we for cohditiens specifically’ nti
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‘30. WO paid’ Resporident at least $114,755. for fess than three months. of

treatment;.al least;$46,000-of which wae billed by Respondent and pald by of oh behalfoll

| WC after discharge. |
‘Hearing Evidsnee |

31. Al héatihg,-the ‘Board presented the teatiniony of Resporident-Scolt Milton
Jensen, Mi:D.; ‘Medical: Consultant -Juliz Simmons, JW%s sister, and Ragué! Rivera
‘Investigations: Manager.

|| testinony-of. Jeannette Stuét, his wifé.and Offics Manager.
88. After '‘ihe Bourd Issued the Compisini-and Notice’ of Hearing, Resporidarit!|-submitted Handititten medioal recoils for WC that Hie puirpoitedly: located 4h storage. aa

handwritten tedical racords:did not took anything Ike. the prior medical records:far WG.
|| The Boal asgeited-that the iiddibal recotds appearetl to havé-beén fabricated after ihe|
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| 34. Dri Jetigéri testified that, with respuct to WG, the treaiment provided was_[[yatthin:the standard-of care:for-WC's condition. Dr, Jensen received retards documiontng
| | Hou? office visits, con: Match 29, 2017, April 3, 2017,. May 23, 2017, and June 21, 2077!

|| Havever, Br. Jensen:concluded thet the tecords’of those visite Respondent submitted to)
_ [the ‘Board were: hot: sofficlent to Justify $444,755.00 in ‘billing: Specifically, Respondent!

felled 40 -provitis any documentation detailing what IV: treatments ‘werd administered of
Vihen. ‘Further, Dr. Jensen opined thatthe handwritten:medioat records Respontdént latelf
submitted: viefé also thadetjuate to jualify the biting, Dr. Jensen admitted that. if

|| Respondent hadi documentatton of IV’ therapies adinihistered to WC, dufing the lind psrtoil|
Rmey.be enoitgh fo jistify the biling, but based on the records submittad, the billing was
‘clearly excessive.” , :

95. Ms. Sintmons testified that, dé the. executor of JWV's,esiata, she attempted fo

idetermina if any oittstanding balance waa owed to Resiichdent. Ms..Simmiiis:was. glvent
Varying amourits-owed at differant tines and was concemed with thé discrepancies. Upon:
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| received treatment from Responderit-on multiple days whelshe:was.outofetate.
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-82, At hearing, Respondent testified on his own behalf and: presented thé]

«

-llreivicw: of Jie medica records, Ms. Simmons discovered: that: WW had purpoitedty[
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25 |

|| fevordei ch the page. Respondent 

|
28. According to Respondent, after WC ivas. discharged from his care on helwo
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'|| started. maintaining trandwritten medical records separate from W's existing ‘le for

- || firoeeding; hé:had provided his atternay with allof WC's medical records. ‘Then, when the!
.||Board réquestad WC's medical records from Respéhdeht, ha nieraly forwarded the

'|}the- Complaint and Notice of Hearing In'thls matter. | |
39.. Risspondent teétified at the.tiearing 4hat, during a break, Ms. Silver notified).

him ‘that they had more'treatment plang that he asked leave to- submit. Respondent wag):

$6, Respondent testified that he did not know anything regarding the finances
ii: ‘office and ‘that he:signed decuments-when he was told fo sign decuments. As sich
Réspondaht was unable to. make-any commarit.cn the diferent versions of the agreament
‘signed by. JW, )

37. Wher quéstioned about JWs. medical tecoris for Novamber 42 and 13,
2015, when JVWiwas out of'state, Respondent stated that the medical racords. for- those
dates appedréd. to be an attempt to order the IV treatments Ih.advanve of UW's. anival.

Respondent was unable to explain why the patient's blood pressure. and temperatura Werel

| 26, 2017;-WC returned to’ seek additional iréatent until Octobar 2017. Respondent then|

[reasons that were hol entirely dlear to: the Admifistrative Law Judge, Respondent

[indicated it was because, of WC's family’s concems -regarding the:cost of tha care. and)
| possible malpractice. claitris, but denied that he was attempting to hide that WC was
patient of his; ‘Respendent stated that when the: malpractice case involving WC Was

|imeddical racords .he ‘had previausly provided. to’ his ‘atiomey to the Board. Respondent}
adseried that he only.discoyered tie haridwritién medical retords in a box after recelulfg|

ivfortned that he. had numerous opportunities to provite the. medical records fo the Boar
and 4o the tribunal prior to the-hearing.. Respenderit asserted that he-dld not Kv fiat ihe
Adininistrative Law Judge did not have tha records.

and. chemotherapy. Ns. Silver was unable to explain the medical records Indicating
| theraptes given wher JW was ‘out of state,

40, Ms. Silveh asserted ‘that the. change in prise. for JVs, treatment was.becaus al
| j| she wanted to-aggtessively.freal her'cangar, which.meant higher doses of the-V therapies)
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41. Respondent's testimony was.net credible; Respondent wes unable té éxpla! {
|| why, when fe, was belng suéd for malpfactice, he would not have providéd hie atiomey

‘the Board-nofified him that ihey-were Investigating a complaint: agalnst-him and yegueste
iWe's hiedioa} Fevords, Hie failed to! provide all of W's madical wécords. Additionally
[Respondent's statements attempting to: explain why: the. *recantly. distoveréd® medica
lrecondiviére handivillten and fot kept with VWwC'S other niedical records were nonsensical:

. qonits libs oF LAW
4. The Arzone Board has jufisdiotioh, over Respofident and-tha subject matter

In this case.

10: iif 2 Pursuant.to. A.R:S, § 49-1082.07(G)(2) and AA.C,. R2-18-4 49%B), thé Boardia iphes the bufderi Of roofth.this matte, ‘The standard of proof is By clear and: si oe
ie, evidence, ARS. § 32-1451:04,
__ || —-& ~The tegislatute created the Board to: protect thé public. See laws: 1992, Ch.

14 4 ARS. 82-440 116) provides that
is "Adequate fecordsTM means: legible medical tecdrds, prothided by heind-or: aleckrontealy, containing, at a mijiium, sufficient: information fo identify the
“6 ‘patient, aupport the diagnosis, justify the treatment, accurately document the:

. ‘fevulls;, indicate civice atid catitionary warings. provided io the patient and,
| provide sufficient information for another practitioner to assume cdntinulty, of
4B , ‘fhe: ‘patients: care al any: point? inthe course: ‘of treatment.

ig 5, The Wwelpiit-of:thia evidence: presented estabilished by clear and convincing]
20 ipevidence: that ‘Respondents. pallerit recotiis were Incoinplete-and inadequate as detail

29: @ The weiglit of the evidente presented éstabilished: by cldar and: corivincing
“" lVevidence that Respondents billing of JW Inclided charges for treatmentthat-was hd
23 | provided dnd:thal Respondent atiempted to obteln-a fao-by: misrepsegentation. Sn-uging: they

| altated bling agreament to Justify increased eliarges aé-detalied above,
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Witt all oF WC's:medical records. Further, Respondent was unable to.explain why, whan
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7. The welght-of the svidehcé presented’ established ‘hy clear and cotivinciny
‘evidence {hat Respondent made false and fraudulent.statements. related to. the bil Ing and
sraaiment of JWias-delailed above, .

8. THe weight-of'thd evidance preséiitad’ established by. ol@ar and corivincing
evidence ‘that Respondent charged a clearly excessiva-fee for the téatmert provided to

| Wc as-detated above.
®. The welght.of the evidence. presented established ‘by clear and convincing

evidence that-Réspiondeht Kdiowingly niada: false of misleading, statements to the Board
regarding the billing. and-freatment of JW a6 detailed abova;,

20, Therefore; the. Board. established that Respondent's conduct constituted!
unprofessional: conduct pursuant to A.R:S. § 92-1404 (27)(@):In thatitie falled of refissed fol

| || maiftéln adequate records for his patients-ae definad by. A.R.S. § 32-1402(2). *
44. Further, the Board estdblieied that Respondent's contiict coristituted|

unprofeselorial ‘conduct pursuant ts ARS. § 32-4401(27)(0, epecifically ARS,°§ 92,
|/1407@7)()and ARS, § 9241409(27)(W), In that Te: changed. 4 186 for eeivices not”
| vendéred and stleitipted to-collect fees by misrepresenting the:agreed upon fees:

12. Furthar, the Board established that Respondent's conduct consiliuted
Jinprofessloriel. conduct pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-1407(27)(u) In itiat he knowingly made
falsé: oF fratidiilent-statemants in conriéction with ihe ‘practice. of medicine relating to the
billing and‘treatment of JW,

13, Furtlidt, the Board established that Respondent's conduct eonstitule
uniprofesstonal.condunt pursuant to A‘R:S. § 92-1404 (27)0d,:in that he changed WC 3.fee)
Sat ‘Was vleaily exvessive for the’ treatment provided as. ddcumented ta the medical

| 44. “Fhrially, the Board established that Resporident's. conduct constitutedunprofessionatconductpursuantte A.RAS. §:32-1404(27)(ie) tn wat Reoponden rend
mais falee statements to the: Board regarding the billing and trealment af JW.

| 15, Purswantite ARS, § $2-1467(M), “ile board may charge.the costs of formal)
Higaiings to the licensée-whd tt'firids to ba [a violation..of this:chapter”
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foimal hearing lithe amoutit-of $ 2,476.46 te be pald to thie Boaid by certified funds: within
BO-days ofofthe etigolive date: of thls ‘Order,

Respondent fs tereby voted that fie: en fj Hight pelitin for a reheating ar

petition ‘for: ratieating: ar reviaw misstset fort tegally Sufficient reasons for granting a

|fishearing or review, AAC. R4-16-103; Servite of this-onder is effective five a) days
latter dete.cf malting. AR.S.-§ 44-4082.09(C). If a.pefition for rehearing or review. fs not:

, the Bears Order becomes affective thitly-five. (85) days. after it Is hailed to
4 Respondent.

Redpéhdeht-Is:further fiotifed that:the filing of a molidn:for rehearing or review Is
|[sequired fo praserve-any rights of appsal to the Superior Court,

DATED this 2" Gay of aren 2028, |
THE ARIZONA MEDICAL BOARD

foes “MeSarley gd
Executive Director

| Based’ on the: doregoing, itis ORDERED that on the effeotive.date of the final onder
lin dtiis. matter, Bean, R. Silver; M.Dis License No. 28223 for ‘the practice. of alopatiy

|| Redicing inthe State-of Arizona shall ba raveked,
it Is further ORDERED that Dean R, Silver, M-D., is cherged for, the cost. of tia

review. “The petition for refiearing of neview must bo-filed with the Budid's.Execulive |

0:1] Gireotor within thirty (20) days: after sen/ice:of this Order, A.R.S.§ 41-1002:09(8). The:
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| Arizona Medios! Board
4740 W, Adams, Sitlle 4900

: Phoenix, Atzona 85007

GOPY.of she forgoing ‘filed
this. A day of March'2023 with:

Greg: Hanchett, Director
Office of Administrative: ‘Hearings
phos AW. Adanis:
Pooenlx; AZ. BS007 ©

Execiited copy af the: forégain ng.
hee ‘U.S. Mail and'emaited.2 tay ct, March, 2023 to;
Aus ‘Silver; M.D.

dress 6f Record
spondent

| Michael d. Geiethorg, Esq,
Galdberg Lai? Gratp4/1647 North. Scottsdale Road, Suife:200

a Seatedele, Arteans 8SHG

|| Elizabeti:A, Campbell]
Assistant Attomey General.

° Gites of the Atiomey Gatieral
SOD/LES
2008.N.. ‘Central Avenia
‘Pheentx, AZ 85004
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Exed ulive: Olfice
2005 vergreer Street, Suite 1200OF CALIFORNIA Scien ch S015 40)

. Fox: [914 4Protecting consurtiers by“advencirig High quality, sdfe médical one. ie inne eae
. sGovii Newson: Govemon ssietergy Gailltoriic ‘| [gusiness, Consumer Services’ and'Housing-Agency! | ‘bépaitiment tof Consiimer Allatrs

DEC. £52025

Dean Richard SiveF, M.D.7629 E Plrifiaéle Peak Ré,,, Suite: 408
Séottsdale; AZ 88255-6290:

RE: NOTIGE OF OUT OF STATE: SUSPENSION ORDER’
California License! ze 99057

_ Case h juniber; - $00-2023-096674;

Dear Dr. Silver:,

Califarnia. Buginess-and Professions Code section 2310 auithiorizes the Medical Board of
‘California toimiiediatel Y ‘susperid the:California medical license of any phiysician and
Surgeoti whose:medical license has been suspended or revoked I in any’ other state or by: any’
agérioyiof the federal government: Ascopy Of Business arid Professions Code section 2310 is:
enclosed. for your: review:

The:Medical Board of California has: determined, -uipon review of certified documents-fromthe.
Arizona Medical Board, tatyourAtizona license to practice redicine:was revoked on March:
2;,2023, ‘Based: ‘on is revocation,’ ‘your Califémia medical license-has been. suspended
étfective: imrmiddiately, "This-action will be reported to. the Nati ional. Practitioner Data Bank and
‘the Federation of State Medical Boards:.

You have a'right to'a hearing onthe issue: of péialty, as:provided by‘Business.and.
Professions Code settiati: 2310(6). This Rearing awill Ge held within 90 days from: the date of
alias ‘You mayserid:this requestito: ,

‘Greg Wy. Gharntisrs
Machel Mingardi

“‘Supendising Depity ‘Attorneys:Genérak
‘Depatiment.of dustice

455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000 -
San-Franciseo, CA 94702:

Shidsuld thestatus of your medical license-in Arizona change, please fidtify us: inimediately.. if
. you ‘hawaidiny-questionsiregarding this matter, blegie _contaer Regina: Rodriguez:at(918) 263-
2370 .

Sung,

lat Director
~ Enclosure:


