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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. 800-2023-096611
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. Onor 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.”

A}
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3. On or about November 4, 2022, the Arizona Medical Board (Arizona Board) fileda
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 receiviqg 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. Oﬁ 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 hisrepresentation, 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 th_e 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. Onorabout 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 Dis_covery, 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

2 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. Reﬁpondent 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.
800-2023-096611.

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:

(¢) 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.

(¢) 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.

(8)(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 Respondeﬁt 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
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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.

¢.  Onorabout 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 abo_ut 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.v Respondent’s Physician’s and Surgeon’s
Certificate may not be renewed or reinstated unless all costs ordered under Businéss 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 procedurgs 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
1
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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 is so ORDERED May 13, 2026.

SF2025307067
45027333

/42%%725 Z//
REJT 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. MINGARD!I
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
C. HAaY-Miz CHO
Deputy Attorney General
State Bar No. 282259
455 Golden Gate Avenie, 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. 800-2023-096611
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) brinés this Accusation solely in his official oapacit}" as
the Executive Director of the Medical Board of California, Department of Consumer Affairs
{Board).
‘ 2.  On orabout November 2, 2011, the Medical Board issued Physician’s and Surgeon’s |-
Certificate Nu-mber G 89057 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 Cod_e 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 govemment, 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.

3. uSection 2004 of the Code states:
The board shall have the responsibility for the following:

(2) The enforcement of the disciplinary and eriminal provisions of the Medical .
Practice Act.

(b) The administration and hearing of disciplinary actions.

(¢) Carrying out disciplinary actions a;ip‘mp’ria:e to findings made by a panel or
an administrative law judge.

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

(e} 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.

(=) Apprdving 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 contiriuing medical education program.
6.  Section 2227 of the Code states:

(2) 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 Governmenit
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
ll;equirement that the licensee complete relevant cducational courses approved by the
oard,

(5) Have any other action taken in relation to disciph'n;e'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 Scction 803.1.

7. Scction 2234 of the Code states: .

The board shall take action against any licensee who is charged with -
unprofessional conduct. In addition to other Tav@sicns 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 omisstons. 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, atct; or :
omission that constitutes the negligent act described in paragraph (1), including, but
not limited to, a reevalnation of the diagnosis or a change in treatment, and the
licensee’s conduct departs from the applicable standard of care, each departure
constifutes a separate and distinct breach of the standard of care. - .

-,

{(d) Incompetence.

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

(f) Any action or conduct that would have warranted the denial of a certificate.
{g) The failure by a certificate holder, in the absence of goed cause, to attend

and participate in an interview by the board no later than 30 calendar days afier being
notified by’ the board. This subdivision shall only apply to a certificate holder who is

4
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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 tampering with a patient, witness, or any person
in an attempt to prevent them from reporting or testifying about a licensee.

8.  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 suthority 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 IO' of the Code states: -

(a) If a 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 govemnment and that license or authority is suspended or revoled 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 {¢). 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 s0, with due regard to maintaining the integrity of and confidence in the medical

profession.

() The issue of penalty shall be heard by an administrative Jaw 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 tﬁe date of the request. If the order
suspending or revoking the physician and surgeon’s license or authority to practice
medicine is overturned 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 ofthe

. 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.

(e) 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 pursnant 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 & 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.

() This section shall not apply to a suspension or revocation imposed by a state
that is bascd 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 to 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 partership.

(¢} 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 2 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 requésted pursuant to
subdivision (a). )

(¢} 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. - -

() 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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(2)(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, '

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

(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.

(i) 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 Complaint by the Arizona Medical Board (Arizona Board)

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>aml MD-21-0024A, alleging that Respondent had engaged in unprofessional

conduct under A.R.S. §§ 32-1301(27)(e), 32-1401(2-7)(&:}_-({(), 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 Res;}o.n&ent’s care and
treatment of Patient 2. The matter proceeded t0 a hearing before an administrative lawjudgs.ﬁ
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 foil‘owing 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 o amount to $6,800.00 for three weeks, The total amount for treatment

was §20,400.00.

! The patients’ names are being withheld to proteet their privacy.
6

(DEAN RICHARD SILVER, M.D.) ACCUSATION NO. 800-2023-096611




LT~ - - S DR - T ¥ T -G FUR N

b.  InOctober and November 2015, Respondent treated Patient 1 with IV therapies, and
Patient | paid a total of $25,775.00.
e.  Onluly 12,2016, Patient 1 died of cancer.

d.” InOcteber 2017, Respondent made claims against Patient 1°s estate for unpaid -
medical bills equating to $36,800.00 and sent her estate’s ;executo:r an invoice for $44,500.00. In
March 2018, Respondent sent a copy of the agreement with Patient 1 1o her estate’s executor, but

{the amount owed was altered to show £56,800.00 for three weeks’ treatment. Respondent also
sent the executor invoices in amounts of $68,500.00, 555,@25.09? and $57,525.00. |

e.  The costs for the IV infusion ingredients vatied among multiple invoices, and there
was no explanation for thé differences documented on the invoices or in the medical records.

£ ‘In November 2(y18, 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 11 to 13, 2015, He also
furnished Patient 1’s medical records, which did not iﬁglude_any doctmentation of IV infusions
‘forNovembif.r 12 and 13, 2015. |
g InMay 2019, Respondent provided two additional recards purporting to be 'Patiexﬁ
1"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 'Iz‘anci 13,2015, and thus, Respondent
could not have treated her with TV inﬁxsign; on those dates. -»
| Respondent’s Treatment of Patient 2

i, Patient2 had four documented encounters with Respondent on March 29, April 3,
May 23, and June 21, 2017.

J. OnApril 5,2017, Patient 2 signed an agreement with Respondent, under which he
agreed fo pay an estimated $20,000.00 for treatment. ,
k.” Respondent treated Patient 2 for conditions including ;iem.entia related to Alzheimer’s

disease, mostly with IV infusions.

7 _
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Pt

O e - & W B W

BOR OB R OB N R M R s e e e e et e e e e
® = G B L RN s D D A, B oW o om o

. On June 26, 2017, Patient 2°s daughters, who were also co-trustees of a trust Patient 2
had established, expressed concerns about the amount Respondent was bilii;ng 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 to 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 Respbndent at least $114,755.00 for less than three months of

- treatment, at Jeast $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 pnor medical records. The' Anzcna 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 275 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, Re\spc)ndent had failed to

provide any documentation detailing the IV treatments that weré 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 received varying amounts owed to

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

| Patient 1’s medical records, 'the‘executur discovered that Patient 1 had received treatment from

| Respondent on multnple days when she was out of the state.

17. Respondent testified that he did not know anythmﬁ regarding the ﬁnanccs of his
office and that he signed documents when told to sign them. Accordingly, he was unable to

comment on the different versions of the agreement Patient 1 had signed.

3

(DEAN RICHARD SILVER, M.D.} ACCUSATION NO."800-2023-096611




LV= B IS - N ¥ U U FURE & B

bt bR bk A S e
th b D M =

® = A Wt R OO O™ o= S v om O

ey
N

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 atterupt to order the [V treatments in advance of Patient 1°s arrival. However, Respondent was

unable to explain why Patient 1’s b_lcrc;d 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 178 desire to aggressively treat her cancer, whféh meant higher doses

of the IV thcfa;pies and chemotherapy. But the office manager was unable to ?xplain the medical

records indicating the vtherapics provided when Patient 1 was out of the state,

The Revocati(;n of Respondenf’s Arizona License

20. Inits 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 treatinent not provided and attempted to obtain a fee

by mispresentation; he fmd made fulse and fraudulent statements about the billing and treatment

| of Patient I; he had charged excessive fees for the tréatment 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, OnMay 10, 2023, the Arizona Board denied Respondent’s requést for a rehearing or

{i review.

CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
{(Discipline, Restriction, ﬁr Limitation Imposed by Another State)

23. The allegations set forth in Pgragraphs 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 frue and correct copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

9
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DISCIPLINARY CONSIDERATIONS

25. To determine the degres of discipline, if any, to be imposed on Respondent Dean

! Richard Silver, M.D., Complainant alleges that on or about December 15, 2023, Respondent’s

; Physician’s and Surgeon’s Certificate Number G 89057 was immediately suspended pursuant to
Business and Professions Code section 23 EO‘., after the Board received notice that Respondent’s
Arizor.xa 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 Respomfeht’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 89b57,

, issued to Respondent Dean Richard Silver, M.D.;

2. Revoking, suspending or denying approval of Respondent Dean Richard Silver,

I MD.’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 enforcament'ofthis 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 Sardene Smdk For
REN VARGHESE
Executive Director
Medical Board of California
Department of Consumer Affairs

State of California
Complainant
| SF2025307067
-} 44519167
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In the Matter of Gase No.22A-38223-MDX
{{DEAN R SILVER, M1.D., FINDINGS OF FAGT,

i } N N CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
Holder of Licange No. 38223 '

| Forthe Practics of Allopathic Medisie (Boerd Cage tos, NIDA8-0283A
Inthe sm umazona and MD-21-0024A)

" On March 1, 2028, {his mater oame hefors te Arizona Medlcal Board (Bodc) f
|[for constderation of Administralive Law Judge ("ALJ%) Tamimy L. Eigenheer’s proposed
! Findings- 'of Faet; Conclusions: ¢f Law .and Recomimended Order, Mighael ‘Goldbsm
llappeared on bahslf of Deaii R. Siiver, #4.D. (Resgondent’);. Assistant Attorney General
: Elizabeth: Campbell ‘rapresented the ‘Slate. Assistant Attomey Géneral Ben Nomis was
| available to provide Independent legat sililbe to the Board.

| The Boaid, having Gonsiderett-the ALJ's Deelslon and the entire recard i {hs
| riwatter; heretiy issuies the following Findings of Fact, Gonelusions of Law and Order..

,iamqﬂm:ﬁ-;-yw.mr-,,

Y S T A T
.z,,um;;-ns

EINDINGS OF FACT

. 1. The Avizona. Medisl Board (Board) bs the authorty for the regulsition and|
| contrat of the pragiize of aliopathio. medieie T the Staté of Artzoha: |

2. DeanR. Silver, M.D., (Respondent) is the hiolderof Livense No. 38223 for ty
1| praciice of allopathic medicine in Atizona.

| 3. Qui.or aiout Novesnber 4, 2022, itie Board issued a Gump!a!nt and Notice o

P
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S
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20 f pureyant to AR.S. § 32-4404(Z7)(0)" ARS, § 3214010202 ARS. § 32-14012Mu|
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: ims.s:mmm définis “unprofesslinal conduet® o inchude Raling or ng fo mainia
gmﬁ?ﬂg&eﬁ mﬂsd?zza?}m d%%néa unpmfmfnnal capduot™ to okuda “Mjletaling or allemp
mwmmmorammmmmmmammw conspiiing to viclate any provisie

5 ARS. § 324401(27)() defines: “unprofessianial eonduct® 1o includy “Iiowingly raking #nyfalse-
| frazdulent statemenl, wiitten or ared, In connection with the pmﬁu&d madicine-orif applitng fwnﬁvﬁ
| yenewing an:applisetion for privileges at a heallh care Histhutioh*
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|| Hearing 4o Respondent alléging Resporident hadl engaged In unprofessionai condict.
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|| Respondent. claladl that he:was $iloivad $38;800 fom the Sstite-of JWfok realinést]

PO N TR
ST S~

Yl |}
16 If,
17 ||

sam'qmnu).n-pzwﬂ‘

' ’{"ﬁaa Agidérisnt’), AS sétiforth kn-the Agiesnisnt, chaiges: fnr_

18

15
20

o

23
24 i|
25

| ARS.§ 32:4401(27)() AR:8. §32-140127)w).* AR S. § 82-9401 (27300 T and. A,asf
1§ 321404 2T)0ck).”

Mp-13-0863A,
from. We ‘esiales. of Paifent: WA regarding paymsnt. Respondent clidmed| he' wes owed;

Ir&nﬂered

8.  ©On Oclober 26, 2015, JW' $biight traatmint-with ‘Respondent rolatd: 1o her:
broast cancer: J\W.pald Respondent $500. ﬁ
| 6. On Oclober 27, 2015, JJW signed & “Cost .of Cdre Cartification and
Agmmanﬁ’ with Silver Institide Tor Life Extension Medicine/Dean R; Silver; M.0., MD(H)
atmieht “are estimated to]
‘antouitto:$6800 Hor:3weeks and | have-agreed fo:payweskly such amount.” SW ihitiale
.Emﬂﬂt A= todlie Adresment stating thatthis trsatment wids blanned to'bie provided over af
mnﬂ of Sweseks. The freatment tofal was shown to he$20400; or$6,800X 3,

7. I Octobarand Nevsmbar 2015, Reépohdent traatsd JWwith 1V therapies.

;‘*ms;smmmmm:m “unprofesional condudt® totnchide fhe folowing:

uot“mn&md -of dividing: 1 proféesiofial foe Eor patient; rofarels
iealth caro inefufions ior baiween fhese providers-aiid
ppiy.to_peyments e matleal tassarcher o g émzar;»m e cours ion wi o dm%m

n‘ e
and mﬂ&stng -allents for-a: clintoal dital mat&fed by the United- States fodd end

HIPARS.S squmtznm; dafinis “nprofisslosial conduet™ 1o Indhids “[obtelntng & fes-by:fraid, decelt o] -

22 % 78 921401 (2700 dofs Sunprfeseloial Genduct o Inoid thé elleing:
22 §|

Changing or colfacling :a clea coesiive. fio, mmmw&wrafaeiscﬁéaﬂy
.‘%’Bbamdmfh m?germa‘mm‘mnaanfM”. et fdtamadmmg,ai@a
_grsmﬂhma._ ; ;lnﬁg dmﬁﬁgm %mmmmgmh | 4ho compiadtyof
‘soivicear Freqte genvice auhdiwa'fnn
) Bwﬂﬂwmhadmswﬂﬁsnmmmp fara mmmmfgemmma
mathashnmqn&mﬂ into hafore the proviglon of the service. ,

,,

4, . “The: Boar Jnltiated ¢ase fumbsr MD-18:0083A after’ fecslidig @ corplefilf -
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8.  Ofi November49; 2015, W pald Respondent $20;725: (§6,725.+:$12,000).
9, On November 28, Zﬁiﬁrﬁw pald Respondent $4,550 (31, 825%725} .
10, Eatweau Gmhar aid Novemiber 2015, JW pald Respondant a toial ﬁﬁ‘

11 Md%&d nfoaqcar on July 12, 20‘{6.
“ whst he asseﬁed waﬁa usmaid ‘medieal bills lin the amount ﬁ&aﬁ.suo.
; 13. OnDedember 5, 2017, Respondent sent'JWhs execulor-an invoice showing|
||t atotat ot 844,500 viss dus-for JW's treatmarits,
14, I Mlareh 2018, Respondant sent the executor-a copy of the.Agresment, b,uﬁl

# |\ the Agreemesitfiad bogn elfered t:shoi¥ $65,800ifor 3 vidsks' fréatmént

16. I March 2018, Respondent seni' the -executor Invoicss in the vatyiig
‘amounis of $68,500, wsms, and $57,525.

18,  Tho cost for fhe IV infusion Ingredlents varied bebween the multipleinvoices,
||No explanation for the differancés was: decumented oh the Invdiies: or In. the med!ea&
) mm& ) |
; 7. A8 part of its Investigétion snd by letter dated ‘Ootobak 25, 2018, the Board|
| resuacted that Respandent provide JUVis.complete medical chait by Novembér 8, 2018:
18. G Novernber 80,2018, Respondant, through his-attorasy, sent the Board
[ summiary® of JIW's tradtments. Iin thils stumimdny, Resporident clakined that JW had mcaivaz
Y Wﬂea!menls ph-Novamber {1, 12 and 18,2018,
| 18, - On. Novemberi80, 2018, Respondait, throlgh his. attrney, seiit:the Board
;’ JWPs midical records,. ispegificatly ‘including IV Infusion records. ‘The records sent on

W O o W o o N =
Zrb“
.
&
=3
i
a
E?
sa"i
§
=l
= |

— ﬁ -
g
8
g
28
a
a8
B
=5
%
.
2

P op W W
W ON = o

g
- 5 Y~ < N -

-1

o

I
‘W W

 |[ena48, 2018,

B
e

»on
W »

"'m Mm defines “unprofesslonal conduct® 1o Include “[Mnowingly. making a filss. o

hmﬂng mmbmﬂrmwgfmm mmmﬁ:a%ﬁenmmndxamt

mmmmm

; o m@ewg@mﬂm c{ahnég Ahat, &l JWBOB?H&S&. ng &gdﬁmmm the m?ngl'aﬂun%
ucod o {eaiments,: ng . e} payment smoun ere 15 ng|

dotumantation In’ the' migioa) m'?fx.;w mqmdmmmwmmm ‘£t Inorassed jeveis

_meameﬁm,
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{{November 30; 2018, did not Include V. inmslun records for Pagént JW for Novamber 12|
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14
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17

| fieeards: puiportiia to-bsdVire 1V Infision reconds Tor November: 12 and 43,2015,

: Respgndeht coild fiot hiave tredted JW with I : fus!ons o those dates.,

w2 W o M R

|28,/ 8, May'28, andxhifis 29, 2017, ,
2f. ‘Respondent provided !reaunent to WC foi conditiohs spatifically lndudhggl-

20. ©n May 7, 2019, Respondent;.fhirsugh his attoriiey, protided two addltional
2t The two IV Jifuslon secords: provided, in May 2019’ lacked ko detai)
spacifioalt; Infuslon times: Inghided h thie IV Infisston vécards sentinApfil.
22, JWwasin Newdersey.on-atlaast Novermber 12:and 18, 20‘15}.&;}‘@,5;'9;@3&'9913?.1

MD-21-00244

24, By letter dated Febirumy 16,2021, the. Board requosted, that Rssptm”déﬁ?

provide: We's eomplate: madlca! racord by March ‘2, ‘2021 Resporndant provided medical}

récards to the Board firifianch 2021.

| 25 On ABil 5, 2017, WG sighad o Finanicial Agresment. Goritraol iith]
‘;ﬂRaspondent ggreeing fo.pay an &sﬂmaheﬁ $20,{1l30 for his course. of {featimanit With]
‘ Respnhdent.

268, WG hail only four documantad patiant anupumﬁers with Réspandént Mamhh

demenilia rolsied o Affieimer's disease. Respopdents. frestment appenred 16 haive

18

24
21
22
23,

consisted pimaily af V- infuislons.

28, Onund 26,2017, after W's adult:daughiess, whowere alse wmmgas i}
| o irust estabilished by WO, expiassed ‘Gonberis abotit thé amousit Respondent was biilin

e, ﬁ%pbﬁé‘eﬁf-:dlschatgadw@’fﬁm' lils'practice.

20, In a letter 10 the Bonid dated November 1, 2021, Respanderit attempled to
justify thie-amount: he :charged. WG and; clatmed that’ he-continued to tregt' WG Witk IV}
thérapy uith :Seplembise 27, 2017, ‘Respondent did not: submit any medical recoiis ta
supporthls assdition that s conﬁnuaﬂ totfant WO aitar:dine 26; 2047,

24

25 i
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23, The Boaid jnitiated casé. nuinbior MD-21:0024A dftérietelilig rotification of)
a. settlement: regarding Respondent’s: care and treatment of WG, an 85 yediold mdls
{patienk. ‘ ’

ABEY P BTEE AN %, ey Ppemismiatiom o B

w8 8,




MO R RN R W MR R R R S
.mgfwfmuowsqm-ﬁg'wp-,u.g

80. WO pald’ Respondent at foast $114,755 for lfess then three months. of
(| We-after disshiatge:

'Hearing Evidonce |
31. AL héafing, the Board presented the testiviony of Resporident;-Scolt Milton
densen; M:D; ‘Wedlcal. Gonsultarf; -hillx Simmons; JW5 sisfer;. and Ragi! Riveta,
Investigitions Manager:
-82. At hearing; Respondent festified on_ s own bghalf and. pressuted thﬂ
i tostimony:of Jeannetes Sfuat, his wife.and Office Marnager. '
83.  Afler ‘ihe Boand fssued the Complaini-and Notlce' of. Flearing; Resporidor
[tsubmitied hangititten - medival feorls forWo:that e piirgoitedly: logétad ih Storage.
handwritten misdical racords; did not ook anything fike. the: prior medical records:for WG,
_ Tixe ‘Boaid asserteé fiigt the iedital recotds appeamﬂ 'to’ hivié bieén fabricated after the] .

W oo W S U d N

| . D Jenseri testiiod thet, with rospsct 1 WG, the teaiment provtited was
'KWIth“th ‘the standard-of care foy:WC's condilion. Dr. Jensen recelved racords. &ﬁﬁumnllng*
fout affice visits, on March 29, 2017, Am'i] 3, 2017, May 23, 2017, and June 21, 2313

- || Blowrever, Br. Jensen:conciuded that the tbtords of those visils Respondent sibmitted tn
. |{the Board idre. not sofficlent o Jusfity $414,755,00 in ‘biling: Specifically, Respandent)
fallad o provida any documentation detailing what Iy: tieatments ‘werd .adminisiered off
Vithen. ‘Further, Dr. Jensen opined thatthe handwrittenimedical records Respondént iatai]
|Isubimitted: visié alsu fhadeticats 16 juslity the bling. Dr. Jérsen admitied that. it
|| Respondent had documentation of IV therapies adininistered to' WC, dufing the inié psriod)
ey be enoiight-fo Justfy the blllig, ut based on the records submittad, the bilfing was
Felearty excessive.” :
| $5.  Ms.'Sirimons tastificd that, 48 the exedutor of JWs.estitte, ste atiampted &
tdatermine If ani oltstanding balance wWas awed to Resfiohdent. Ms. Sinmons:was. ghvenf
|varying amouriis-owed at diffgrant times and was concemed with thé discrepandies. Upon[
|revisr- of Jiiks midical records; Ms. Simmons discovered: ihat W had® purpoitediy|
|| received trestnient froim Responierit an multiple days wihetishe was out of stale.
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|| started. maiiifaining. handwritten medical ‘records separate from WC's existing file for

- || kirocesiing; he:had provided his attornay with all of WG's medical records. ‘Then, when the
. ||Board réquestad WC's medical records from Respondait, ho msrely forwarded the

Hthe Gomplaint and Nofics of Hearing In this matler.

 ||she wanted th:agaressively.treat her'canger, wiiich.meant higher dases of theWV. therapies|

1| theraples given hieri JW wais-out of state

86, Respondent testified that hie did not know anything regarding the finances 0?
'hls ‘office and that he:signed documents-iwhen he was told fo slgn documesits, As sich
Raspondait iwés uriable to. make any commerit.on the diiferent versions of the agreameug
sfned by.Jw,

37. When duestioned aboit JWs. tnedical records for Novamber 2 and 13,
2018, when JW:was cut of ‘state, Respondent stated that the medical records. for- ﬂme%
dates appedréd. t be an ajtempt to order the- 1V treatmnts In.advanoe of JWWs. amival,
fR'afs'pondentm unable to explain why the patient’s. blood pressure. and temperatire Were]
{fecarded on the page. Respondent

| 28, 2017, W returned to ssek additional reatmient untii Octobisr 2017. ‘Respondent then

Tehsons that Wweré hal aiifily clear fo flie Administratve Latw Juige. Respondent
indicated it was because, of WC's family's concems fegarding the:cost of the dere and|
| possible mufiiractice. olaliiis, but denled that he was attempting to hlde-that WG was af
Ipationt of his; ‘Respondent stated that when the: malpractice case involving WO was

edical records he had previausly provided. {o' his ‘atiomey to the Board. Responderi
abSorted that he-only. disoovered tis handwritten medical records 1 a box after recelving

39,  Respondint teilified 4t the.liearing dhat; during a break; Ms. Siver nolified]

him that they hed more treatment plans that he asked leavs to-subiiit. Respondent-was ‘
tforined that ke bad numerous opportunifies to provide the medical records fo the Board

and fo the tribungl prior to the hearing. Responderit asserted that he didl not kmw fhat g
Admintstrative Laiv Judge did not have. the records. }_
40, Ms. SiVeh asséried that the. change in price far JWs treatinent was. because

and. chemotfierapy. [és. Sllver was unable fo explain the medical records bidicaiing

e reetdne s By iada e,

38. Agcording to Respondent, after WC was discharged from his care ot Jurie)
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I this case..

'haﬁa fhe burden of proof 1h-this metter, “The standard .of proof ks iay cledr and oommcmgL
evidenca, A.R.S;§32-1451.04ﬁ

gbove,

41. Respondent’s testimony wasnot credible; R‘espand;a!ﬁwasrunabié't@ explaly
why, witen fis was helng sued for malifactice, he would not have providéd his atfomey

wifth-ail of WC's:medical vseuids. Purther, Respondent was uniable To-explain why,; when

the Board nolified Hiim that they-were Investigating a complalnt agalnsthlim énd Toguestad]
{We's fedicd! tecords, He falled to: provide all of We's midical rigosds, Addiffonally,
?Reapondem‘s slatements atiempfing 1o explafh why the. receilly. disSoveidd® maidica

mnwds virere haridivilten and Aot ke_p& WithWC's: other medical resords were nonsansicak:

, &%‘Afwm
1. The Arzona Baaxd has juFisdicticn, over Respoiident and tha subject mtter

2. Pursuant.o. AR.S, §41-108207(G)(2) and AAC. R2-18-4 19{8), this Béard

8. Thelegielstire crssted the Board to: protem the public.. Ses Laws: 1892, Ch,

4 ARS. azafmi(z‘)' p’mﬁﬁm"mat

“Adequate fecords™ mieans: lsiyible medical records, produded by hend «of
«lecironically, conlalnmg. ata msm‘mum, sufficlent:information o identify the
‘patient, support the disgnosts, justify the treatment, accurately:document the.
segulls; indloate advice and camianary wainings. frovided 1o the paflent and,
provida suffidlent informaton for aitdthar practitioner to-assume continulty of
the paﬁent‘s care at any puint in the coursa: oft(eaknent.

8, ‘The:welght of'the evidencs presented estabiished by dlear and convindingf

evidenca: that Respondent's. patient records were incomplete -and insdeduate as detall

8 The weight of the evideinte presented itabifshed: byl Gloar and: convincing
evidénce fhal Respondent’s blliing of JW Incliided charges for freatment-that was ﬁﬁJ

providéd dind:That Respondint stiempted fo oblslna fge-by: misremesuntaﬂon In:using they
| altared blling agroement to Justify incrédsed nharges atrdetallsd abova, '
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de-m'm-bﬁl,ﬁiﬂ

’ ir;aggu:(mg the billlng.and-treatmentof JW 46 detalled abova;

. || malitin adequate retards frhis patients ae definad by AR 8. § 35-1402(2)

i
G SE

eiidence fhat Respondent made filse and fraudulent. statements: refated fo, ths bitﬁmg and
redtmant of Wias defdlled aliove.

inprofesslonial condutt pursuant to ARS. § 82-0401(27)(u) In Hiat he knowingly niads]

7. The welght-of the evidence presentad established by clear and cuﬁﬁinc'mnl

8.  THE walght.of the evidance preséntad established by. olear and convincing

|evidance:that Respondent charged a clearly excassiva-fed for the: fréatmenit projided to] -
WEdis detatled above.

8. The weight.of the evidence. presentecﬁ psiahlished by clear and convineing
evidence that Réspandeit kiowingly miade: faise oF misleating statements to the Board

10, Therefors; the. Board. ‘eslablished thaf Respondents contduct uonsﬁmtedﬂ
unprofessional condut pursuarit t A.R:S. § 32-1401(27)(e) In that ke falled of FEfissed fo

44. Further, ‘the Board estabifshed that Respondent's .condiict constiuted
unprofesslonial ‘stnduct pursiant t6 ARS, § 82-1401(27)(f), spedificaily A.R.S. § 52

J|1401(27)(v).and AR'S, § 324140427)(), In that e charged. & 168 for -sbiviges rot; g
{vendéred and stlaitipted to-colleot fees by misrepresenting the:agreed upon fees:

12. Firther, the Boand estabilished that Regpondent’s cordutt consfili.llsdt

filsé: o franidiilent-stateniénts in conriclion with e practice of mediciia relaling fo the
hiling and'trestment of W
18,  Fudfiér, the Board established that Raspondeni's conduct constifula

unprofessional condunt pursuant to ARS. § 32-1401(21)(x);/n. that he chargsd WO 4.fee
fhiat ‘Was cléafly: exdessivé for the treatmont provided as dacumented in the medical
frecords.

14. Finally, the Board esteblished that Resporidonts. condugt constitited
unprofesslonatconduct pursuant to A.R:S. §82-1404(27)(kk) th that RespondentEnowing
mats false statemints fo the:Board regarding the billing and treaiment of JW.

16.  Purdusntto A RS, § 32-1461(M); “ifive boerd miay charge the costs of formal]
figafings to the licenséewhd it finds Lo ba In violation of this chapter™

Ak e laamins'm A 8 o
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At
18
19

‘20

21
22

8

W oG e W s W N R

%ﬁfmlnr wibln ity pooe days ater sorvloe of this Ol AR, § 41409208, The:|

pelitior for- ratiearing: or revidir misst.set forifi legally sufficlent resisons for granting a
’re’he'ating o&‘ i&ﬁéw. MC‘ R4-164103 Sémibe aof tfﬂa atdel‘ is Bi’fecﬂlie ﬁve oy d@s

,,,,,,

Respandenh

DtED s 2 Bay of Mareh 2025 |
THE ARIZONAVEDICAL BOARD

Patﬁma‘E. MoSatloy
Exacufive Director d

25 it

| Based un the foregolng, Itis GRDERED that on the: efféclive. date of the final oldsr ~
{in this. malter, Bean, R, Sfiver; M.D’s License No. 88228 for the' practice of aﬂapathb: |
adicing iivihe Stite:of Adzons shall be ravoked,
it Is firther ORDERED: that Deait R, Siiver, MD.. Is chafged for thie cost of the{
foimal hisartig It the amouritof $ 2,478.56 ta b® paid to flis Board by oortified funds:within
Qﬁdays afthe e%feclhre date of thls Grdar

Retpendent ls: mrthew no!iﬁed that:the fifing of a molion:for rehearing or review is
16 ‘"m:;un-ed fo praserve:any rights of sppaal o the Supertor Court, )
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Atizang Medical Board
1740 W, Adami, Suﬂe 4900
Bhoenly, Arfzona -55007

| GGPY efo;;&gotng filed
B 2 day of March'2023 with:

Greg: Hanche;lt, Director-

Office of Attminlstrativs Hearings
1740 W, Adsinis

PBhoenix, AZ 85007

Eﬁéﬁﬁt@d - eapy af lha
U 1S. Nail emailad
dayaf March, 2023 fo:

, BeanR -Sivek; M.D,

dreds 6f Record
ondent

|{Michael J. Gofdberg, Esq'

Galdberg Laik Graup

{16427 North. Smﬂsdah Rozd, Suita:200
nﬁmmate, Aﬂmna 85254

ElizabethA. campbeﬂ .
Asststantmmmey Genéral.

“l[Ofiice of therAttomel Getiers]

SEDLES
20058 N.-Central Avenus
Fhoontx, AZ-85004
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=. ';I; i : oo . ._-!- .> N/ A Y. 1 ‘ ‘Ex‘e‘.fcu‘!?l;!e:*“ c:
'MEDICAL BOARD P o reeh i
ST N AT TE PSR REL . ‘ Sac(amentoCA 958155401
| OF CALIFORNIA P 7
i Profacting consurfiés By aivéndind Biph adalty, sife médidal cate, ‘ mmggg;zggs

. «Govl Newsor, GoveidrSateid) Celiomia ‘| Budiness, Consumer ServicesandiHowsing-Agency: | Depaitimantiof Constimer At

Dean Richard Siver, MiD. -
7629 E Piffiacle Peak Rd,,Suite 108:
Stottsdale; AZ 85255:6200:
RE: NOTICE OF OUT OF STATE: SUSPENSION ORDER:
~ Califonid Ligense! GBI0ET
. Casd Nurtiber: - -800-2023-096611;

Dear Dr. Silver:,

Califria Bugingss:and Professions Code section 2310 authiorizes the WMedical Board of

| ,(;@Jif@frﬁza:';ﬁ;imgﬁéaiﬁﬁélfs(§éugpeﬁgi*th“eﬁca&fémia medical license of any phiysician and
surgeon Whose:edical license has been suspended or tevoked in dny other state of by'any: .
agerigyrofihe federal govemment; Acopy-of Busingss and’Prefessions:Code. section 2310 is:
enclosed: for your review: -

The:Medical Board of California has determingd, upon reyiew of certified documentsfrom the,
Arizona Medical Boaid, that your:Arizena licghse 1o practice medicine:was revoked on Mareh:
2..2023, ‘Based:on this revocation,your Califémia medical Jicenseshds beén susperiged

effective Immisdiataly, This:adtion wili be reported to the National Practitioner Diata Benk and

the Federation of State Medical Boards:

You have a‘right fo'a hearing on:the issue-of panalty, ais:provided by Business.and. )
Professions Code settion:2340(¢). This hearing will be held within 80 days frem e date-of -
rEUest You maysendthis requestior | R
‘Greg W, Chambers
 Vischiasla bingardf
“Supensing Deputy Attorneys'General
 DepaftmentofJustice
455 Golden:Gate Avenue, Stite 11000 -
San‘Francisco, CA 84102

‘Shisuid the:status of your medical license in Arizona change, please fiotify us immediately. If
Yol havesany:questionsiregarding this rattér, blease. contaot Regina Rodriguez:at(918) 263-
2370 . ‘ ) ;

‘Sicsrely,

~,‘ "._.:‘ :: '.’. J' .
o)l Varghese
Exgcutive Director

- Enclosure:




