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

or.i.ncoLaetence onF;ith negligencepracticing the profession 

specification), withnegligence on a particular occasion (third 

spscification), with practicing the profession with gross

inccmpecence (second

specification),

with practicing the profession with gross 

sf New

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

to him of license No, 073581.

The statement cf charges charged respondent with

practicing the profession fraudulently (first

COLZ, hereinafter referre3 to es respondent,

was licensed to practice as a physician in the State 

DONALD ROBERT 

ComrZttee
__

E:ealth Law of the State of New York.

Report of the Reqents Review 

?ublic

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

State of 
thepractice medicine inROEERT COLE, M.D. to 

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

bz
taken with respect to the revocation or 

Conduct to determine the action toMedical

.!G,TTER

OF

‘Proceedings by the State Board for Professional

IN THE 



.

.

fcrther adopting 2s its determination said

adc,pting and incorporating said findings and

conclusions and 

the Board of Regents

issue an order 

moticns be denied, and that 

Ccmmittee be accepted in full, that respondent's

post-hearing 

ccnclusions, and recommendation of

the Hearing 

tlja findings, 

’
New York be revcked.

The Commissioner of Health recommended to the Board of

Regents that 

.fifth.,  and sixth

specifications of the charges, and recommended that

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

fosnd.znd concluded that respondent

was not guilty of the second and third specifications of the

charges, and guilty of the first, fourth, 

h'earing Committee 

"B".

The 

an6 marked 2s exhibit 

,

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

made a part hereof,

Nedical Conduct.

Respondent appeared at the hearings and was represented by

an attorney.

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

Prcfessional

heid before a. h-earing Committee of the State

Board for

F;ere

13,.1981; inclusive,

hearings 

KayFrcm February 21, 1979 through 

",4“.

k

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

marked as exhibit 

.

unprofessional conduct (fifth and sixth specifications).

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

Ccznittee as well assearingthat the findings cf fact of the 

.*Eoard cf Regentsrecommenc to thei-.:e unanimouslywithdraicn,

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

_.

other patients; except patient

td theV;ith respect to the remaining charges' relating 

,;A".

fcurth specifications of the charges to the

extent that they relate to patient

reLpect

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

the first through 

Iiealth with 

conciusions of the Hearing Committee and the

recommendation of the Commissioner of 

Corznissipner of Health with respect thereta not- be accepted,

that the 

and the recommendation of thecf the Hearing Committee 

recomend to the Board

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

fact 

Acco:dingly, we unanimously 

clherges have not bee-n proven by substantial legal

evidence.

"A", it is our unanimous opinion

that the 

\<ith~respect to patient 

entire

record in this matter, the briefs submitted by respondent and

by petitioner, and the statements made before us.

considereci theWe have carefully reviewed and 

Eealth was repre-

sented by John Shea, Esq.

R. Augustine, Esq.

and Steven I. Kern, Esq. The Department of

Algis

"C".

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

and was represented by his attorneys,

2nZ marked as exhibit 

reccmzendation of the

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

cozy of the 

RQBERT COLE (2476)

recommendation. A 

DO?:ALD



ted: September 16, 1982

PICA$IELLO

Chairperson

Da

GIJTKAN

PATRICK J. 

BARELL

DANIEL 

W&TIN C. 

_ Respectfully submitted,
.

aS aforesaid.,wzs found guilty, 

responcent's

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

revoked upon each specification of the charges of which

respondent 

‘
each specification of the charges, and that 

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

BS toreccmmendation of the Commissioner of Health

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

accept the 

redommendation:of the Commissioner of Health2s thesell2s

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

recommenda-Eealth with respect thereto be modified, that the 

Committee as well as the recommendation of the Commissioner of

;IcceFted, that the conclusions of the Hearing
.

thereto be
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_

hereof.

.z partnzde.ztt.zc;ie6 hereto andSpecifications2s set forth in the 

Lag of the State of

Sew York,

E<!;;z.tion5509, of the0.r' SectionpurviewthsAthin

r-isconductwith professionalRespondcot herein is charged

10454,

3.

York_t!e;r
Avenue,

Bronx, 
Third2702tr,d11001Yor'kNewFlorzl Park,A-geme,Tys0.r

1979-1980 from

8 South 

prartice medicine for the periodroDspertrent

York. Stete

Education 

vith the XewResponderzt is currently registered

Departneat.

2.

Education,Sczte

Xg~aber

073581 by the 

issumce of license1953 by the 
-.;_

26,

ir! the practice of medicine in theecgage

2s the

co 

herelczftei referred toM.D.,

?:arcf:

COLE, 

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

thorir&;:as auEesp0nden:,

,PO3,f?,?DOXALD

EOllotJS;

1.

elieges as2nd.znd belief, charges 

infornacionuponYedical Conduct,Professiona?.Elcarc! forT;:e State 

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

the 
per,alty.es is 

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

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

STAiCSZT
or suspension of 

ctercl.. respect to the revocationwirhtrke;:acticr! to be'-P thed
XeCic21 Conduct

to 
ProfessionalBo.zrit ForStateihe

X4TiEP.

OF

Proceedings by 

Pii;1;;
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deterio.becn,Pntient A's conditionshe had not!*:hen, in fact,czncer,

bad been cured of‘APatientthatbl' respondentclaims&sepentthe:

d&spiteStates, and,the.llnitedf liver cancer inO-fii*st remissioni the 

prodtlcedpozdent hadres'1976, that'?:Angeles, on JulyLos\rention in:

o&z? for respondent to announce to a cancer con-inte1ephor.e call'

athe"husband to placecC!iin, respondent urged 

abnornel liver chemistries,

i

of an enlarged liver,

i and an abnormal liver
1'

kno\Yledge1: despite his 
I’

would not effectknevi:
I

I:Vitamini: vaccine and 

complairit of cancer ofcancer of the breast and a chiefhistor>? ofj a 



,-'\
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-4cg:L1st 6.she died ondeteriorated untilcon<it-on6x5Patientand 

niracles here before,''ve pulled off':iiesaid that,respundpn'i

B an:! her husband,

and 

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

65. percent chance for a complete remission.

and such 

leas-is ahas ats-;ill say sheI would

.butsome;pokts have slippedt>zt her 
sapwouldliver..,,1

it's defin-
itely into the

;se did a liver scan, 2nd 
Idv2r

I..
it's into the-7though

whateve?_ On2 added
problem 

single as

KG complications 

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

r;tight
have to have her ovaries 

oat_ Shecan knock ittt;ink I1
.any difference,makedoesr.'tIr,flz,mmatory

wbierein respondent ‘stated thatJuly 8, 1976, 

nsss'undez

or about, 

a_ largewithleft breast,thecarci.r.oma ofinflaxatory

I.
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i
I
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‘,:
j
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1
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metasra-tic brain-tumor(s)-todue

a& Patient C continued

arrest 

the husband18, 1976, dissuadedNove,&er

beet the respondent,

on 

f‘:edical CenterRew York UniversityC to 

_

Patient 

gcing to transferwashusbax2I%deteriol-ated thatcondition  so 

C'SPatientsis,posititpewas atne brain andt:'ere reaching

manf- that the

drugs 

chemokherapytthht loss of sight, as 2 result of 
.

claim. 

respondant'sZespitecarciEona of the brain, andri;etastatic

t;Ztlic! not

cure 

Fc?ewrespmdentrshfchtreatmentcol;'rse ofC upon a 

re.spo&ent placed

Patient 

cancer, endthat he could curetreatment" and 

c2usTzgtbere3yGermany,"20>:ec.t\lhoartcclei&atn2ntioned in 

aiil the

doctor

"Ipztiectr, stating,Germany, for cancerIn Bonn, 

Janker

Clinic

false hope

referred to an

the 

gave 

never Lostt:I

April: 1976, aboutEso-uire magazine, dated 

and,f;rther, respondent

article in 

husband,

statement

to Patient C and her 

whichparient with this type of problem," 

carcinoma of the brain, after respondent stated that,

a 

zetastaticpresun?tive diagnosis ofon November 3, 1976, with a 

Hf)spiWLGeneraikXtestcr,eenteredbrai.2,thej-ui;lors intxonosis of

\
diag-r&centireqdency‘and aizcre=siEgysars withfor at least five 

:
hz232ch3sr.:itb a history of39-year old femaleC; a3, Patient 

’_

:.

I.
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i
i

,
!
:
1

I

i
i
;.

i

_j_

c2r2io-respiratory arrest as 2,Jxrie 13, 1977, due tocn:iedrl-e d 
_i

altho~:~&'and,progllessively" deterioratedb!ltt:slowlyconclitionij’s
i

F?tien:-_28, 1977, 2ndXayre-admitted on25, 1977, andPlayozcharged.
*';.

dis-~2sov2ries and the liver, Patient Dtaneer into theoffj.crJir;gs:
-II.

pathcLog14, 1977, 2ndAprilicere performed onoopherectomybi12tera.li

,leparotomy, Liver biopsy and22 exploratory‘csi~r~,2nilperm1_aE:h

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

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

retastatic carcinoma to theZor
;:

liere worthlessk.ne!+?reepundcnt: which 
i

vaccinb,ECGLaetrile and alsotre2txent, which included said[. of 

codrseBli, and respondent placed Patient D on a 
i

tablets of Laetrile 

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

Fianhattan, forSixth Avenue,azdthe corner of 12th StreetXI
\:

booth!;

teleehoneApril 8, 1977, at aWIhusband purchasedI.. . which substances the

.

i
;:

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

Laotrile, referred to as05t;lrn:: to call tonu?*&erTeLz>bonezD!i
_:~

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

patient of2April_ 7, 1977, asKhitestcne General Hospital onentered
I-
:

.i-
i:

appr'opriate.med5cation,with theco;;lforta?3le 2s possibleher 2s1 to make 

bztno‘chemotherapyiz that there be no further surgery 2ndnaJir,gbei
i

recozr.en3ationen2 themiss,pelvicliveI% and ac2rcinc);r.s into the 

zetastatic(32historyfemale with aD, 2 SS-year oldPa-tient!. 4.



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

ofcarcino:;?;;1971, due toIj.u:;ust LO,t: died onPa-tientrcsp_irBtion,i

Cheyne-Stol;esor,sot.of2nuntil, afterdeterior2te;: continued to 
.1

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

hQsb2nd refusedthat, on June 29, 1977, thei condition so deteriorated 
f

E'sPatie.ntpzins, andabdo&alrcithi re-admitted on April 23, 1977, 

'Laetrilr

Patient E

office 2nd

I
1.

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

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

includedlchichtreaizlent,CO=JTSE ofE upon akticntj- place
I

later didres.pondentstructurest" and2netomictl72i, identification ofi,i!
metestatic lesions ___ 2nd difficulty in thethe amount ofofbecausei;

..c
:.

.._djT?icultyofa;i-.qnttremensor;&::aen:ountered;surgery, respondent
I

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

ccndition wasxhosefrom Patient E,i consent
L'

ornedinf27.3 withouthud32z.3notice to thewithoutF!arch 4, 1977,!i

.
I
,

edhesions, onlysis ofiaparotomy andexplor2torysurgery: namely, 'an1

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

thorn false hope, and despite
I'

gal'e: administration of drugs, whichI
i.

t3erespordent, would consist ofaccord.ir,g towhich,treatment,t’hisit
1;
i:

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

(contiz;ed)

I

i I.
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.-

toZttemptizgafterSepte,mber 21, 1977, the husband,orated that, on!
;

deteri-P;!fient F sourder control," the condition ofcar,diovascular. isi

!
2r$ herco;&rolcznce:? is underluns':she is doing fine, that herthzt:

197719,Septe&erc.laim, ondespite respondent'sA-mulsin andsom2an.31 , 

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

wasV,'obe pill and $50 for tube of A-mulsin, 2nd Patient-f1' $1.50 per 

sol? to the husband for
i

"Alice':,r*cpresentativei. respondent, through his 

medicices whichGern2.qA-mu&in: unapprovedenzyme pills and-tiugosVobei:i

j treatment, in addition to BCG vaccine, included the administration of:-‘.
%Xchcondition,F'sPatienir~:as worthless fork,ne~,;re.spczqjen.tI,:hich:

!. . .
tre2txent

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

.=J1 o;;,responden?doxx here," andcon.na die if you don't get her rightt

i:
i

,=She's?ledical Center, when he said,Xassa.7~ Countyrenove her fromI
i.

respondent caused the husband to2fttlr6, 1977,Allgustr.e-admltte2 on,,i
.

~2s discharged on July 29, 1977 and
;

Fwithin six months, 2nd Patient1:

im_.i_ne,ztt a c-&e wasthacaused.?atient F 2nd her husband to belie-deii

I.

II

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

_.lur?.g,the. Leftzetastases tothe right lung, withofcarcinoT2i

I
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;

.t

i

:
i

:
\
!

‘;

I

.n~tcstazes.
1.

i.

.* widespzea2Icithpa_ncI"esscarcinoma Of thek:ZSdiagi:osisfinalt]le
I

i
&d197s:J?nuarI 6,dierl onGsr-.other hospital, Patientac?mit_~ted to3

8
t X'\

and to befr0nr the treatment of respondentHos?ltal and;’ General1
1.

I:W.testonehiiil to be removed fromI:: October 17, 1977, his family caused 
t

diri so deteriorate that; onGand the condition of Patienti' pancreas,
i!

t.heof~orthlcas for carcinoma~2sknc~respondentv.:hichGj to Patient
i.

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

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

;

I

respo,dentsubstancevjhichZal*s,(l-3)-i;llirteenat leastf02l''%J,?~jy,1;

ownLzetrilereceilpe injections ofan3 Patient G did-of treatment,
1.

is
!:

(14) daysn0 receipt, for fourteent<ith$2SO.O0 in cash,Laetrile for1;
'): . l-a.preseztatives, saidhisthrcu$~GzBti.ent::oselldi:!respondant:

2;:
Lastrile, andreprssentati\tes forz!nd hisrespi!-,Ze=tbyusedV.-or3!

1,

::can~y," the code0~a'rlleLa,:t:r!e purchase ofrzpresentzti-;e, fori’
I_

.-.i.
Soto; respondent'sAlioeFlus.cont2ctPatient G toc2usedi: respondent 

.
.imorningSri13 the nextLaetrLlecfavz.ilabil~t~:the0I'ledrnec!GPa.iiant

!!’

!
;

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

i
!

I.
two days later, respondenta?proxiztteLy1. patient of respondent, and,. 

i1;

[2s aSepteher 27, 1977,Knitestone General Hospital, onentered1. pain,
!I

)
2bdominzifcompl2ir.t ofcsizi2nd 2of the pancreascarcinom2rzetasta$ic1

Ii
e1.

-i._di2gnosis ofknorzn2nale~%ith39-ye2.r oldtir-nt G, 2.4.1 7. "a

1
. .

!
1.-

:

.i1
f.
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1

i

:t
\

I
;
I

i
t

!

aft'&P2tient H,dets-i_icrated untilconclitic!;-2n.3 hisdesperate,was;.
I

>-1.
cZsetheir son'sparpnts'th2tTherespondent told1976,January 7,t

;.
tr;r:': on or abouttoII?:+so:ze:hinghai.ev?e'lltomorra<thatj. hopeless,

:
i

"~2s notP2tient Hth2tp?.rentsh2d kept telling therespondpntthatI

p2rzlysis: 2nd despite the factincreasingb:ith1979,J"-n:_i?ry 3,I, on 
i

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

2.2, 1977, re-2dmittedDecembe:dischsrged onyas~jI' to him, '2nd Patient1:
1:

gilenRCG vaccinethe\::';1s2scancer of the brain,rqorth'less forwere1'

I.
s2id to-r ':Alice,l:re~recsntatiue:recqondent:s2,P2tient

.:

. . admission of 
I'

th2t-he parents, and subsequent to2~3. conduct: gave false hope toxordsjw

whicht1,c hospital,orrt ofkalkcdp5tien-i:thex%recasesinilar2had::

.
:.

vzith him because he
.

chazrewa,c 2th2t therezndI 1f2tely2c-
i!

.r:!

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

darx-~

the 

" will

!i respondent said,
II

Hospital, where,:.!lmoriaito remove him from Sloan-KetteringPztient Hi;

_Farer,ts oft>eres;cndezt caused2fter1977,13,Xovez-baronHosplt21:

!kno-sn diagnosis ofzr;lthnllelo-yeer old.zH,Petients.1
..

i
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i

I
i
i
i
1

1978, due to-15,>.:arcbPatient I died onrespir2tory distress,i

onset.ofuntil, after ancon.tinued to deteriorate:P2rient Iditior. of:1
;.

tsorthless, 2nd the-con-t:asknev.'eq,uivaI_ezt respondent01%sergnbloodI
!

'&hi&equivalent,"g;ztttig theTzl'our husband isct2ted that._: respondent 

B2h2mas,

i

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

it,” and, on February 27, 1978, in response to thegivekno_,g that weto1:
i.

xyon.ewant"\Ct: don'treplied,bias worthless, sheL2etriLeth;tTzALicef';1

t
i

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

saidPstient I, and injections ofconditioa ofwarthless for theie

J-.
suppLy and thereafterd2ytK2nty-oneeforrece<;t,no~~;j_tln.cash,ii?

(1

I.
.

$6SO_OOof+ the pricea&LaetriLetj:creaftear  soldaz.2L-z:eipt,E.c.;ith1
1.
!!

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

. t~eni_\t-0x12T:ALlce," arepresentaeivethrough his~F'-~C:uently sold,_SLu-_deni_;
!.

::
respon-b:iie false hope andg.ave Patient I 2nd hi-_=whichf'yo3 get it,so!

I

"All right,and respondent said,iaotrileasked respondent forPatient I;'
II:.

Hospite-WXitestone Generalad;;lj_tted toIIZ~j 1 on December 22, 1977, after 
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.).*
har‘ein.reaL?eged 2s if fully set forth2nd

-

restated

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

.

Patient 

-
Patient E,D,C, PatientPstiont3,PatientFatiznt A,regerding

s.uora=1 through 9,sn.*~mb~~
Rom2n numeral I,set forth at2lleg2tionc

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

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

,
IL-~) set forth herein.if1: 2s t111r1

i.

,
1.
I

..
-Ii herein-
1:

i
2s if: fully set forth‘realle~sdmdr2statedreseated:her?>;'272;

/'

?a?i'ent H 2nd Patient I,G,LPttizlF;FatientFetient E,D,Petientc:jr

I

B, PatientLPatien‘Fatienis A,reg2rtiinSsaT)ra:,9;tF,rough1nuT3ersi, I, 
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!.
,

.
i
!
i

i.

1

ii

1.
;.i.

3

i

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

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

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

i’

each,patien2 in
1

not enter, or cause to

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

evaluetion

. and 

reflects theagcur2t2lyi,rh.ichpatier:teachreccrd for;
i’

.failing to maintain ak:ithchelqgedrespor,d2nt isFurth;er,VI.1:
iI
:;
;.;’
I:
!.

1i herein.
_.'1::

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

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

(b)(L). TheKYC;iiR 23.12~3 substances in violation of 8tions
ii
i:

0

..
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:fOl.lOi.!S

cOnL-

as 

findings,itsuneni3ol~sly, report
~eco~md~t;~~-7~sior:s &id 

deliberetion,dEe

.

respect to the said charges,. do hereby, after 

5.q-32dztlonsxecoLAL,L_L2adco~~l~siozsfiEdin,cs,

'21'ew York,

2nd to report its

k:-
ofc;? the State

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

-2,saxit to Articlepur
Respozdentl,hereinzf ter referred to as 

1.
thezr the chargesnated to!;I

?L_D., .KQ5EF.T COLE,DOl!:.+L9ao2in'st
,, of the State

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

Condnci06'frofessional
Cotit

tee
Eiezringundersigned,

!:
The 

::(8

.

i
-.I_Of
-1':FZPC%T'

..

_-_

..

___'___-______-__________-_--______-________-_-__-
Se;': Yorkthe State ofc fLzlv

.IJ,eelthPublic
0s

the
hticle 2, Title Ii-A 

pursmnt

to 

ZLtecl;
wzrrIS,pez2lty as 

:

or such other
. Xez York,Stzte ofLn thepr2cL-to +ice medicine

_.ROSZXT COLE,DONALD
lxex;5eDhe, gz2zLed toretoforepezlsion of the

zrevacaL1oarespect to thet&en with 
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professi.&Eedic21--ds of thest2ndcSrfrom theso deviatedcon&uct

:.Zespoadent's5ospital..GenerzlVG.test.03eorAdztinistretion

"rqandc the FoodOJ,2pgrovalknswfec?Ze andp;ithovt the prior 
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I\l'overber 29, 1979, transcript.
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ezd ofa_spear at 
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which 
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brain." Transcript p. 1175.

WOZthleSSk-ereaxygdalir,azl/or
knowa that Laetrileh2veCT should"respon2eA>t knew 
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4. Patient H:
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851.
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SM.-.,1~ aExhlb1.t 9whichfro3
.

carton 
-p. 315.a?Dle.

d/Iso$ms~:?azide) inr.i
CLfoSfa.l.-ZruTSDalatnc2 of1.

.



c2ncer patients,teniaal.Laetrile for-use cft_hCZS2instOrj for

.

i

1
take 2 position eitherLzetrile This Panel does riot:

190 2nd 463).
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A2.tI-Thitest:or,e did not how2treg,ulzr nursing stafft'nei,thzt
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1

Q to
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arrdreferences of Exhibit Pbelie\-e that the;,1731-1732). Wej.
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1

Resron-
I

tiCes,AtDecember, 1978.closed.inbankruptcy andit into
11
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IJorthless
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v;asL2etrilethatco;lvincedVe are also 

?3titestone General
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iqurity.

Exhibit 31.
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istration to be
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&ichLLaetrileof.xesicoPh2m2known that Cytoshould haveor
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of the governing
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t.pemissionXkinistratiozCrtigt'ne United States Food andfrom

obtai:Ke also failed torelztives.p2itient'sc)r thepr;tizntthe

.
fro:informed consent23obtain.failed toyet

una?Fyo:
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Patient A 
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or cures of

2chievenzke claim that he could'P\espondent  didt?;lzt

ficdlu'ekno:<.neverhir; canxho may succeedphysicianthat a 
.

re'deived, it is clear0x1 patientsubsrznces hiswh2t

pSysici2n doesp? X042-3844. if the treatingesaple,

rsceived,oxn patientor substances hisdrEgsT;hat

.,could not say withXesponderzttherapy., Even
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the 

exper~T.ment21concerrrin& theinfomation
t

specific.-

I::now

certainty

See., for

not 

nzture of

not given

p;eref~~i'r,ypatlent'spztient 2nd thethethrtfzcttheinlies

riature of this practiceIraudulmt$-1084-1OSS).  The(pp213..e

subst2ncesrrot even bother to record these<idhis associatesz.zd
_

Ekspozdenttines theX2nypersonS Code.222z:2d2 in 2 secret 
:_1

>:erzexperiaefitzl drugscnzpproved,for theIkhibit 11). Entries

(?etitioner'sboo'&cczposltionprilT2tely heldpl2ced in a192s

infomatioyadministered,dkgsexperinentaltherecordtoatte.n?t

�

1037-1173). In order toMora, M.D., ppFrsncisco(testko.~y of 

eqerinental drugsthsknew ofhimasslgneh tophyslcizn

associetes 2nd the residentCoLe's personalonly Doctor 

:
I

not credible.t3stiIilony'is‘sRespondent'that

\theExkibit CC andto dogs,&speriEa;telsheezs -forf10;.7
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alleged 

respectr.rithfinds,32~21T$+p~til,~?tS.tF-3~2forfo-rr,c-n-study

Exhibit CC, the COGusedeverP,espsFLd2nttl-,ztbelieveilozdor.!e
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testinony ofad theii.3. ,SchlcSingzr,Ed~.:a:rdp>j-sicis-,

trezting;2lso credit the testinony of the prior~GYC.
_

Patient 

Io""husbendtestinony of thecr2di.t theI?eC:P2tient

~L~.ich is Exhibit 58.'3-hspe-,t2pedpztients and in the 

testimony  beforedurir;g hisrezissictns 2nd prognosis

dealing withstztistics

au0

The Respondent's use of

10.

the Doctor's

Exhibit 6exzqle,

Exhibit 

rooa. See, for 

lit&ratu?e in

waiting 

The nature of the 

fr2ud.scheme ofcomonb2 a 

actuallypztients totorczrd theseRespondezt’s conduct

k2 findCharges. indeedStatecent  ofin the 

f2zilies 2nd the patients

listed 

i:espon.dezr of ther;ith

all of the

dealings 

experieaceinof history 2ndJsmilarit~~lne .--

\

2.

3.

clrcuzstances:

1.

follo::inglight of thetrill, inl5ct,f-

pstierrts are indeed, and inrelatives of all. the otherand the 

Patlentthet the statensnts of the husband ofpersu2dedPm21 is 

theH.D., Further,Aungst,\Jilli2;3testinony of C.\.?e credit the 

the-breest.)c.arcinon,a ofinflazzrtorystate ofedv2nced2 patently 

16-D, reflect16-C,16-B,ExhL.bics. 16-A,hushznd,taken by her 

Bphorogra?hs  of PatientfiEd that theT:eFurth.er’B.Patient 

of.the husband oftestimonyT,de credit theB:Petiect

Pazel.t';?Fsbefore

prev2rication.zd hisdenialfalsity of histhzeesposed
)3G9)

families of cancerG_th theParke1 in discussionsI this 
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X.D.testizoxy of Richard Reuben,21~0 credit the\Je
_'

Patient H.

.*both parents oftesti;;?sn$ ofVe credit the

.

Patient H:

.
withdrel:Jm.PPatient G Charges were

co?_ditim.terzk2!,irainent for herwas2 curethat

husb2zd

to believe

F.and herP2tlent\Je do find that Respondent did cause

Pi-D,Aungst,T_jilliztCitestimony ofcredit the\?;TePatient F.

testkony of her husband ofNe credit theE‘:

'.

Patient 

terniq,al conditido.bartreatment" for 

l:<th

his 

ch2nce50-50prosl,ised "at least 2Respo;;dentKe do find the 

: ?1.D,Axngst,E..lli~~tZsti?rsny of 2.creiit the1.762

husbmd of

Patient E.

testkonp of theI.:, credit thePatie5t E:

medicine.przctice of 

pre?erco~~tredictory  to thepzrsons to bel2yfro3a----j&-2G-L&

obtai-;1

L

husb2rrd toDirected theEethod by which Doctor Cole

tkt

the 

WE! findPztient C.2ndBPeti.ent A, Patienttreament of 

'sktikr in hisP2tient.'D.  to betowardconductfir-d Respondent’s 

T/eI1.D.:Xu~gst,C,.i?i_llia~testi3on-j ofPetient D, 2nd the 

husbrnd ofof.thetestiyr?o;ly1.12 credit theP2tient D:

cancer.Pztlezt C that he could cure her 

B.PatientA.2ndPatient
.

of 

similarPatient C. istOi:Zrrd
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se=?" or theQurton's bloodp2tient did receive "Doctor 

ekat

this 
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patientst:.?eseCf eventreetnentR2spondent'sthatreflect
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Vi11I!evertheless, the transcriptCharges.ofStste;i;.entthe
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tke subject ofzrexhogztientslinite5.  to thos2HOSpitc-1 is

Generalional judgment of Respondent's conduct et Whitestone
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testixonia~s

of can cer patients, who are, 

2xtznsiv2 use ofconsicl2r the60 notKe
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r.othadI?es?onZent,fol:other witnesses*2&e

witness' testimony

because he, like

thisdisregarGwillkr;'o,.ev*Fer,tazyr!I

devoid of credibility.druss, isexperizectalf0rc.s for 

corrseritcozcerni;Ls Kissingtestkony, especially that 

Xe fin% that his2959-299lj.p?{Transcript.zctivitFes.
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.
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failure,
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mendation.

reTox-sziddetekipation theedopting as its

au.3

further 

zdoptlng andthat the Board of Regents issue

incorporating the said findings end- conclusions 

Eotions of Respondent be denied;

an order 

accepted,in full; 2ndCommittee

that the post-hearing

and
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the 

B.

C.

that the findings, conclusions and
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guilty of each

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

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

of the Hearing Committee as well as the recommendation of the

Commissioner of Health with respect thereto be accepted, the

conclusions of the Hearing Committee as well as the

recommendation of the Commissioner of Health with respect

thereto be modified, and the recommendation of the Hearing

Committee as to the measure of discipline as well as the

recommendation of the Commissioner of Health with respect

thereto be accepted; that the recommendation of the

Commissioner of Health as to the post-hearing motions be

accepted; that respondent is not guilty of the first through

fourth specifications of the charges to the extent that they

relate to patient "A"; that respondent is

Approved September 24, 1982

No. 2476

Upon the report of the Regents Review Committee, under

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

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

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

Education Law, it was

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

fact of the Hearing Committee and the recommendation of the

Commissioner of Health with respect thereto not be accepted and

the conclusions of the Hearing Committee and the recommendation

of the Commissioner of Health with respect thereto be modified;

that, with respect to the remaining patients, except patient



‘

"G" as to whom the charges were withdrawn

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

physician in the State of New York be revoked upon each

specification of the charges of which respondent was found

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

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

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

vote.

DONALD ROBERT COLE (2476)

aforesaid and patient


