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MEMBERS OF THE BOARD
Alejandro Arredondo, OD, President
Alexander Kim, MBA, Secretary
Cyd Brandvein

Donna Burke

Madhu Chawla, OD

Frank Giardina, O.D.

Bruce Givner, Esq.

Glenn Kawaguchi, OD P T O M E T R
William Kysella, Jr.

Kenneth Lawenda, OD

David Turetsky, O.D.

QUARTERLY BOARD MEETING AGENDA

Western University of Health Sciences - College of Optometry
Vision Science Lab 2205
(HEC Building, 2" Floor)

Health Education Center
701 E. Second Street
Pomona, CA 91766

Friday, January 24, 2014
9:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
(or until conclusion of business)

ORDER OF ITEMS SUBJECT TO CHANGE

FULL BOARD OPEN SESSION

1. Callto Order and Establishment of a Quorum
2. Welcome — President’s Report
3. Approval of Board Meeting Minutes
A. September 13, 2013
B. November 1, 2013
C. December 2, 2013
4. Review and Possible Approval of the 2014-2018 Strategic Plan

5. Petition for Reinstatement of License
A. Dr. Sharon Samski, O.D.

6. Petition for Reduction of Penalty or Early Termination of Probation
A. Dr. Wyman Chan, O.D.

FULL BOARD CLOSED SESSION

7. Pursuant to Government Code Section 11126(c)(3), the Board Will Meet in Closed Session for
Discussion and Possible Action on Disciplinary Matters

FULL BOARD OPEN SESSION

8. Discussion and Possible Action Pertaining to Granting Continuing Education Credits for Pro Bono
Comprehensive Eye Examinations

9. Discussion and Possible Action on Regulations Affecting the Board of Optometry
A. Update on rulemaking package pertaining to CCR Section 1524. Retired License Status Fees



Page 2 | January 24, 2014 California State Board of Optometry Quarterly Board Meeting Agenda

B. Update on rulemaking package pertaining to CCR Sections 1516. Applicant Medical
Evaluations and 1582. Unprofessional Conduct Defined

10. Discussion and Possible Action on Legislation Affecting the Board of Optometry
A. Legislation Signed by the Governor and Effective January 1, 2014
. Assembly Bill 258 (Chavez) State agencies: veterans
. Assembly Bill 480 (Calderon) Service contracts
. Assembly Bill 512 (Rendon) Healing arts: licensure exemption
. Assembly Bill 1057 (Medina) Professions & vocations: licenses: military service
. Senate Bill 305 (Lieu) Healing arts: boards - optometry sunset bill
. Senate Bill 724 (Emmerson) Liability: charitable vision screenings
. Senate Bill 809 (DeSaulnier) Controlled substances: reporting
. Senate Bill 821 (Committee on Business, Professions & Economic Development) Healing
arts

O~NOO U, WNE

B. Legislation That Will Continue to be Monitored in 2014

1. Assembly Bill 186 (Maienschein) Professions & vocations: military spouses: temporary
licenses

2. Assembly Bill 213 (Logue) Healing arts: licensure/certification requirement: military
experience

3. Senate Bill 430 (Wright) Pupil health: vision examination: binocular function

4. Senate Bill 492 (Hernandez) Optometrist: practice: licensure

5. Senate Bill 723 (Correa) Veterans (Vetoed)

11. Executive Officer's Report

Budget

Personnel

Examination and Licensing Programs
Enforcement Program

Strategic Planning

BreEZe

Tmoow»

12. Public Comment for Items Not on the Agenda
Note: The Board may not discuss or take action on any matter raised during this public comment section,
except to decide whether to place the matter on the agenda of a future meeting [Government Code Sections
11125, 11125.7(a)]

13. Suggestions for Future Agenda Items

14. Adjournment

PUBLIC COMMENTS: Public comments will be taken on agenda items at the time the specific item is raised. Time limitations will be
determined by the Chairperson. The Board may take action on any item listed on the agenda, unless listed as informational only.
Agenda items may be taken out of order to accommodate speakers and to maintain a quorum.

NOTICE: The meeting is accessible to the physically disabled. A person who needs a disability-related accommodation or
modification in order to participate in the meeting may make a request by contacting Krista Eklund at (916) 575-7170 or sending a
written request to that person at the California State Board of Optometry, 2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105, Sacramento, CA 95834.
Providing your request at least five (5) business days before the meeting will help ensure availability of the requested
accommodation.



OPTO\METRY MemO

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Alejandro Arredondo O.D. Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Board President

Subject: Agenda ltem 1 - Call to Order and Establishment of Quorum

Dr. Alejandro Arredondo, O.D., Board President, will call the meeting to order and call roll to establish a
guorum of the Board.

Alejandro Arredondo, O.D., Board President, Professional Member
Alexander Kim, MBA, Board Secretary, Public Member

Cyd Brandvein, Public Member

Donna Burke, Public Member

Madhu Chawla, O.D., Professional Member

Frank Giardina, O.D., Professional Member

Bruce Givner, Esq., Public Member

Glenn Kawaguchi, O.D., Professional Member

William Kysella, Jr., Public Member

Kenneth Lawenda, O.D., Professional Member

David Turetsky, O.D., Professional Member
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2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Alejandro Arredondo, O.D. Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Board President

Subject: Agenda ltem 2 — Welcome — President’s Report

Welcome by President Alejandro Arredondo, O.D.

A. Introduction of new Board Members, Dr. Frank Giradina, O.D. and Dr. David Turetsky
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2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Krista Eklund Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Office Technician

Subject: Agenda ltem 3 — Approval of Board Meeting Minutes

A. September 13, 2013
B. November 1, 2013
C. December 2, 2013
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STATE AND CONSUMER SERVICES AGENCY GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN JR.

STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
2450 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 105, SACRAMENTO, CA 95834
P (916) 575-7170 F (916) 575-7292 www.optometry.ca.gov

OrTOMETRY

Friday, September 13, 2013 DRAFT
Western University of Health Sciences,
College of Optometry
309 E. Second Street
Health Education Center (HEC) Building
2" Floor, Vision Science Lab 2205
Pomona, CA 91766
And Via Teleconference at:
140 C Tower Street
Beaconsfield, Quebec HOW682
Members Present Staff Present
Alejandro Arredondo, O.D., Board President Mona Maggio, Executive Officer
Alexander Kim, MBA, Board Secretary, Public Member Andrea Leiva, Policy Analyst
Donna Burke, Public Member Jessica Sieferman, Enforcement Lead
Madhu Chawla, O.D., Professional Member
Fred Dubick, O.D., MBA, FAAO, Professional Member Michael Santiago, Senior Legal Counsel

Glenn Kawaguchi, O.D., Professional Member

William Kysella, Jr., Public Member

Kenneth Lawenda, O.D., Professional Member

Excused Absence Guest List
Monica Johnson, JD, Vice President, Public Member On File
10:00 a.m.

FULL BOARD OPEN SESSION

1. Callto Order and Establishment of a Quorum
Board President, Alejandro Arredondo, O.D. called roll and a quorum was established. The meeting was
called to order at 10:00 a.m.

Dr. Arredondo welcomed the Board’s newly appointed Member, Mr. Bruce Givner, and invited him to
introduce himself. Mr. Givner has been a tax attorney for 37 years. His practice is located in West Los
Angeles. He graduated from the University of California Los Angeles (UCLA) and Columbia Law School.

Dr. Arredondo invited Executive Officer, Mona Maggio to introduce staff present. Ms. Maggio introduced

herself, Policy Analyst, Andrea Leiva, Enforcement Lead, Jessica Sieferman, and Senior Legal Counsel,
Michael Santigo.

Page 1 of 7


http:www.optometry.ca.gov

Petitions for Reinstatement of License
Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Chris Ruiz presided over the hearings. Board members heard the
following petitions:

A. Dr. Gregory Tom, O.D., License Number 10427,
Case Number: CC 2003-125

B. Dr. Stephen Schroeder, O.D., License Number 8321,
Case Number: CC 2008-13

C. Dr. Larry Thornton, License Number 6369,
Case Number: CC 2011-165

D. Dr. Lawrence Young, O.D., License Number 8618,
Case Number: CC 2004-59

FULL BOARD CLOSED SESSION

3.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 1126(c)(3), the Board will Meet in Closed Session for
Discussion and Possible Action on Disciplinary Matters

Pursuant to Government Code Section 1126(c)(3), the Board met in Closed Session for Discussion and
Possible Action on Disciplinary Matters.

FULL BOARD OPEN SESSION

4.

Discussion and Possible Action on Newsletter Article Regarding Co-location and Business and
Professions Code Section 655.
Ms. Maggio reported on this agenda item.

On August 26, 2013, Ms. Maggio met with Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA) Administrators. Due to
concerns voiced by the retail eyewear industry, the DCA Administration requested that the Board remove
from its website (to be revisited at a later time) the article summarizing the litigation that affected the
Board’s authority to enforce Business and Professions Code (BPC) section 655. On August 29, 2013, the
Board complied with this request and the DCA’s Office of Public Affairs offered to re-write the article. Two
other versions of the article were drafted (long and short versions) which Ms. Maggio provided to the
Members in handouts.

Ms. Maggio attended another meeting where there was further discussion regarding how to present this
information in a manner that does not cause concern to optometrists of job loss; rather would educate
licensee that the litigation is now over, what is occurring with the Attorney General’'s Office and retailers
(bringing business models into compliance), what the Board’s action will be during this time; as well as
what the Board might do at the finalization. At this meeting, other options besides an article were
proposed. For example, the Board might consider issuing a statement about the litigation, providing a
Frequently Asked Questions page (living document that would be updated) and send email blasts to, in
addition to revisions of the article. Ms. Maggio explained that the long version of the article was re-visited
and redlined with track changes. At this time she requests the Board members review all of the articles
and choose one of the following options:

e The original version (knowing there are some concerns with it),

e The long version of the article,

e The short version of the article,

e The revised draft of the long version (Mona’s recommendation),
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e Posting a Frequently Asked Questions page which is based off the original article,

e Wait and do nothing now. If questions arrive, Board staff (Mona Maggio, Andrea Leiva or Jessica
Sieferman) would handle the inquiries until a later time when information from the Attorney
General’s Office provides guidelines of what the Board’s next steps may be,

e Refer to the Board’s Public Relations Committee to work with staff on revising article further.

Public Member, William Kysella, inquired as to whether there is confidence that the proposed version will
be acceptable to those who were concerned with the original version. DCA Chief Deputy Director, Awet
Kidane, responded that DCA has not yet signed off on this third version.

Mr. Kidane reported on the Department’s concerns with the original version. He explained that although
the original newsletter was factually correct, his perception upon reading the newsletter was that it was
very aggressive. He asked the question, for a licensee working in this type of business model prior to
issuance of the article (due to no fault of their own), how would they receive and respond to this news as it
is written?

Mr. Kidane’s advice to Ms. Maggio (when they met) was that the Board provide additional context to
prevent confusion and panic and to avoid any perception that the Board is taking jobs away when the
economy is rebounding. Ms. Maggio agreed to pull down the newsletter article with the proviso that Mr.
Kidane’s Deputy Director of Communications would provide an alternative in collaboration with Board staff.
The result of the collaboration was the two documents (long and short) are presented to the Members
today.

Mr. Kidane’s opinion (absent general counsel) is in disagreement with Ms. Maggio’s recommendation.
He asks the Board to look at the long and short article options, or any other venue with which the Board
wishes to transmit this message, with the proviso that the same tenure presented in the long and short
documents be in any other transmittal.

Deputy Director of Board and Bureau Relations, Christine Lally, added her agreement with Mr. Kidane

stating that the message the Board needs to convey to the public and licensees is that the parties are at
the table with the Attorney General's (AGs) Office. The AGs Office is recognizing that this is the law and
leading people to a path of compliance. She urges the Board to choose either the long or short version.

Mr. Kysella questioned what troubles Mr. Kidane about the new revised version. Mr. Kidane reiterated his
opinion that his concern is with the tenure of the article. He stated that the Department, and the Board,
does not want to portray the image of coming after individuals and taking away jobs.

Ms. Burke asked and Mr. Kidane confirmed that the revised version still sounds to him as though it is
underscoring enforcement rather than a pathway to compliance.

Ms. Burke asked Mr. Kidane to point out two or three other areas where he believes the tenure is harsh.
Mr. Kidane provided his opinions.

Dr. Lawenda stated his belief (in agreement with Mr. Kidane) that the wording presents the wrong
message. He suggested not stating all of the dos and don’ts at this time and focus on the process towards
compliance.

Mr. Kysella interjected that the process he is concerned about is some “tail wagging the dog” process.
Something else is motivating this concern. All of a sudden there are a bunch of complaints when the
Board’s office has not received any complaints. Mr. Kysella suggested that an aggressive tenure is
appropriate as the Board suspended enforcement for 10 years while litigation was in process. Additionally,
he suggested that perhaps the Board might add a statement that no action will be taken against anyone
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during negotiations, but making it clear at the same time that once negotiations are finalized, everyone
must comply with the laws to avoid enforcement action.

There was a question as to who suspended enforcement proceedings. Was it the Board?

Supervising Deputy Attorney General of the San Diego Office of the AG, Linda Schneider responded. Ms.
Schneider clarified that enforcement was suspended when an injunction was issued in the National
Association of Optometrists and Opticians (NAOO) case. This was the case where Lenscrafters and the
NAOQO filed suit against the state to challenge existing laws as being unconstitutional. The first phase was
at the District Court level. In December 2006, the District Court initially made the decision that existing
laws were unconstitutional and issued an injunction preventing the state from enforcing laws regarding co-
location and Business and Professions Code (BPC) Sections 655. The state, the AGs Office and the
Director of the DCA appealed to the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals
overturned the District Court’s injunction. Then the case went back to the District Court for reconsideration
because the District Court had used the wrong standard of review in determining that the laws were
unconstitutional. The court re-analyzed the case and found the laws constitutional. At that point, the
plaintiff (Lenscrafters) appealed again to the Ninth Circuit Court in an attempt to overturn the ruling. They
lost, and then they petitioned the U.S. Supreme Court for review, and they lost again. Ms. Schneider
summarized by stating that a lot of litigation and a lot of appeals transpired to arrive at the end result that
the laws are constitutional. Additionally, she explained when the District Court’s initial decision was
overturned, the injunction also dissolved because that ruling was gone. However, it then became more of
a Board and policy decision of whether the Board can enforce these laws while the litigation is still
pending. So although the injunction was dissolved, no enforcement action was taken due to the policy
decision that the Board would not aggressively go after these laws while they were still in limbo with the
court system.

Ms. Snyder and Ms. Maggio clarified that it is the Board’s decision to enforce BPC section 655.

Ms. Burke brought the discussion back to the long, short and new versions of the article. She inquired and
Mr. Kidane confirmed that his concern with tenure involves the paragraphs that were struck, and that he
believes additional information will relieve people of fear that the Board is heavy handed and is beginning
enforcement actions immediately.

Ms. Burke stressed that in her review of the three, she does not see where the short version does not
capture this essence in a manner that is comfortable for everyone.

Dr. Arredondo suggested that if DCA and the Board are comfortable with one of the two drafts, possibly
one can be placed on the website while the Board tries to figure out the rest with a Public Relations
Committee.

Ms. Burke stated that she believes the question is whether the Board wants to move forward with an
article, or delay it, or consider other options.

Ms. Maggio advised that if an article is posted, it should not be necessary to go to Committee. Staff would
post and update a Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ). This would be the living document continually
updated for the doctors.

Public Member, Alexander Kim stated his belief that it is important to have something posted on the
website. Otherwise, the Board is not fulfilling its duty to the public and professional members.

Public Member, Bruce Givner contended that, from a timing standpoint, it does not make sense to post a

living document, or FAQ sheet, when the Board is admitting that the document will be modified over time.
The very fact that it is subject to change can strike fear in the optometry profession.
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Discussion ensued regarding the number of California licensed optometrists and whether there exists a
method for narrowing down a precise number. Ms. Leiva and Ms. Maggio explained that the number of
licensees includes those who are not practicing or who have moved out of state and staff does not have a
system for filtering them out. Therefore it is informally estimated that about half of the approximately 9,000
licensed optometrists may be affected by the co-location rule (about 4,500).

Donna Burke moved to use draft 2, the short version of the article, adding the suggested drafted
paragraph, and posting the article to the Board’s website. Bruce Givher seconded. A vote was not

taken.

Lobbyist for Lenscrafters, Kathryn Austin-Scott, Attorney at Law for Hooper, Lundy & Bookman, Kitty
Juniper, and President of First Sight Vision Services (Knox-Keene) Vision plan, Robert Patten, each
shared their concerns with the Board’s posting of the article.

Vice President of Advanced Eye Care, David Turetsky, O.D., reported that Advanced Eye Care,
Professional Corporation is the largest provider of vision care services to skilled nursing facilities in the
state. Additionally, he reported that virtually every one of their doctors considered the article to be
extremely beneficial.

Kenneth Moss, an attorney who represents Advanced Eye Care, stated that he has not heard anybody
say that the original article is not 100 percent factually correct. He expressed shocking disbelief that the
Board should be requested to retract anything in the original article.

Ms. Schneider stated that it is the Board’s duty to inform and educate its licensees. Each of the articles
states the law as it is. She emphasized that the AGs Office has no interest in taking action against
companies who have come to the table willing in an effort to work out their business models and ensure
compliance. The talks will come to an end and there will be a conclusion, and it is the Board’s duty to
enforce BPC section 655.

Board Members debated using the short version with an FAQ versus using the long version.

Donna Burke moved to adopt the short version, adding the suggested redlined paragraph, striking
the ensuring compliance sentence, and posting the article to the Board’s website. Bruce Givner
seconded. The Board voted 5-Aye, 4-No; 0-Abstention to pass the motion.

Member Aye No Abstention
Dr. Arredondo X
Mr. Kim X
Dr. Lawenda X
Dr. Chawla X
Mrs. Burke X
Mr. Kysella X
Dr. Dubick X
Dr. Kawaguchi X
Mr. Givner X

Mr. Kysella requested that the original article be posted with the FAQ clarifying what the debate
was all about.

Mr. Givner suggested having the Public Relations Committee review the FAQ before posting it to
the Board’s website. Dr. Dubick disagreed stating this is staff work at the cost of time and he
trusts staff to interact with all interested parties and perform the job properly.
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Mr. Kysella agreed except for the conclusion. He believes staff will need the protection of the
Board. DCA will need to know that at least a committee is on board with the comments.

Ms. Burke also supported sending the FAQ to the committee stating that a second set of eyes
would be beneficial.

Members expressed their support and disagreement of the suggestion.
Bruce Givner moved that the FAQ be reviewed by the Public Relations Committee prior to

posting the FAQ on the website. Glenn Kawaguchi seconded. The Board voted 6-Aye; 3-
No; and O-Abstention to pass the motion.

Member Aye No Abstention
Dr. Arredondo X
Mr. Kim X
Dr. Lawenda X
Dr. Chawla X
Mrs. Burke X
Mr. Kysella X
Dr. Dubick X
Dr. Kawaguchi X
Mr. Givner X

Dr. Arredondo appointed Dr. Chawla to the Public Relations Committee.

Future Board Meeting Dates and Locations, and Suggestions for Future Agenda Items
Ms. Maggio announced the future Board meeting dates and locations:

e October 25, 2013; Sacramento — STRATEGIC PLANNING ONLY
¢ November 1, 2013; TBD (Bay area)
e January 10, 2014; TBD (Southern California)

There were no suggestions for future agenda items.

Public Comment for Items Not on the Agenda

Note: The Board may not discuss or take action on any matter raised during this Public Comment section,
except to decide whether to place the matter on the agenda of a future meeting [Government Code
Sections 11125, 11125.7(a)]

There were no comments.

Adjournment

Kenneth Lawenda moved to adjourn the meeting. Madhu Chawla seconded. The Board voted
unanimously (9-0) to pass the motion.
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Member

No

Abstention

Dr. Arredondo

Mr. Kim

Dr. Lawenda

Dr. Chawla

Mrs. Burke

Mr. Kysella

Dr. Dubick

Dr. Kawaguchi

Mr. Givner

><><><><><><><><><%D>

The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m.

Page 7 of 7




STATE AND CONSUMER SERVICES AGENCY

OrTOMETRY

Friday, November 1, 2013

STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
2450 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 105, SACRAMENTO, CA 95834
P (916) 575-7170 F (916) 575-7292 www.optometry.ca.gov

GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN JR.

DRAFT

UC Berkeley School of Optometry
Minor Hall, Room 491
Berkeley, CA 94720-2020

And Via Teleconference at:
140 C Tower Street
Beaconsfield, Quebec HOW682

Members Present

Staff Present

Alejandro Arredondo, O.D., Board President

Andrea Leiva, Policy Analyst

Alexander Kim, MBA, Board Secretary, Public Member

Jessica Sieferman, Enforcement Lead

Donna Burke, Public Member

Michael Santiago, Senior Legal Counsel

Madhu Chawla, O.D., Professional Member

Anahita Crawford, Deputy Attorney General Liaison

Fred Dubick, O.D., MBA, FAAO, Professional Member

Glenn Kawaguchi, O.D., Professional Member

Staff Absent

William Kysella, Jr., Public Member

Mona Maggio, Executive Officer

Kenneth Lawenda, O.D., Professional Member

Bruce Givner, Esg., Public Member

Cyd Brandvein, Public Member

9:30 a.m.
FULL BOARD OPEN SESSION

1. Call to Order and Establishment of a Quorum

Board President, Alejandro Arredondo, O.D. called roll and a quorum was established. The meeting was

called to order at 9:45 a.m.

2. Welcome - President’s Report

Dr. Arredondo welcomed everyone in attendance. He thanked Dr. Dennis Levi, O.D., Ph.D, Dean of the
Berkeley School of Optometry for hosting the meeting. He reported that after 13 years as Dean, Dr. Levi
will be stepping down and continuing on as Professor of Optometry and Vision Science as well as

continuing his work in the etiology of Amblyopia.

A. Welcome by Dennis Levi, O.D., Ph.D, Dean, Berkeley School of Optometry

Dr. Levi welcomed everyone in attendance. He continued by praising the Berkeley School of
Optometry students as typically scoring 10 percent higher on the national exam scores. Dr. Levi
reported that their students are provided incredible exposure to clinical training and by graduation,
have experienced an average of 2500 patient encounters.

B. Executive Officer Status and Staff Update

Dr. Arredondo announced that Executive Officer, Mona Maggio is out on medical leave for a few
months. Policy Analyst, Andrea Leiva is leaving the Board of Optometry as she has accepted a
promotional position with the Bureau of Security and Investigation. Dr. Arredondo wished Ms. Leiva
the best and he and Board and staff members provided congratulatory applause for Ms. Leiva.
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Ms. Leiva introduced the staff members present.

Dr. Arredondo thanked the public for attending and announced that former Public Board Member,
Monica Johnson’s term ended and she was thanked for her service by the Governor. Dr. Arredondo
stated that Ms. Johnson was a great asset to the Board with her legal mind, her advocacy for
consumer protection and she will be missed. He thanked her for her service on the Board.

Next, Dr. Arredondo welcomed the Board’s recently appointed Member, Public Member, Cyd
Brandvein and invited her to introduce herself. Ms. Brandvein reported that she has started her 25"
year as Senior Vice President for AECOM Technology, a Fortune 500 architectural engineering
company, working in the Office of Americas. She serves by working on senior operations project
initiatives to help drive performance, succession pipeline, and revenue.

C. Sunset Date Extension
Dr. Arredondo announced that Senate Bill 305 known as the “Sunset Bill” was signed by the
Governor extending the review date from January 1, 2014 to January 1, 2018. Dr. Arredondo
thanked Members and staff for their efforts in getting the bill passed.

D. Resolution by Senator Ed Hernandez Commemorating Board’s Centennial
Dr. Arredondo announced a resolution by Senator Ed Hernandez. He thanked Senator
Hernandez for recognizing the Board for 100 years of service (since 1903). Senator
Hernandez is an optometrist, licensed in California and a former Board member as well as a
former Board President. The framed resolution will be displayed in the lobby of the Board’s
office.

Discussion and Possible Action on Senate Bill 1111; Provision 720.10 Pertaining to revocation for
Sexual Misconduct or Sexual Contact with a Patient, Which May Not be Stayed

Ms. Leiva provided an overview of Senate Bill 1111; Provision 720.10 and the discussion and possible
action pertaining to sexual misconduct.

The Senate Business, Professions and Economic Development Committee is requesting that the Board
consider adopting the remainder of Provision 2 as a regulation and to direct staff to begin the regulatory
process.

After review of the nine provisions at its May 2013 and August 2013 Board meetings, the Board voted,
unanimously, to not implement this provision. However, the Legislature is pushing towards stronger
consumer protection, and therefore added some provisions to the Board’s sunset bill which will become
law. The provisions added are as follows:

¢ Provision 3 - Implemented by Senate Bill 305 (Lieu, Chapter 516, Statutes of 2013). This provision
becomes effective January 1, 2014 and requires the Board to deny the application for licensure of a
registered sex offender.

¢ Provision 7 — Implemented by Senate Bill 305 (Lieu, Chapter 516, Statutes of 2013). Defines sexual
misconduct as unprofessional conduct.

¢ Provision 2 — Partial Implementation by Senate Bill 305 (Lieu, Chapter 516, Statutes of 2013).
Strengthens the Board’s authority to revoke a license for sexual misconduct. The non-adopted portion
made revocation mandatory for such acts and removed all discretion from the Board and an
Administrative Law Judge. That section was considered controversial and will be discussed by the
Board today for possible adoption. The Committee continues to recommend that this provision be fully
adopted. The California Optometric Association (COA) is opposed and the Board originally rejected
adopting the entire provision at its August 2013 meeting.
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Ms. Leiva explained that provision 2 was only partially implemented and discretion by the Board remains
since this is a controversial bill. The Committee wanted to give the Board another opportunity to discuss
and consider their requests to adopt the entire provision. Ms. Leiva provided Members with copies of a
letter from Senator Ted Lieu, explaining their reasons for wanting the Board to adopt this as regulation.
She also provided copies of a letter from the COA who continues to have concerns and remain opposed
to adoption of the remainder of the provision. Additionally, Ms. Leiva announced that staff has received
letters of opposition from optometrists.

Ms. Leiva opened the floor for discussion.

Ms. Leiva, Professional Members, Drs. Kenneth Lawenda and Fred Dubick, and Public Members, Bruce
Givner and William Kysella discussed a most recent listing of boards who have adopted this provision,
boards that have not, and boards whose regulations are pending adoption. For the benefit of the two new
Board members, Dr. Arredondo explained that this discussion is simply about whether the Board has
discretion in cases of sexual misconduct, or if they go directly to the Office of Administrative Hearings for
scheduling of a hearing before an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).

Mr. Givner inquired, and Members and staff discussed the fact that this provision removes the Board’s
discretion in making a decision on setting discipline against a licensee convicted of a crime that is defined
as sexual misconduct. If passed, this provision would require revocation of the optometrist’s license.
Legal Counsel, Michael Santiago clarified that the Senate Business, Professions, and Economic
Development Committee wishes to modify the language to make it mandatory for the Board to
automatically revoke a license if a sexual misconduct crime is committed and the licensee may not petition
for reinstatement until a year has passed since the revocation. The revocation cannot be stayed.

Dr. Lawenda inquired and Mr. Santiago clarified that sexual misconduct accusations would still go to
hearing. The optometrist would still be able to practice until the order is final, as in all cases which go to
hearing.

Mr. Kysella shared his belief that mandatory sentencing provisions are inefficient for the process. They tie
the hands of the bench officer, and yield bad results including prisons full of individuals with various levels
of drug charges because the judge has no other option but to send them there.

Ken Lawenda moved to not seek any legislative amendments or promulgate any regulatory
rulemaking changes to adopt provision 2 of SB 1111. William Kysella seconded. The Board voted
8-Aye; 2- No; 0-Abstention to pass the motion.

Member No Abstention

Dr. Arredondo

Mr. Kim

Mrs. Burke

Dr. Chawla

Dr. Dubick

Dr. Kawaguchi

Mr. Kysella

Dr. Lawenda

Mr. Givner
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Cyd Brandvein

Approval of the August 16, 2013 Board Meeting Minutes
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Ken Lawenda moved to approve the August 16, 2013 Board Meeting Minutes as amended. William
Kysella seconded. The Board voted 9-Aye; 0-No; 1-Abstention to pass the motion.

Member No Abstention

Dr. Arredondo

Mr. Kim

Mrs. Burke

Dr. Chawla

Dr. Dubick

Dr. Kawaguchi

Mr. Kysella

Dr. Lawenda

><><><><><><><><><‘3<:

Mr. Givner

Cyd Brandvein X

Petition for Reduction of Penalty or Early Termination of Probation — Dr. James Herzman, O.D.,
OPT 10935

FULL BOARD CLOSED SESSION

6.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 11126(c)(3), the Board will Meet in Closed Session for
Discussion and Possible Action on Disciplinary Matters

Pursuant to Government Code Section 11126(a)(1), the Board will meet in Closed Session to
discuss the continued employment of the Executive Officer unless the Executive Officer exercises
her right to have this agenda item heard in open session. If the matter is heard in open session,
the Board may still meet in closed session to conduct its deliberations pursuant to Government
Code Section 11126(a)(4)

If necessary, depending on the action of Agenda Item 7, the Board will meet in closed session
pursuant to Government Code section 11126(a)(1) to discuss and take possible action regarding
the appointment of an Acting or Interim Executive Officer.

FULL BOARD OPEN SESSION

9.

10.

Process for Selection of a New Executive Officer (if necessary, depending on the action of Agenda
Item 7)

Executive Officer's Report
Ms. Leiva reported on behalf of Ms. Maggio.

A. Budget
Ms. Leiva reported that the Board’s budget for fiscal year (FY) 2012-2013 was $1,433,044. The

budget report reveals expenditures as of September 30, 2013 as $478,881 or 51% of the budget. As
of September 30, 2013 the surplus is $157,208 or 8.5%. The analysis of the Board’s fund condition
reveals 7.9 months reserve in FY 2012-13 and 6.8 months in FY 2013-14.

B. Personnel
Staff will be working to recruit new staff for the following vacancies:

1) Associate Government Analyst (Policy),

2) Office Assistant (Receptionist),
3) Two Temporary employees to assist when current staff is out of the office working on BreEZe.
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Examination and Licensing Programs

Ms. Leiva stated that the statistics were distributed and opened the floor to questions.

Dr. Lawenda inquired as to how much was budgeted for facilities operations. Ms. Leiva agreed to
seek clarification from Ms. Maggio regarding this.

Enforcement Program
Enforcement Lead, Jessica Sieferman provided an update.

Ms. Sieferman announced, as previously reported in May 2013, that the National Practitioners Data
Bank (NPDB) and the Healthcare Integrity & Protection Data Bank (HIPDB) merged.

The 2012 Sunset Legislative Committee recommended that the Board work with the Department of
Consumer Affairs to ensure the Board is provided funds to apply to the NPDB and HIPDB.

While the funding may be unclear, Ms. Sieferman stated she has been working with NPDB staff to
explore the feasibility of implementing a continuous query, given the Board’s current staffing
resources. She explained that initially staff was told they would have to manually input every license
into the database. However, it has been discovered that there exists a way to perform a mass
import into their database. Ms. Sieferman reports that although she and NPDB staff are currently
working out incompatible formats, they are very close to completion.

Ms. Sieferman reported that in the beginning of October, the Enforcement Unit set a goal to meet the
DCA’s Performance Measures by the end of the fiscal year. Knowing the Board will soon be
involved in Release 2 for BreEZe and resources will be pulled thin, the Unit has cracked down hard
on our pending cases in order to still meet our goal. With the benefit of a fully staffed Unit, we were
able to close a record 70 cases. The Enforcement Unit went from 138 cases pending in the
beginning of October to 89.

Mr. Givner and Ms. Sieferman discussed what it means to close a case, and the various reasons
they are closed.

Strategic Planning

Ms. Leiva announced that the strategic planning meeting for the full Board has been re-scheduled to
December 2, 2013. This will be a public meeting in Sacramento at the Department of Consumer
Affairs. Ms. Leiva explained that the Board’s strategic planner, Dennis Zanchi has already
completed a survey of stakeholders, one-on-one interviews with the Members and Executive Officer,
and a strategic planning session with staff. At the December 2 meeting, the Board will have the
chance to review the results of all the collected information in an environmental scan report, and
review the mission, vision, and values. The Board will also review and possibly approve the staff’s
suggested objectives and/or develop new objectives for each of the Board’s major functions of
licensing, exams, outreach, enforcement, and legislation/regulation.

BreEZe
Ms. Sieferman provided an update on BreEZe.

She reported that Release 1, comprised of ten Department of Consumer Affairs Boards, went live
on October 8, 2013. The Board of Optometry is currently in Release 2. The schedule for Release 2
and Release 3 Boards has not been released, but it is estimated to become available shortly.

Once Release 2 begins, Board staff will be heavily involved in BreEZe’s design, testing, and
implementation for several months to ensure the Board has a system that will meet its needs. The
devotion of staff to BreEZe during this period, may have an impact on licensing and enforcement
cycle times.
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Dr. Arredondo asked Ms. Sieferman to explain BreEZe to the new Members. Ms. Sieferman
explained that currently the Board has two databases: The Applicant Tracking System (ATS) which
is primarily for licensing, and the Consumer Affairs Systems (CAS) which is used for both licensing
and enforcement purposes. Both databases are over 20 years old. BreEZe will provide a more
efficient database (in one form) for the entire Department of Consumer Affairs.

11. Discussion and Possible Action on Regulations Affecting the Board of Optometry

A.

California Code of Regulations (CCR) Section 1570. Educational Equivalency — Addition of
Newly Accredited Optometry Schools

Ms. Leiva reported on CCR Section 1570. It is requested that the Board consider this regulatory
proposal for the addition of the newly accredited optometry schools. Business and Profession Code
(BPC) Section 3023, states: “For the purpose of this chapter, the board shall accredit schools,
colleges and universities in or out of this state providing optometric education, that it finds giving a
sufficient program of study for the preparation of optometrists.” The Board uses the audits and
reporting by the Accreditation Council on Optometric Education (ACOE) for the purpose of
determining approval for accreditation of the schools/colleges of optometry.

The ACOE has accredited or pre-accredited 21 schools and colleges of optometry, three of which
are in California.

Ms. Leiva explained that regulation CCR Section 1570, which lists the accredited schools/colleges of
optometry, needs to have the following added:

e Inter-American University of Puerto Rico, School of Optometry
Bayamon, Puerto Rico (Full Accreditation),

e University of Montreal, Ecole d Optometrie
Montreal, Quebec (Full Accreditation),

e MCPHS University, School of Optometry
Worcester, Massachusetts (Preliminary Accreditation),

¢ Midwestern University Arizona, College of Optometry
Glendale, Arizona (Preliminary Accreditation),

¢ University of the Incarnate Word Rosenberg, School of Optometry
San Antonio, Texas (Preliminary Accreditation).

The above schools/colleges should be listed in the CCR Section 1570. This will ensure optometry
students graduating from these schools can practice in California if they choose to and not have to
re-take equivalent courses in California.

Donna Burke moved to approve the proposed language to begin a regulation for CCR 1570. Fred
Dubick seconded. The Board voted unanimously (10-0) to pass the motion.
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Member No Abstention

Dr. Arredondo

Mr. Kim

Mrs. Burke

Dr

. Chawla

Dr

. Dubick

Dr

. Kawaguchi

Mr

. Kysella

Dr

. Lawenda

Mr

. Givner

Cyd Brandvein
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B.

CCR Section 1506. Certificates Posting — Clarification of SOL Expiration Date

Ms. Leiva explained that prior to beginning the practice of optometry, an optometrist must obtain a
Statement of Licensure (SOL) from the Board to be placed in all practice locations other than their
principal place of practice. The SOL must be renewed biennially, on the same date as an
optometrist (OPT) license. The SOL renewal date was tied to the OPT license renewal date to
ensure renewals are completed timely.

It is not clear to licensees that their SOL must be renewed on the same day that their OPT license is
renewed. Although sections of law (BPC Section 3152 and CCR Section 1524(j)(1)) state that SOLs
must be renewed biennially, nothing in current law explicitly states that an SOL must be renewed on
the same date as an OPT license. This has resulted in licensees purchasing new SOLs when they
did not have to because they did not know a renewal form was on its way and licensees completely
disregarding the SOL renewal form because they did not know renewal was mandatory. Also, not
having this language explicitly in law creates enforcement difficulties due to the lack of clarity.

Ms. Leiva advised that to ensure clarity that a SOL is renewed on the same date as an OPT license,
CCR Section 1506, the regulation that specifies the requirements of a SOL, should also include
language stating the specific renewal time. Fictitious Name Permits, Branch Office, and OPT
licenses all have language within the regulations that describe what is required to obtain such a
license or permit, stating specifically when the permit or license must be renewed. For consistency
with other optometrist licenses and permits, it is recommended that CCR Section 1506 be amended
to include information that a SOL is renewed at the same time as an OPT license.

William Kysella moved to authorize staff to perform a CCR 1506 amendment to include
recommended language. Madhu Chawla seconded. The Board voted unanimously (10-0) to
pass the motion.

Member No Abstention

Dr. Arredondo

Mr. Kim

Mrs. Burke

Dr. Chawla

Dr. Dubick

Dr. Kawaguchi

Mr

. Kysella

Dr. Lawenda

Mr

. Givner

Cyd Brandvein

><><><><><><><><><><‘(_J<;
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12.

C. Update on rulemaking package pertaining to CCR Section 1524. Retired License Status Fees

Ms. Leiva reported that this package is currently being reviewed by the Department of Finance. Staff
anticipates that it will be approved. Once the Department of Finance approves this package, it will
be returned to the Board, and the Board can submit it to the Office of Administrative Law for final
consideration.

D. Update on rulemaking package pertaining to CCR Sections 1516. Applicant Medical
Evaluations and 1582. Unprofessional Conduct Defined

Ms. Leiva provided an update. The rulemaking action was printed in the California Regulatory Notice
Register on October 18, 2013. The hearing will be on December 2, 2013 in Sacramento at the

Department of Consumer Affairs. A report on the hearing will take place at the Board’s January
2014 meeting and next steps will be determined then. The Board has until October 18, 2014 to
complete this rulemaking package.

Discussion About Senate Bill 492 Workgroup to Expand the Scope of Practice of Optometrists
Ms. Leiva provided an update on this agenda item. No action is requested.

Assembly member Susan A. Bonilla and Senator Ed Hernandez, O.D. have developed a working group, to
collaborate with stakeholders for the purpose of creating a scope expansion bill.

The working group is chaired by Assembly member Bonilla and is comprised of the following stakeholders:
Senator Ed Hernandez and staff;

California Optometric Association;

California Academy of Eye Physicians and Surgeons;

California Medical Association;

Representatives from a California accredited school or college of optometry;
Representatives from a Department of Ophthalmology in California;

An expert in educational curricula;

Senate Business, Professions and Economic Development Committee;
Board of Optometry;

Department of Consumer Affairs; and

Other participants, as needed, to provide additional expertise.

The working group began meeting on October 15, 2013 and will continue to meet every Tuesday until
January 7, 2014. Board staff is providing advice and expertise in the areas of consumer protection, what
will be required on the Board’s end to implement the bill if signed by the Governor (i.e., regulations, costs,
staffing needs, BreEZe, etc.), and best practices of healing arts regulatory entities. Board staff’'s main
concerns are as follows:

1) If the bill will outline the number of pathways that may be needed for currently licensed optometrist to
become certified to perform the new advanced procedures;

2) If the bill will address the appropriate number of training hours needed to ensure competency and
consumer protection; and

3) If the Legislature will consider the Board’s staffing needs to implement the bill in a timely manner.

So far, the first two meetings staff has attended have been very collaborative. The working group is very
data based, and they are enforcing this to make certain everyone has the numbers needed.
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Dr. Arredondo asked Ms. Leiva to explain the steps involved in a scope expansion bill for the new
Members. Ms. Leiva explained that when a profession wishes to expand its scope of practice, the
association working with the stakeholders brings it before the Legislature. There may be years of
discussions and disagreements. Finally a bill is crafted, written, and introduced to the Legislature. If
discussions on the backend (before the introduction of legislation) were successful, then the bill goes
through the process. She explained that this is a very complicated and difficult process.

Dr. Arredondo asked Dr. Dubick to provide an overview of the scope of practice expansion bill and the
states that are currently performing some of the procedures.

Dr. Dubick reported, for full disclosure, as well as being the President of the California Optometric
Association (COA), that he is the lead negotiator for the association in this work group; therefore, he is
more knowledgeable then most concerning this issue.

Dr. Dubick explained that Senator Hernandez is the author of SB 492. The sponsoring organization of the
bill is the COA. Anytime there is a scope of practice expansion, in any profession; there is a give and take
and a pull between the profession that wishes to expand their practice and organized medicine that
wishes to resist the expansion. SB 492 has passed through the Senate and is currently sitting in Assembly
Business and Professions Committee, where it will be heard at the beginning of the year.

What SB 492 accomplishes, as currently written, is as follows:

¢ The bill cleans up the language of current law which lists diseases optometrists can treat, drugs
optometrists can prescribe, and procedures optometrists can perform (i.e., if a drug is government
approved and relates to the eyes, optometrists may use that drug);

¢ Most of the random protocols for referral have been removed because they do not have scientific
background, and in collaborative efforts of negotiations, ophthalmologists have agreed to revisit them;

e SB 492 creates an “advanced practice” optometrist. Currently, the Board has diagnostic certified
optometrists, therapeutic certified optometrists, and glaucoma certified optometrists. Only glaucoma
certified optometrists would be able to obtain an advanced practice certification. These optometrists
would be able to perform immunizations and perform small superficial procedures around the eye and
lid (i.e., remove benign skin tags, ext.). They would be able to perform limited laser procedures, and
some anterior segment glaucoma procedures.

Discussion and Possible Action of Legislation Affecting the Board of Optometry
Ms. Leiva provided updates on legislation affecting the Board of Optometry as follows:

A. Legislation Signed by the Governor and Effective January 1, 2014
1. Assembly Bill 258 (Chavez) State agencies: veterans
Staff will work to update its applications and forms to include the question of whether a person is a
veteran by July 1, 2014.

2. Assembly Bill 480 (Calderon) Service contracts
Staff will monitor this bill to see how it will affect licensed optometrists, if at all. If necessary,
educational materials will be created to provide guidance to affected optometrists.

3. Assembly Bill 512 (Rendon) Healing arts: licensure exemption
The Board has already completed its regulations for implementation, and has information and
instructions on its website so out-of-state practitioners can apply.

4. Assembly Bill 1057 (Medina) Professions & vocations: licenses: military service

Staff will work to update its applications and forms to include the question of whether the individual
applying for licensure is serving in, or has previously served in the military by January 1, 2015.
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5.

Senate Bill 305 (Lieu) Healing arts: boards — optometry sunset bill
No action is necessary. Staff will work to familiarize themselves with the new enforcement
language so it can be utilized appropriately.

Senate Bill 724 (Emmerson) Liability: charitable vision screenings

Staff will work to familiarize themselves with this new section of law and add it to its law book.
Staff will also work to add educational materials on its website for consumers and licensees
focusing on both parties’ rights.

Senate Bill 809 (DeSaulnier) Controlled substances: reporting

Staff will be working with the Department of Consumer Affairs (Department) to finalize
implementation of this bill. The Department has already established a Controlled Substance
Utilization Review and Evaluation System (CURES) fund in preparation for the collection of the $6
annual fee required by this bill. About 5,200 optometrists are affected at this time, but this number
will change as new doctors become licensed and others cancel their license. This fee will be
assessed regardless of whether a TPA certified optometrist exercises their authority to prescribe
the scheduled drugs specified in the optometry practice act. The Department will be meeting with
all health boards affected to obtain feedback and come to agreement on how the fee will be
displayed on the renewal forms so the fee can begin to be assessed by April 1, 2014.

Senate Bill 821 (Committee on Business, Professions & Economic Development) Healing
Arts

In existing law, the Optometry Practice Act refers to the authorization to practice optometry issued
by the Board as a certificate of registration. This bill would instead refer to that authorization by the
Board as an optometrist license and would make other technical and conforming changes.

There is no action required of the Board.

B. Legislation That Will Continue to be Monitored in 2014
Ms. Leiva reported that the following legislation will be revisited at the January 2014 meeting when the
legislative session begins again, and can be discussed further at that time.

1.

2.

3.
4.
5

Assembly Bill 186 (Maienschein) Professions & vocations: military spouses: temporary
licenses

Assembly Bill 213 (Logue) Healing Arts: licensure/certification requirement: military
experience

Senate Bill 430 (Wright) Pupil health: vision examination: binocular function

Senate Bill 492 (Hernandez) Optometrist: practice: licensure

Senate Bill 723 (Correa) Veterans (Vetoed)

C. Legislative Proposals
Ms. Leiva announced that the following legislative proposals would not be discussed during this
meeting because additional research is required before presenting to the full Board.

1.

arwn

Clarification of Licensure Requirement — Treatment and Management of Ocular Disease
Component of the National Board of Examiners in Optometry Examination

Clarification of License Reinstatement Requirements — Fees

Clarification of Retired License Status Provisions

Define as Unprofessional Conduct, the Failure to Provide Services Purchased by a Patient
Other Non-Substantive Amendments

14. Tour of UC Berkeley Optometry Clinic (4:00 p.m. approximately)
The Board was not able to tour the clinic due to the lateness of the meeting.
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15.

16.

17.

Public Comment for Items Not on the Agenda

(The Board may not discuss or take action on any matter raised during this public comment section,
except to decide whether to place the matter on the agenda of a future meeting [Government Code
Sections 11125, 11125.7(a)]

Dr. Arredondo opened the floor to public comment for items not on the agenda. There were no
comments.

Suggestions for Future Agenda Items

Dr. Arredondo requested that the subject of school eye exams be discussed. He explained that in his
practice he sees a lot of cases where children report that their eyes were examined at school and they
were given glasses. Dr. Arredondo would personally like to know exactly what they are doing and by
whose authority.

Public Member, Alexander Kim announced that he will be attending a vision fair with a free mobile vision
clinic for the children in the Westchester area of Los Angeles. Mr. Kim has been asked to speak on behalf
of the Board and he considers this a great opportunity for outreach and promote what the Board is doing.

Adjournment

Donna Burked moved to adjourn the meeting. Madhu Chawla seconded. The Board voted
unanimously (10-0) to pass the motion. The meeting adjourned at 2:10 p.m.

Member No Abstention

Dr. Arredondo

Mr. Kim

Mrs. Burke

Dr. Chawla

Dr. Dubick

Dr. Kawaguchi

Mr. Kysella

Dr. Lawenda

Mr. Givner
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Cyd Brandvein
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Monday, December 2, 2013 DRAFT
Department of Consumer Affairs
SOLID Training Center
1747 N. Market Blvd.
Emerald Room, Suite 184

Sacramento, CA 95834
Members Present Staff Present
Alejandro Arredondo, O.D., Board President Mona Maggio, Executive Officer
Alexander Kim, MBA, Board Secretary, Public Member Jessica Sieferman, Enforcement Lead
Donna Burke, Public Member Rob Stephanopoulos, Enforcement Analyst
Madhu Chawla, O.D., Professional Member Jeff Robinson, Licensing Analyst
Fred Dubick, O.D., MBA, FAAOQ, Professional Member Michael Santiago, Senior Legal Counsel

Glenn Kawaguchi, O.D., Professional Member

William Kysella, Jr., Public Member

Kenneth Lawenda, O.D., Professional Member

Bruce Givner, Public Member Guest List
Cyd Brandvein, Public Member On File
9:30 a.m.

FULL BOARD OPEN SESSION

1. Callto Order and Establishment of a Quorum
Board President, Alejandro (Alex) Arredondo, O.D. called roll and a quorum was established. The meeting
was called to order at 9:32 a.m.

2. Strategic Planning Session
The Strategic Planning Session was facilitated by Dennis Zanchi and Shelly Menzel from the Department
of Consumer Affairs, SOLID Training Solutions.

A. Reviewed 2013 Environmental Scan
This document includes input from stakeholders, Board staff, and interviews with DCA’s Strategic
Planning unit. The purpose of the Environmental Scan is to provide a better understanding of
stakeholder, Board member, and Board staff thoughts about Board performance, which provides
insight to assist the Board in developing goals and objectives for the upcoming strategic plan.

B. Exercises
A series of exercises were performed by Board members and staff to develop goals for the 2014-2018
Strategic Plan.

C. Goals
The following were identified by Board members and staff as key goals on which to focus:

1. Licensing
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Examination

Laws and Regulations
Enforcement

Outreach

Organizational Effectiveness

ouhkwn

D. Mission, Vision, and Values
Board members and staff revised the Board’s Mission Statement, Vision Statement, and Values.

1. Mission Statement
To protect the health and safety of California consumers through licensing, education, and
regulation of the practice of Optometry

2. Vision Statement
To ensure excellent optometric care for every Californian

3. Values:
Consumer protection - We make effective and informed decisions in the best interest and for
the safety of Californians

Integrity - We are committed to honesty, ethical conduct, and responsibility

Transparency - We hold ourselves accountable to the people of California. We operate
openly so that stakeholders can trust that we are fair and honest

Professionalism - We ensure qualified, proficient, and skilled staff provides excellent service
to the State of California

Excellence - We have a passion for quality and strive for continuous improvement of our
programs, services, and processes through employee empowerment and professional
development

E. Develop Strategic Plan
Mr. Zanchi was tasked with taking the information from today’s meeting and drafting a strategic plan to
be provided to Ms. Maggio in mid-December. The draft would be disseminated to Board members for
their review and suggested edits, due by late December. The plan will be presented to the Board at its
meeting on January 24, 2014 for review and possible approval.

3. Public Comment for Items Not on the Agenda
Note: The Board may not discuss or take action on any matter raised during this public comment section,
except to decide whether to place the matter on the agenda of a future meeting [Government Code Sections
11125, 11125.7(a)]

Laurie McCarty and Joe Gessel of Nicox, Inc., asked the Board to determine if California optometrists can
use “Sj6,” which, according to Ms. McCarty and Mr. Gessel, is a diagnostic blood test for the early detection
of Sjogren’s Syndrome for patients with dry eye. Ms. Maggio advised Ms. McCarty and Mr. Gessel that
because this issue was not an item on the agenda, the Board could not make a determination at that time,
but staff would review the information and materials provided and respond at a later date.

4. Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 5:00PM
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To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Mona Maggio Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Executive Officer

Subject: Agenda Item 4 — Review and Possible Approval of the 2014-2018 Strategic Plan

Background:

On December 2, 2013, the Board met for Strategic Planning in Sacramento at the Department of
Consumer Affairs (DCA). DCA'’s strategic planners, Dennis Zanchi and Shelly Menzel from SOLID
Training and Planning Solutions, facilitated the meeting. During this meeting, the Board reviewed the
results of all the collected information in an environmental scan, and was given the opportunity to improve
and/or update the Board’s mission, vision, and values. The Board developed new objectives for each of the
Board’s major functions of licensing, exams, outreach, enforcement, and legislation/regulation.

Board members will be given an opportunity to review and possibly approve the final version of the 2014-
2018 Strategic Plan during Agenda Item 4 of this meeting (January 24, 2014).

Action Requested:

Members are asked to please review, make edits, if any, and approve the Board’s draft 2014-2018
Strategic Plan.

See attached to read the Strategic Plan in its entirety.
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Comments from SOLID

All minor edits received from the members were made and are included in the attached draft.
Dennis Zanchi requested the Board review the following: bullets:

Page 5: suggested edit: delete this sentence or write it in a less gobbledygook-gook manner: whenever
the protection of the public is inconsistent with other interests....perhaps: in instances of competing
interests, protection of the public will remain paramount. Dennis said he is hesitant to re-write this because
it's consistent with other areas of the Board’'s website and other DCA boards. Are you okay with the
strategic plan being worded differently in the plan and website (and possibly other areas?
o Current sentence: Whenever the protection of the public is inconsistent with other interests, the
protection of the public is paramount.

o Revised Sentence: In instances of competing interests, protection of the public will remain
paramount.

Used PSI....explain the acronym. Dennis asked and looked on the PSI Exams website and PSI doesn’t
have an acronym definition. Perhaps we can say “with PSI Exams Online” so that the reader will know that
PSl is a vendor.

Pages 10, 11, 12: question by Board Member: will public be familiar with acronyms; ATS, CURES,

CAS used CURES....explain acronym — Made changes using the following wording with footnotes at the
bottom of page.

[ BreEZe is the Board’s new licensing and enforcement tracking system. (objective 1.1)

2 ATS is the Board’s legacy licensing tracking system. (objective 1.1)

¥ CURES is a prescription drug monitoring database administered by the California Department of Justice.
(objective 4.1)

* CAS is the Board’s legacy enforcement tracking system. (objective 4.2)

See pages 10 and 12 to see how it looks in the plan.
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Message From the Board President

The California State Board of Optometry (Board) is pleased to present its
2014-2018 Strategic Plan. Development of this Strategic Plan has been a
collaborative effort between Board Members, Board staff, and the public
and we thank everyone for their input and support throughout the
process.

This plan reflects the Board’s continued commitment to work closely with

stakeholders (optometric professionals, professional associations,
California colleges, and others who expressed interest in the strategic
direction of the Board) to meet its mission to protect the health and safety of California
consumers through licensing, education and regulation of the practice of optometry.

We are proud to have accomplished many goals from the 2009-2013 Strategic Plan and with
this new blueprint we will continue to move forward as an effective and efficient organization.
This document identifies key issues, and goals for which the Board will be accountable and the
actions we will take.

Assisting with the implementation of the Affordable Care Act is the biggest issue we will focus on in
2014-2018. The Board expects to see a broad expansion in the scope of practice of this
profession, including optometrists performing some primary care procedures to meet the high
health care demands. While this will result in a period of growth and change in the regulation
of California optometrists, we are confident this new Strategic Plan will help us meet the
challenges and opportunities that lie ahead.

The Board is committed to providing the highest level of service possible as we embark on
these endeavors.

W n Pwdords,

Alejandro Arredondo, OD
Board President
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About the California Board of Optometry

The Board was created by the California Legislature in 1913 to safeguard the public’s health,
safety, and welfare through regulation of the practice of optometry. Protection of the publicis
the highest priority for the Board when exercising its licensing, regulatory and disciplinary
functions. Whenever the protection of the public is inconsistent with other interests, the
protection of the public is paramount. The Board meets its public protection mandates by
regulating the practice of optometry in California and providing public information about its
licensees. Board operations are funded entirely by fees collected from applicants and
licensees.

Today, the Board is one of numerous boards, bureaus, commissions, and committees within the
Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA), part of the State and Consumer Services Agency under
the aegis of the Governor. The DCA is responsible for consumer protection and representation
through the regulation of licensed professions and the provision of consumer services. While
the DCA provides administrative oversight and support services, the Board has policy autonomy
and sets its own policies and procedures and initiates its own regulations.

The Board is presently comprised of eleven members. By law, five must be public members
and six must be optometry professionals. The Governor appoints three public members and
six of the professional members. The Senate Rules Committee and the Speaker of the
Assembly each appoint one public member.

With approximately 7,500 practicing optometrists, the largest population of optometrists in the
United States, the Board is charged with the following duties and responsibilities:

e Accrediting schools and colleges providing optometric education.

e Establishing educational requirements for admission to the examination for certificates of
registration as California licensed optometrists.

e Establishing examination requirements to ensure the competence of individuals licensed to
safely practice optometry in California.

e Setting and enforcing standards for continued competency of existing licensees.

e Establishing educational and examination requirements for licensed optometrists seeking
certification to use and prescribe authorized therapeutic pharmaceutical agents.
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Promulgating regulations governing:
— Procedures of the Board.
- Admission of applicants for examination for certificate of registration as
Optometrists.
- Minimum standards governing the optometric services offered or performed, the
equipment, or the sanitary conditions.
Licensing branch offices and issuing fictitious name permits.
Providing for redress of grievances against licensees by investigating allegations of
substance and patient abuse, unprofessional conduct, incompetence, fraudulent action, or
unlawful activity.
Instituting disciplinary action for violations of laws and regulations governing the practice of
optometry when warranted.

The Board currently has the following four committees, all composed of professional and public

members.

Legislation and Regulation

Responsible for recommending legislative and regulatory priorities to the Board and
assisting staff with drafting language for Board-sponsored legislation and recommending
official positions on current legislation. The committee also recommends regulatory
additions and amendments.

Practice and Education

Advises Board staff on matters relating to optometric practice, including standards of
practice and scope of practice issues. Reviews staff responses to proposed regulatory
changes that may affect optometric practice. Also reviews requests for approval of
continuing education courses, and offers guidance to Board staff regarding continuing
education issues.

Consumer Protection

Oversees the development and administration of legally defensible licensing examinations
and consults on improvements/enhancements to licensing and enforcement policies and
procedures.

Public Relations — Outreach

Assists with the development of outreach and development of educational materials.
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Strategic Planning Overview

The DCA’s SOLID Planning Solutions unit developed this strategic plan by conducting a
preliminary meeting with the Executive Officer and Board staff to learn about the Board’s
background, to identify key focus areas, define roles and responsibilities, and establish a
customized strategic planning schedule.

To understand the environment in which the Board operates and identify factors that could
impact the Board’s success, SOLID conducted an environmental scan and analysis of the
internal and external environments by collecting information through the following methods:

e An online survey sent to 2,500 stakeholders, comprised of optometric professionals,
professional associations, California colleges, and others who expressed interest in the
strategic direction of the Board. The online survey received 208 responses.

e Telephone interviews with Board members during September 2013.

e Focus group discussion with Board staff on October 3, 2013.

The most significant themes and trends identified from the environmental scan were discussed
by the Board during a strategic planning session facilitated by SOLID on December 2, 2013. This
information guided the Board in development of its mission, vision, and values, while directing

the strategic goals and objectives outlined in this 2014 — 2018 strategic plan.

January 2014 e California Board of Optometry 2014-2018 Strategic Plan e Page | 7



2010 Strategic Plan Accomplishments

The strategic planning process encompassed an evaluation of the Board’s previous strategic

plan. The Board accomplished the following 12 goals since the adoption of the 2010 strategic

plan.

1. Implemented a more streamlined certification process for the treatment of glaucoma which
increased access to care for consumers.

2. Established a retired license status and a volunteer retired license status; giving retired
optometrists a designation they can be proud of, save them money, and eliminate the risk
of going into a delinquent status.

3. Established requirements for the practice of optometry at nursing homes. These much
needed requirements clarified the law, and set minimum standards for this new, non-
traditional optometric practice setting.

4. Participated in the Sunset Review Process and extended the Board’s Sunset date to January
1, 2018.

5. Re-designed the website and leveraged it as a source of education and outreach.

6. Implemented Uniform Standards Related to Substance Abuse as directed by the legislature
to better protect consumers from substance abusing licensees.

7. Started using social media to reach more licensees and consumers through its Facebook and
Twitter pages.

8. Participated in the accreditation of Western University of Health Sciences, College of
Optometry. Now there are three schools/colleges of optometry in California.

9. Implemented computer-based testing with PSI Exams Online and performed ongoing exam
development and validation workshops for California Law and Regulation Examination.
Extended the Board’s subject matter expert pool from 20 doctors to 60.

10. Updated and revised the Board’s Administrative Procedures Manual to provide guidance to
future and incumbent Board Members regarding the general processes involved with their
position on the Board of Optometry. In addition to the Bagley- Keene Open Meeting Act
and the Administrative Procedures Manual, which provide public meeting laws, the
handbook serves as a guide to help Board Members understand further meeting
requirements and Board procedures.

11. Implemented an online customer service survey which assists in determining if the Board is
meeting the needs of its constituents, what areas need improvement and in what areas the
Board meets its goals of customer service and satisfaction.

12. Updated the Board’s law book to capture the additions and amendments to statutes and

regulations affecting the profession of optometry.
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Mission

To protect the health and safety of California consumers through licensing, education, and
regulation of the practice of Optometry.

Vision

To ensure excellent optometric care for every Californian.

Values

Consumer protection - We make effective and informed decisions in the best interest and for
the safety of Californians.

Integrity - We are committed to honesty, ethical conduct, and responsibility.

Transparency - We hold ourselves accountable to the people of California. We operate openly
so that stakeholders can trust that we are fair and honest.

Professionalism - We ensure qualified, proficient, and skilled staff provides excellent service
to the State of California.

Excellence - We have a passion for quality and strive for continuous improvement of our

programs, services, and processes through employee empowerment and professional
development.
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Goal 1: Licensing

The Board provides applicants and licensees a method for obtaining and maintaining license
registration, business licenses, and certifications required to practice optometry in California.

The objectives to meet this goal are listed below in order of priority.

1.1 Work with DCA to ensure successful implementation of the BreEze' system including
ATS? data clean-up to prepare for migration.

1.2 Inform licensees about the new online services that will be available with the launch of
BreEZe.
1.3 Evaluate effectiveness of existing multi-level license structure to determine if current structure

adequately meets needs of the profession and consumers.

Goal 2: Examination

The Board works to provide a fair, valid and legally defensible licensing exam (California Law
and Regulation Examination) and exam process to ensure that only qualified and competent
individuals are licensed to provide optometric services in California.

The objectives to meet this goal are listed below in order of priority.

2.1 Perform an occupational analysis to ensure examination integrity and address possible
scope-of-practice expansion.

2.2 Evaluate the benefit and cost of increasing the frequency of offering the California Law
and Regulations Examination.

! BreEZe is the Board’s new licensing and enforcement tracking system.
2 ATS is the Board’s legacy licensing tracking system.
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Goal 3: Law and Regulation

The Board works to establish and maintain fair and just laws and regulations that provide for
the protection of consumer health and safety and reflect current and emerging, efficient and
cost-effective practices.

The objectives to meet this goal are listed below in order of priority.

3.1 Actively engage in the evaluation and/or development of scope-of-practice issues and
any associated legislation. If required:

a. Promulgate regulations to implement legislative changes.
b. Identify Board functions that may be impacted by legislative changes.

c. Develop and implement a plan to manage the increased workload created by
legislative changes.

3.2 Sponsor legislation to expand or clarify the Optometric Practice Act.
33 Review regulations to determine need for clarity then revise and/or amend as needed.

34 Inform and educate licensees and interested stakeholders about new or unfamiliar laws
and regulations.

3.5 Explore the feasibility of transferring regulation authority for Registered Dispensing
Opticians (RDO) from the Medical Board of California to the Board of Optometry.
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Goal 4: Enforcement

The Board protects the health and safety of consumers of optometric services through the active

enforcement of the laws and regulations governing the safe practice of Optometry in California.

The objectives to meet this goal are listed below in order of priority.

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5
4.6

Submit a Budget Change Proposal (BCP) to request additional enforcement analysts and
clerical positions to support the CURES? implementation, improve investigative
processing times, and streamline the enforcement process.

Work with DCA to ensure successful implementation of the BreEZe system including
CAS* data clean-up to prepare for migration.

Identify and implement process improvements in the Enforcement unit to reduce
enforcement and discipline cycle times.

Create inspection authority to enable the Board to inspect practice locations to
proactively identify areas of non-compliance.

Increase enforcement efforts to address optometry practice in unlicensed locations.

Increase communication to administrators of community and school clinics to educate
administrators about the Board’s complaint process.

®CURESis a prescription drug monitoring database administered by the California Department of Justice.
* CAS is the Board’s legacy enforcement tracking system.
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Goal 5: Outreach

The Board proactively educates, informs and engages consumers, licensees, students and other
stakeholders on the practice of optometry and the laws and regulations which govern it.

The objectives to meet this goal are listed below in order of priority.

5.1 Create a Budget Change Proposal (BCP) to request one additional position to support
expansion of the Board’s outreach program.

5.2 Develop a communications plan that includes the following:

a. Include inserts with renewal notices to optometrists with reminders about the
requirement to make consumer protection information available to patients.

b. Research the feasibility of using free public service announcements to
disseminate optometric health information to consumers.

c. Identify public relations agencies that could provide pro bono work to assist the
Board with expanding outreach to consumers.

d. Work with DCA’s Office of Publications, Design and Editing to create multi-
language consumer education materials.

e. Expand social media by using more frequent messages and exploring additional
online opportunities.

f. Explore having a Board representative attend major optometric continuing
education events for direct outreach to licensees.

Goal 6: Organizational Effectiveness

The Board works to develop and maintain an efficient and effective team of professional and
public leaders and staff with sufficient resources to improve the Board’s provision of programs

and services.

The objectives to meet this goal are listed below in order of priority.

6.1 Document all internal Board procedures and processes to ensure successful succession
planning of Board staff and Board members.

6.2 Conduct a job analysis for all Board programs to identify areas for resource allocation
and enhancement.

6.3 Use the Individual Development Plan (IDP) process to increase professional
development of Board staff.
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California Department of Consumer Affairs

This strategic plan is based on stakeholder information and discussions facilitated by SOLID for
the California State Board of Optometry from September to December 2013. Subsequent
amendments may have been made after Board adoption of this plan.
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OrTOMETRY

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
Www.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Jessica Sieferman Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Enforcement Lead

Subject: Agenda Item 5 - In the Matter of the Petition for Reinstatement

Dr. Sharon Mary Samski, O.D. (Petitioner) was issued Optometrist License Number 9351 by the
Board on August 17, 1989. On December 13, 2004, the Board filed an Accusation against Petitioner
charging her with violations of laws and regulations based on working while under the influence of
alcohol, disciplinary action by another state, DUI, unlawfully advertising with an optical business,
and failure to notify the Board of a current address. On March 19, 2005, by Default Decision,
Petitioner’s license was revoked.

On February 19, 2005, Petitioner filed a written motion to vacate the Default Decision. On March
18, 2005, the Board vacated the Default Decision. On September 18, 2005, Petitioner’s license was
revoked, the revocation was stayed and Petitioner was placed on eight (8) years probation.

On or about June 18, 2009, Petitioner filed a Petition for Reduction of Penalty or Early Termination
of Probation. On March 27, 2010, the Board denied the Petition.

On May 23, 2011, the Board filed a Petition to Revoke Probation. On April 11, 2012, Petitioner
voluntarily surrendered her license.

The Petitioner is requesting the Board to grant her Petition for Reinstatement.

Attached are the following documents submitted for the Board’s consideration in the above
referenced matter:

1. Petition for Reinstatement

2. Copies of Stipulated Surrender of License and Order, Petition to Revoke Probation,
Decision In the Matter of the Petition for Reduction of Penalty or Early Termination of
Probation, Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order, Order Vacating Default Decision,
Default Decision and Order, First Amended Accusation

3. Certification of Non-Licensure
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November 14, 2013

Jessicia Siefermen
Enforcement Officer

. California Board of Optometry
2420 Del Paso Road #2553
“Sacramento CA 95834
From:
Sharon Samski, O.D.
License 9351T
Petition for Reinstatement of Probat
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* Letters of Recommendation: 7 pages, more to follow
«  Volunteer Work 10 pages
* Physician Medical Reports with Urinalysis (Drug Screening) 22 pages

+ Continuing Education 12 pages

PAGE B2/32

T Questions 7-20 11 pages oo



.
Y

11/13/2813 21:27

8056875467

PAGE ©83/32

CCPMR

State of California — State and Consumer Services Agency
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. Edmund G, Brown, Governnr
Board of Optometry
2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105

Sacramentn, CA 95834
DFUARTIENT OF UEHMSR AFracs Tel: {916) B76-7170.[{B66)-585-2665
www.optometry.ca.gov
PETITION FOR REINSTATEMENT
- Aperson whose certificate of registration has been revoked or suspended for more than one year may petition the Board
to reinstate the certificate of registration after a period of not less than one year has efapsed from the date of the
revocation or suspension. In determining whether the disciplinary penalty should be set aside and the terms and conditions,
_ if any, which should be imposed if the disciplinary penalty is set aside, the Board may investigate and consider all activities
of the petitioner since the disciplinary action was taken, the offense for which discipline was imposed, activity d uring the time_...
- the-certificate of registration was in good Standing and the pefitioner's general reputation for truth, professional ability and
good character. - .
PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LIGIBLY
1. NAME (FIRST) (MIDDLE) (LAST) CERTIFICATE OF
" ‘ ) REGISTRATION NO.
S harv_ M ve S S ALl
2. ADDRESS (NUMBER) (STREET) W . DATE OF BIRTH
3639 Uan Agep Dy. 753 DI-1b - jq4p
(CITY) (STATE) {ZIP CODE) E'ELEPHONE i
. - ‘ -
\Johl boacoam G 43105 H9 689 -9 y3;
3. PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION (MEIGHT) (WEIGHT) - (EYE COLOR) (HAIR COLOR)
"} N
5% 1o Blue Wonds,
S 4, EDUCATION: NAME(S) OF SCHOOL(S) OR COLLEGES) OF OPTOMETRY ATTENDED

L

NAME OF SCHOOL

Pﬁ&%b ‘Umuarsrty Caltegf q, ppmm}(
ADDRESS (NUMBER) ’(—STREET) U v

3 Colles o Wity ‘
(CITY) (STATE) v (ZU-"’ CODE)

Gt Gow, 0%zape A1

5, ARE YOU CURRENTLY LICENSED IN ANY OTHER STATE? YES Z NO)
STATE LICENSE NO, ISSUE DATE EXPIRATION DATE LICENSE STATUS

6. List locations, dates, and types of practice for § years prior to discipline of your California license,

DATE FROM DATE TO TYPE OF PRACTICE

LOCATION

6]:.1/003 5{ 2049 Crvate

Cashoiomn,  Ogf.d

39M-13
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7. Are you or have you ever been addicted to the use of narcotics or alcohol? @ NO
8. Are you or have you ever suffered from a contagious disease? YES
9. Are you or have you ever been under obsarvation or treatment for mental @ NO

disorders, aicoholism or narcotic addiction?

10. Have you ever been arrested, convicted or pled no contest to a violation
of any law of a foreign country, the United States, any state, or a local
ordinance? you must include all convictions, including those that have

heen set aside under Penal Code Section 1203.4 (which includes _
ST rdiversion Programs) T T T T T e @
11.Are you now on probation or parole for any criminal or administrative
violations in this state or any other state? (Attach certified copies of all
disciplinary or court documents) YES @
12.Have you ever had discipiinary action taken against your optometric license '
in this state or any other state? @ NO

IF YOU ANSWERED YES TO ANY QF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS, YOU MUST ATTACHMENT A STATEMENT OF
EXPLANATION GIVING FULL DETAILS.

ON A SEPARATE SHEET OF PAPER PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION

13. List the date of disciplinary action taken against your license and expiain fully the cause of the disciplinary action,
14, Explain fully why you feel your fticense should be restored, or the disciplinary penalty reduced.

15. Describe in detail your activities and occupation since the date of the disciplinary action; include dates, employars and
locations. :

16. Describe any rehabilitative or corractive measures you have taken sinee your license was disciplined to support your |
petition,

| 17. List all post-graduate or refresher courses, with dates, location and type of course, you have taken since your license

was disciplined,
18. List all optomatric literature you have studied during the last year.
18, List all continuing education courses you have completed since your license was disciplined.

20. List names, addresses and felephone numbers of persons subritting letters of recommendation accompanying this
petition. ‘ : o

t declare under penalty of perjury under the: laws of the State of California that the answers and information given by me in
completing this petition, and any attachments, are true and | understand and agree that any misstatements of material facts
will be cause far the rejection of this patition.

Date, llllli‘-f! I Signature mﬁ(""\/ \Sﬁz HSWJ 0.0,

Al items of information requested in this petition are mandatory, Failure to provide any of the requested information will
result in the petition being rejected as incomplete. The information will be used to determine qualifications for

reinstatement, reduction of pahalty or early termination of prohation, Tha paerson responsible for information maintenance

is the Exacutive Officer of the Board of Optometry at 2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105, Sacramentd, California, 95834. This -
infarmation may be transferred to another governmental agency such as a law enforcement agency, if necessary to perfarm

-its duties, Each individual has the right to review the files or records maintained on them by our agency, unless the records

are identified confidential information and exempted by Section 1798.3 of the Civil Code.
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* #7HAVE YOU EVER BEEN ADDICTED TO THE USE OF NARCOTICS OR
~ ALCOHOL?

PAGE B5/32

Alcohol prior to the j;roper diagnosis of Bipolar Disorder and proper medications for this

- disordet.

#9 HAVE YOU EVER BEEN UNDER OBSERVATION OR TREATMENT FOR
MENTAL DISORDERS, ALCOHOLISM OR NARCOTIC ADDICTION?

Current ongoing treatment with Dr. Wexler for Bipolar Disorder with medication,
Depakote 500mg QID. The medications are also monitored with therapeutic blood levels.

#10. HAVE YOU EVER BEEN ARRESTED, CONVICTED OR PLEAD NO
CONTEST TO A VIOLATION OF ANY LAW.

Dates of Conviction Section Violated

11/15/2004 11/2004 23152B VC DUI

#12 HAVE YOU EVER HAD DISCIPLINARY ACTION TAKEN AGAINST YOUR
OPTOMETRY LICENSE IN THIS STATE OR ANY OTHER STATE?

Failed to comply with the terms of eight year probation beginning on September 18,
2005~ 2013. On April 19, through April 23, 2011 for a brief time ] did not abstain from
use of alcohol. Bix years into my eight year probation term, I experienced a slip and -
declined to meet with Mr. Felton on April 20, 2011 upon his request to come to the field
office. On April 26, 2011 T met with the Sentor Probation manitor, Mr, Felton at the
Department of Consumer Affairs and discussed my brief and limited slip. I submitred to
a drug and alcohol screening and the results came back negative. '
State of Colorado :

February 2000. 12-40-118 habitual intemperance in the use of aleohol while having a
mental disability, not involving any patients and failure to comply with treatment. I have
been licensed to practice as an optometrist in the State of Colorado at all times relevant to
this disciplinary action. Disciplinary Action 3090 and 141.The Stipulated agreement
between myself and the State of Colorado.
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State of California

November 14, 2003. Disciplinary Action 3090. Unprofessional conduct violation section
* 3105. Dr. Pazen, Optometrist. Use of alcohol over a lunch hour. Returned to work and

notified staff I would ot be returning to the office for the afternoon schedule,
Immediately removed myself from the situation. This occurrence happened prior to the
proper diagnosis of Bipolar Disorder and appropriate medication.

November 14, 2003. Disciplinary Action: Failure to notify Board of Current address. My
temporary 1 week vacation relief work for an optometrist at Dr. Pazen‘s office. Tam
currently aware this is a requirsment for the State of California. This was my first
employment opportunity after moving to here. T am fully verse in the California
Optometry Laws.

Section 3090 Violating 2556. Practicing optometry at an optical location. The Senior
Investigator for the California State Department of Consumer Affairs, Mark Felton
inspected the premise on numerous occasions found a separate back entrance for myself
opposite of the front State Street Optical entrance. My office entrance was on
Micheltorena Strest. The back office has two independent suites separated by a wall.
This separate entrance and separate business is not a violation per the investigation by
Mr. Felton. Please refer to his report you have on file. The previous Optometrist
advertised Eye Exam’s $45.00. My fee was always $69.00. I maintained a separate
business per California laws.

#13, LIST THE DATE OF DISCIPLINARY ACTION TAKEN AGAINST YOUR
LICENSE AND EXPLAIN FULLY THE CAUSE OF THE DISCIPLINARY ACTION.
Failed to comply with the terms of eight year probation beginning on September 18,
2003-2013. On April 19, through April 23, 2011 for a brief time I did not abstain from
use of alcohol. Six years into my eight year probation term, I experienced a brief slip and
declined to meet with Mr. Felton on April 20, 2011 upon his request to come to the field
office. On April 26, 2011 I met with the Senior Probation monitor, Mr. Felton with the
Department of Consumer Affairs and discussed my situation. 1 submitted to a drug and
alcohol sereeping and the results came back negative.




L

t\,/

11/13/2813 21:27 8856875467 _ CCPMR PAGE

THE DISCIPLINARY PENALTY REDUCED.

The circumstance on April 19, 2011 and the slip in my refraining from the use of alcohol
for four days is a part of the brain disorder of alcoholism. This slip is inconsequential in
nty ability to maintain and achieve my sobriety, I am capable of the probationary terms
requested by the Board and the ability to maintain my sobriety has been demonstrated
over the past 10 years. My sobriety has and will continue to be maintained and achicved.
Also please note that my probation monitor Senior Investigator Mark Felton with the
California Department of Consumer Affairs strongly recommends that my probation be
reinstated. Mr. Felton would Jike the Board members to please contact him for his
recommendation for probation. :

For the past 10 years I have completed all of the rehabilitation programs enrolled, Project
Recovery, Calle Real Outpatient Dual Diagnosis Program, and The Council of
Alcoholism and Drug Abuse, a 2 year program as well as regular ongoing attendance of
AA meetings and the 12 Step Program.

The most influential difference in my recovery today is the active involvement and
fellowship at the Santa Barbara Community Church, Volunteering with the Church as
well 45 my strong fncndshms with the members has béen the greatest impact for my
recovery which enables me to conduct my behavior in & Christian fashion. Despite my
understanding of why this happened I know that the Lord can bless and also take away.
There js a plan greater than myself and turning to God not only in good times but in times
of hardship and trials has increased my faith, obedience and perseverance. My faith holds
me up in times of trials.

The proper diagnosis of Bipolar Disotder and Depakote medication has made a
significant impact in controlling my behavior. With the treatment programs as wel] as my

87/32

#14. EXPLAIN FULLY WHY I FEEL MY LICENSE SHOULD BERESTOREDOR
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counselor Bill Pierce at the Council of Alcohol and Drug Abuse has been instrumental in
assisting me to understand the nature of the disease of alecoholism. With my regular

~ attendance at AA and Church T have developed a network of support,

With every random drug testing I have not failed one screening in the past 10 years. |
have been randomly tested by.

1. Mark Felton Senior Investigator California Department of Consumer Affairs
. Project Recovery, Bernard Hicks, twice random weekly

Bill Pierce, counselor at Counsel of Alcohol and Drug Abuse

Calle Real Outpatient Dual Diagnosis Program

Santa Barbara Mental Health Clinic, through psychiatrist appointments.
07/2004-12/2006 Koegler, M.D. ,

12/2006-12/2008 Lisa McDuffy, M.D,

12/2008-10/2011 Norman Schornstein, M.D.,

10/20011-10/2013 James Stewart, M.,

10/13-Present Wexler, M.D.

WA W

Again, Ist me make the point perfectly clear that over the course of 10 years all random
drug testing revealed negative results. Also, without exception, every report discussing
the individual medical appointments and evaluations were very favorable as to my ability
to practice optometry.

My volunteer work speaks volumes to the integral part I play in the community. I
currently volunteer at Casa Esperanza Homeless Shelter serving meals, offering free
vision screenings to the underprivileged children and families in the community including
the Santa Barbara Kids Day Health Fair, and the Neighborhood Clinic. I have also
volunteered one day a week at SEE International as well as school screenings each year
for the Carpinteria School District.

My request with the Board is that we can continue to move this case forward, Iam
willing and capable of complying with any terms of probation you feel is necessary and

98/32
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- fair. Regatdless of how harsh the terms of the probation is, I have been compliant with

one brief exception for the past eight plus years. My goal is to remain vigilant in my

profession.

- sobtiety, healthy, and to continue to strive to be a productive member of the Optometric

#15. DESCRIBE IN DETAIL YOUR ACTIVITIES AND OCCUPATION SINCE THE
DATE OF DISCIPLINARY ACTION; DATES, EMPLOYERS, LOCATION

Grant Williams, M.D.
Internist

115 E. Micheltorena

Santa Barbara, Ca.

February 2006 - August 2006
Receptionist

Cottage Hospital
PO Box 689
Santa Barbara, CA 93102

January 1, 2007 - May 31, 2007 -

Surgical Coordinator

Fashion Optical

1433 State Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101
2006-5/1/2011

Assisting Front Office

Express Employment Agency
1025 Chapala Suite 206
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

89/32
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lan Motes Temporary Employment ‘ -
_8/2009-12/2011 _ . e
Temp. Employment Catcrmg Bacara Resorl etc ‘

Barry Family Chiropractic

30 W. Mission #2

Santa Barbara, CA. 93101
January - June 2013 (Pari-time)
Receptionist

Robert Kolarcxyk, M.D.

1801 State St

Santa Barbara, CA. 93101
January-June 2013 (Part-time)

#16. DESCRIBE ANY REHABILITATIVE OR CORRECTIVE MEASURES YOU
HAVE TAKEN SINCE YOUR LICENSE WAS DISCIPLINED TO SUFPORT YOUR
PETITION.

Project Recovery

133 E. Haley

Santa Barbara, CA 93121

December 19, 2005-March 31,2006

Cost: $830.00

Program included bi-weekly random wrinalysis screenings, acupuncture four times a week
and weekly group counseling sessions. The counselor is Bernard Hicks.

Santa Barbara County Mental Health Clinic
4444 Calle Real -
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
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Dates: 07/2004-12/2006 Koegler, M.D

12/2006-12/2008 Lisa McDuffie MD.

12/2008-12/2010 Normean Schornstein, M.D.

12/2010-12/20013 Steward, M.D.

12/2013-Present Michael Wexler, M.D.
The primary purpose of the clinic is for bipolar and medication reports by the physicians
to the Board of Optometry for monitoring my progress. Each report over the course of 10
years has one consistent theme. That [ am capable of practicing optometry.

Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse

PO Box 28

Santa Barbara, CA 93102

April 16, 2006-October 7, 2007

Cost; $1790.00

Please refer to the letter of recommendationto practice optometry by the center director
Janice Beaty, Weekly group sessions for one year, then monthly group session. Bi-
monthly individual sessions with the program counselor, Bill Pierce, Please note .
continued voluntarily to continue my individual counseling sessions with Mr, Pierce once
I completed the program. I can schedule sessions with Mr. Pierce when necessary.

Aleoholics Anonymous , ,
Meeting thronghout Santa Barbara, Carpinteria, and Northem California
Completed the 12 Step program over the course of 18 months,

Calle Real Outpatient Clinic
Dual Diagnosis Program
~ County of Santa Barbara
4444 Calle Real
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
Date: May 27, 2011 - October 2011
Counselor Francisco Palencia, CADC IIT ADP Service Specialist

11/32
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Please refer to- M. Palencia’s letter of recommendation including my positive and
constructive contributions to the program. Three times a week, Monday, ‘Wedncsclay and
Friday along with random drug screenings. All results of the drug testing are negative.

All rehabilitation efforts A.A, Project Recovery, Thc Council on Aleoho! and Drug
Abuse, Calle Real Qutpatient Program and my ongoing physician momtonng have all
been voluntary,

Note that since surrendering my license two years ago I have voluntarily submitted to
random drug testing and continued to fax the results of these tests as well as my physician
progress reports to the board. ] did this on my own as a good faith effort to demonsirate
to the Optometry Board that I am serious about maintaining my sobriety and again would
agree to the terms of continuing my probation. I can not stress enough that I achieved 10
years of sobriety.

#17. LIST ALL POST GRADUATE REFRESHER COURSES WITH DATES,
LOCATION AND TYPE OF COURSE TAKEN SINCE YOUR LICENSE WAS
DISCIPLINED.

Please see the attached documentation dated 2006-2013 I currently subscribe to The
Journal of the American Optometric Association, Review of Optometry, The Contact.
Lens Spectrum and Optometric Management.

#18, LIST ALL OPTOMETRIC LITERATURE YOU HAVE STUDIED IN THE LAST
YEAR.

I. Review of Optometry

A. Advanced Glaucoma Diagnosis and Management

B. Annual Co-Manage Report

C. Annual Diagnostic Technology

D. Retinal Disease Various Articles

o
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__ The Corneal Atlas

Clinical Ophthalmology Kanski M.D.

Manual of Ocular Diagnosis and Therapy Pavan-Langston, M.D,

Journal of American Optometric Association

Various articles of diagnosis avd treatment of retinal and macular degeneration (wet/dry)
Report of MRSA

Pharmaceutical Issue / Cornea

Contact Lens Solutions

Exploring the Latest Treatment for Glaucoma

#19, LIST ALL CONTINUING EDUCATION COURSES YOU HAVE COMPLETED
SINCE YOUR LICENSE WAS DISCIPLINED.
Please see the attached continuing education pages.

#20. LIST NAMES, ADDRESSES AND TELEPHONE NUMBERS OF PERSONS
SUBMITTING LETTERS OF RECOMMENDATION ACCOMPANYING THIS
PETITION.

1. State of California Department of Consumer Affairs
Division of Investigation
21601 Devonshire Street Suite 212
Chatsworth CA 91311
Mark Felton
Senior Investigator
{818) 885-2000
* M. Felton requests that you contact him for the recommendation of reinstating my
probation status ' ‘



L
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2. Michael -Wexier, M.D.

_ Current treating physician
County Mental Health

4444 Calle Real
Santa Barbara, CA. 93111
(805) 689-5190

Dr. Wexler requested you contact him if you have any further questions.

3. William Pierce

CCPMR

Counselor The Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse

PO Box 28
Janta Barbara, CA 93102

- (805) 963-1433

4, Bernard Hicks

Project Recovery Counselor

133 E. Haley

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

(805) 564-6057

Mr., Hicks now is employed with:
CARES Mental Health Facility
2034 De La Vina

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

(805) 884-6850

5. Greg Sobiech
3727 Magnolia #482
Burbank, CA 91505
(818) 209-0447

PAGE 14/32
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6. Janice Beaty

_Center Director of The Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse. ... . .

PO Box 28 -
Santa Barbara, CA 9310

7. Enrique Alvarez Supervisor
Santa Barbara Parks & Recreation
610 Mission Canyon Road

Santa Barbara, CA

(805) 403-5780

PAGE 15/32
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Naovember 8, 2013

To whom it may concern:

CQUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
Making a Difference Sfhce 1962
Alcohal, Drug & Mental Health Sarvices
- Santa Barbara Adult Services =
4444 Calle Res], Santa Barbara, CA 9371101316

Telephone: (805) 681-57190

Facstmile: (B05) 681-5239

Takashi Wada, MD
Interim Diractor

This letter i to verify that Sharon Samski (DOB: 1-16-1960) has been receiving treatment at this Qutpaticnt
Mental Health Clinic since September of 2006. She has been and sontinties to be adherent with treatment
and her mood is stable. She aleo continues to be clean and sober for many years now.,

Siﬁcerely,

M. hfll e

Michael J. Wexler, M, D,
Hozrd Certified Psychiatrist

Ted Myers
Chief Dperaling Offlcer
Systems Change

Ole Behrendtsen, MD
Medical Direclor
Assistant Director

John Doyel, MA, CADCH
Program Manager
Aleohol & Drug Programs

Michzel Evans
Assistanl Biractor
Finance
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November 5, 2014

Jessica Siefermman
Enforcement Lead

‘California State Board of Optometry

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105

 Sacramento, CA, 95834

— Dear Ms. Siefferman,

RE: Sharon Samski, O.D.
License 9351

This is a letter of recommendation for Dr. Samski’s reinstatement of her Optometry
license. Thave known Dr. Samski for 23 years now and we began our business
partnership at Eye Care Plus in Colorado in 1991.

In 2003, I began business calls to Dr. Samski on a consistent basis, Throughout these
spontaneous business interactions over the course of 10 ycars [ never once witnessed Dr.
Samski in a impaired state. She has always been of sound mind. Thesc business
appointments were not pre-planned, and [ always found het to be the consumrmate
professional. She provides nothing less than excellent and caring patient services,
especially in educating about the profession of Optometry. She is a great asset to your
profession.

Our discussions have involved her active participation with the Santa Barbara

Community Church. Tknow her fellowship with the church is the priority in her life. She
volunteers for countless activities, and if she is asked for help, she always participates,
Her continued active involvement with the church as well as her ongoing treatment

_ program speaks highly of her continued progress. Dr. Samv,lq remains an active part of

the community. and believes in giving back.

Dr. Samski is looking forward to putting her present situation of the harsh terms of her
inactive license in the past and she has mentioned she is willing 10 agree to any terms of

- on going probation the Board recommends to continue to move forward.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

)

regory Sobiec
372TW. Magnolia #482
Burbank, CA. 91505
(818)209-0447

PAGE 17/32
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COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA

Making a Difference Since 1982

Drug & Mental Health Services
Santa Barbara Adult Services -

4444 Calle Real, Santa Barbara, CA. 93110-1316

‘Alcohal;

Telephone:

Executive Officer Mona Maggio
Board of Optometry

Del Paso Rd. Suite 255
Sacramento CA 95834

This letter is to-confirm that Sharon Samski has been attending
with clients that have mental illness and substance abusc issues

Friday. She started on May 27, 2011,

(805)681-5190  Facsimile: (805) 681-5239

PAGE 18/32

Director

2420

the Dual Diagnosis Program (Program that deals -
) three times a week; Monday, Wednesday and

Ms Satski’s participation in-group has been positive and constructive. From the beginning she showed great
motivation to learn how to deal with her addiction that has been affecting her mental health stability as her
personal life. Besides atténding her DDX group sessions, Ms Samski has been attending at least three AA
(Aleoholics Anonymous) meetings a week. She has been drug tested at random and the results have been

negative,

Overall, Ms Samski has been complying with our requirements but, the most important fact, is that she is
changing her lifestyle to obtain a trustful position in the community again.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at 805-681-4746 or e-mail me at

barbara.ca.us.

Sincerely,

ﬁég’&‘%‘féf 'a/éADC-II
ADP Service Spedialist

Calle Real Qutpatient Clinic
County of Santa Barbara
Phone 805-681-4746

Marlanne Garrity, R.N.
Deputy Director
Administration

Tom Alvarez, CRA
Assistant Director
Finance

Edwin Feliciang, MD
Medical Director
Assigtant Director

fhalencia@co.santa-

John Doyel, MA, CADCHI

Program Manager
Alcohol & Drug Programs

~ AnnDefrick, PhD
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. The Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse

, Building a safer, bealthier community by preventing
EPEVERTION = 1 5N oM ' and #eatiﬂg alcoﬁolijm ﬂlﬂd drug aéuse

Tanuary 11, 2011

" Board of Optomnetry ~
2420 Del Paso Road, Suite 255
Sacramento, CA. 95834

‘Re: Sharon Samski, O.D.
To the Board of Optoretry,

I have known Dr. Samski for over five years. Qur initial introduction was with the
Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse program as well as visiting her at her office. She
has always been professional and I have found her to be extremely competent in her
business and personal affairs. Tknow she is doing an outstanding job with the
cominunity and her volunteer efforts, most recently her participating in school screening
at the Carpinteria school districts, SEE intemational, and serving meals at the Casa
Esperanza Homeless Shelter. She has established an excellent reputation for helping in
the community. She is committed to her involvement in the Santa Barbara and
sutrounding commaunities and assists when ever she is needed.

I know you have a duty to the public, but Dr. Samski’s inability to practice solo due to
the terms of her probation is extreme and does not in any way reflect the responsible -

. behavior T have witnessed these last number of years. 1 feel this hardship is unwarranted
and the community would be better served if she is allowed to practice solo. It is my
recommendation that her current probationary terms be modified, if not eliminated to
give Dr. Samski the se¢ond chance she has sammed.

If you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

incerely,
-

Janice Beaty
Program Director
Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse

P.O.Box 28 = Santa Barbara, CA 93102 » (BOB) 963-1483 » Fax (805) 963-4089 » www, cadasb.org
An Affiliate of the National Council on Aloohalism and Drug Dependence, Inc. » A.United Way Agency

19/32
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-The Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse
Building a safer, healthier community by preventing

1ULMERTION - LCVEATIE ' and treaﬁ”g dlCOtbOij'm and a?rug ﬂbu&‘e

- December 15,2008

To Whom It May Concern:

Re: Sharon Samski

Ms. Samski enr‘olled in the Multiple Offenders Dﬁxﬂdng Driver Program on 4/ 19/_6%, and

completed the programw, on

10/19/07. .

Her attendance and participation were excellent and she paj
$1,790.00 in a timely manner.

IfImay be of any other assistance please contact me or her
805-963-1433,

RO. Box 28 «.Santa Barbara, CA 93102 + (805) 983-1433 » Fax (

d the full program fee of

comnselor, William Pierce, at

Yours Tmiy,\-{
Janice Beaty, Direc%’—

8035) P63-4098 » www, cadash.org

An Affiligte of the National Council on Alcoholism and Drug Dependenca. e w A 1 Initad s & mmma.
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* ERUGATIOM

The Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse -
Building a safer, healthier community by prevenﬁrig

i iy and treating alcoholism and drug abuse

. Febm;ryZO_;‘ZOOQ' T e

Re: Sharon Samski

. To Whom It May Concerm;

Ms. Samski saw wie for individual counseling sessions bi-monthly from May 06
though July *07. We both decided it would be beneficial for her to continue individual
counseling beyond the program requirements.

Ms. Samski made significant progress addressing alcoholism and roental health
issues, She developed a suppoit syste;ﬁ' in recovery, kept appointments with mental health
professionals, and took her .rfhcdicatidné as prescribed.

Ms. Samski managed many stressful situations very successfillly during her enrollment
with us at the Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse. T am optimnistic about
Sharon Samski’s ability to manage her health challenges and perform professionally in

her career.

Sincerely,

% [ e

William Pierce, Counselor

PO.Box 28 = Santa Barpmra, GA 93102 = (805) 983-1433 « - Fax {805) 963-4099 . www. cadasb.org ,
An Affiliate of the National Counciton Alcekolism and Drug Dependence, Inc. .+ A United Wav Ananey, - .
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Board of Optometry
2420 Del Paso Rd., suite 255

Re: Dr Sharon Samski

~To Whom It May Concerm:

I'met Dr. Samski during het commmmity service in 2006. I'was her Supervisor at
the Santa Barbara Parks & Recreation Department. I found Dr. Samski to be the most
reliable community participant to date. She was one of the hardest workers that T have
had privilege of monitoring. She was very dependable, always on tine, and developed a
reputation for truth and an excellent cheracter. I am. fully aware of her probation status
with the Board of Optometyy, and I am also awarte of the hardship the strict requirements
imposed by the Board have left her without employment in the career choice that brings
her so much joy. Dr. Samski deserves to have a second vhance. We have kept in touch
and I also know the effort she puts forth to maintain her rehabilitation process.

, i3 ve any further questions, please feel free to contact me.
Enriqie Alvarez

City of Santa Barbara Parks & Recreation Supervisor
(803) 403-5780
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Ruth Rech, M.A. Programs
Il?rectm' of Special Education Spesial Bducation
ristin Mayville, M, A, opecial Bducat
Adminlstracet of Pup’il Services gmdznéds sevices
. ed Education
Arianna Lopez, M.S. Healtl Program
Alex Serrano, M.8,
" Amy Smith, M.A.

Distrier Psyehologists

Jeresa Koont, MA. Carpinteria Unified School District
Pupil Servicgg}r -

11-4-13
Dear Dr. Sharon Samski,

Each year the Carpinteria Unified Schoot District is fortunate to have local Optometrists help
with the vision screening of our students. You are one of our long time volunteer Doctors (for
over 10 years) and we appreciate the time and energy you bring to support our students. During
the screening you are able to identify the children with vision issues efficiently and accurately.
The District then alerts families of the potential vision problem their child may have. Numerous
children have been outfitted with glasses thanks to Doctors like yourself.

As they say, it takes a village to raise a child. We are so thankful that you atre part of our
“yillage™.

-

Thank yo

i\_/

Ruth Rech MLA.
Health Coordinator

1400 Linden Ave. » Carpinteria, CA 93013 « (805) 684-7657 » FAX {805) 684.7408

Commiteed to quality education for all.

Alisn Elemontary School * Canaling Elementsry School » Sumerland Elemenuiry Schinl ® Carplnteria Family Sehool
Crvminrarin Middln Grhanl o Maminrasia ik @-luasl & Ninenan Hidh Balanl & oozl Llak Galoc..|
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~ Ruth Rech, M.A.

™\ Director of Special Education

. /Kristin Mayville, M.A.
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Programs

Special Eduearion
Studenr, Services
Gifred Education

Health Program

Administrator of Pupil Services

Arianna Lopez, M.S.
Alex Serrano, M.S.

__Amy Smith, M.A.

District Psychologists -~ S e ‘
Teresa Roonez, Mo Carpinteria Unified School District

Pupil Services

Dr. Sharon Samski, O.D.
3639 San Remo Dr. #35
Santa Barbara, CA 93121

RE: School Vision Screeninfg 20132014
Dear Dr. Samski,
Thank you for volunteering for our district’s vision screening. You will be testing students at. .

Aliso School on Monday, November 1 8" Carpinteria High School on Tuesday, November
19" Canalino School on Wednesday, November 20" and Carpinteria Middle School on

> Thursday, November 21

Aliso School begins at 8:00 a.m. Your contact pei'son at Aliso School is Cindy Husted, school
secretary, 684-4539. The address of Aliso School is 4545 Carpinteria Ave., Carpinteria.

Carpinteria High School bégins at 7:45 a.m. Your contact person at Carpinteria High School
is Nellie Galvez, school secretary, 684-4107. The address of CHS is 4810 Foothill Rd.,
Carpinteria. :

Canalino School begins at 8:05 a.m. Your contact 'pa.rson,at Canalino School is Leti Garcia,
school secretary, 684-4141. Canalino School is located at 1480 Linden Ave., Carpinteria

Midadle Sehool begins at 8:30 a.m. Your contact person at Carpinteria Middle School is Sonia
Rodriguez, school secretary, 684-4544, The address of the school is 5351 Carpinteria Ave..
Carpinteria.

Please plan to arrive at school 15 minutes before school begins so that we can make sure the-
equipnient is set up propetly and we can begin on time.

1400 Linden Ave. = Carpintoria, CA 93013 + (805) 684-7657 ~ FAX (805) 684-7408

Sommitted to quality education for all,
Alisos Blemenenry Sehonl « Canaling Elementary Schonl © Summerland Elementary Sehool ® Carpinteriic Family School
< Cetw A v e e @bt m Biimimnn Ml Sehond 8 Friorhill Blich School
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- The Catpinteria Lions Club will be providing volunteer assistance with the screening. Lunch
the afternoon.

Please feel free to contact Pupil Services at 684-7657 if you have any questions, ot will be
requiring any additional supplies. ‘ ’

Sincerely,

S

o Ruth Rech
N) Health Coordinatot

will be provided by the school cafeteria should there be the feed to continue the screening into - -
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Ruth Rech, M.A. Programs
Coordinator of Special Education Special Education
Steve Powell, M.A, - Srudent Services
Administrator of Fupil Services Gifted Educatiot
Rondi Campbell, M.A. Health Program
Julie Albitre, M.S. :
Amy Smith, M.A.

~ District Psychologists

Teresa Koontz, MA. Carpinteria Unified School District

Gate Program Coordinator
o - Pupil Services
October 26, 2007

Sharon Samsks, O.D.
P.O. Box 23815
Santa Barbara, CA 93121

RE: School Vision Screening 2007 — 2008

Dear Dr: Samski,

. As school begins at 8:05 a.m., please plan fo atrive by 7:45 aam., so that we can make sure the
equipment is set up properly and we can begin on time. Your contact person at Canalino
School is Leti Gareia, school secretary, 684-4141. Canalino School is located at 1480 Linden
Ave., Carpinteria. Please check in with the Canalino office on the day of the screening and
they will direct you to the room where the testing will take place.

The Carpinteria Lions Club will be providing volunteer assistance with the screening. Lunch
will be provided by the school cafeteria should there be the need to continue the screening into
the afternoon.

Please feel free to contact Pupil Services at 684-7657 if you have any questions, or will be
requiring any additional supplies. oS

Sincerely,

A o)

Ruth Rech
Health Coordinator

Ce: Leti Garéia

1400 Linden Ave. + Catpinteria, CA 93013 « (805) 684-7657 = FAX (805) 684-7408

Committed to quality education for all.

Alisn Elementary School * Cansling Elementary School » Summerland Elementary School # Crirpinterin Family Schaol
Carpinerin Middle-Schonl » Carninteria High Schinl & Rinenn Hioh Srhnnl 8 Baarkill Hisk Qnbhan!




Julie Albitre, M.S. -
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Ruth Rech, M.A.

Coordinator of Special Education

Steve Powell, M.A.

Administator of Pupil Services

Rondi Campbell, M.A.

Progtams

Special Educattion
Student Services
Gifted Eduearion

Health Ptogram

Amy Smith, M.A,

Districr. Psychologists

* Teresa Koot MA. Carpinteria Unified School District

.
¢

T
I ,

Gate Program Coordinator
Pupil Services
October 29, 2007 - '

Sharon Samski, O.D.
P.0O. Box 23815
Santa Barbara, CA 93121

RE: School Vision Screening 2607- 2008

Dear Dr. Samski,

Thank you for volunte district’s vision sereening. You will be testing students at
Aliso School Thursday, November 2 007.

As school begins at 8:00 a.m., please plan to arrive by 7:45 a.m., so that we can make sure the
equipment is set up propetly and we can begin on time. Your contact person at Aliso School .
is Cindy Husted, school secretary, §84-4539. The address of Aliso School is 4545 Carpinteria

- Ave,, Carpinteria. Please check in with the Aliso office on the day of the screening and they
will direct you to the room where the testing will take place.

Thie Carpinteria Lions Club will be providing volunteer assistance with the screening. Lunch
will be provided by the school cafcteria should there be the need to continue the screening into
the afternoon. '

Please fecl free to contact Pupil'Services at 684-7657 if you have any questions, or will be
requiring any additional supplies. \

Sincerely,

RuthiRech.

Health Coordinator

RR:ck . -

Ce:  Cindy Husted, Aliso School

O

1400 Linden Ave. » Carpinteria, CA 93013 « (805) 684-7657 » EAX (805) 684-7408

Committed to quality education for all.
* Allso Eleshentary School ¢ Canaling Elementary School # Summerland Elementary Schoal « Camintetia Family Schout

*+ Carpinéria Middle Schont # Camintrria Hinh Qibhanl & B lwane Lol Ocle ol 4 my 1 11 710 1 -
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* Teresa Koontz, M.A. Carp‘inter‘ia‘ Unified School District =~

O
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Ruth Rech, M.A.

Cooerdinator of Special Education

Steve Powell, M.A.
Administracor of Pupil Setvices
Rondi Campbell, M.A.
Julie Albitre, M.S.

Amy Smith, M.A.
Districe Psyehologists

Gate Program Coordinator

Pupil Services
November 19, 2007 o

~ Sharon Samski, 0.D.

P.O. Box 23815
Santa Barbara, CA 93103

RE: School Vision Screening 2007 — 2008

Dear Dt. Mayhew,

Ll
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Programs

Special Education
Student Services
Gifted Education

Health Program

Thank you for volunteering fe istaetisdsion screening. You will be testing students at
Carpinteria High School off Tuesday, November 2752007,

As school begins at 7:50 a.m., please plan to arrive by 7:35 a.m., so that we can make sure the
equipment is set up properly and we can begin on time. Your contact person at Carpinteria.

Hi.gh School is Nellie Galvez, school secretary, 684-4107. “The address of CHS is 4310
Foothill Rd., Carpinteria. Please check in with the CHS office on the day of the screening and
they will direct you to the room where the testing will take place.

The Carpinteria Lions Club will be providing volunteer assistance with the screening. Lunch
will be provided by the school cafeteria should there be the need to continue the screening into
the affernoon.

Please feel free to contact Pupil Services at 684-7657 if you have any questions, or will be
requiring any additional supplies.

Ruth Rech

Health Coordinator

RR:ck:

Ce: Nellie Galvez, CHS

1400 Linden Ave. » Carpinteria, CA 93013 » (805) 684-7657 » FAY (805) 684-7408

Commiteed to quality education for all.

Alizo Elementary School » annlinn Elemencary Sehanl « Summerland Elerentary Schaol « Garpintefin Famtly School
Carpintctin Middle School ¢ Carmintaria High School « Rinenn Hish Schoof » Foathill Mioh Sahen]
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" Julie Albitre, M.S.
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Programs

Coordinaror of Speclal Education
Steve Powell, M.A.

Administrator of Pupil Services

Rondi Campbell, M. A.

Special Education
Student Services
Gifted Education

Health Program

Amy Smith, M.A.

District Psychalogists

- Tevesa Koontz, MA. Carpinteria Unified School District

Gate Program Coordinator

Pupil Services
December 1, 2008
~ Dr.,Sharon Samslki, OD

P.O.Box 23815
Santa Barbara, CA 93121

RE: School Vision Screening 2008— 2009

Dear Dr. Samski,

Thank you for volunteering for our district’s vision screening. You will be testing students at
Aliso School on Friday, December 5, 2008 and Friday, December 12, 2008,

As school begins at 8:00 a.m., please plan to armive by 7:45, so that we can make sure the
squipment is set up properly and Wwe can begin on time. Your contact person at Aliso School
is Cindy Husted, school secretary, 684-4539. The address of Aliso School is 4545 Carpintetia
Ave,, Carpinteria. Please check in with the Alisa School office on the day of the screening and
they will direct you to the room where the testing will take place. '

The Carpinteria Lions Club will be providing volunteer assistance with the screening, Lunch
will be provided by the school cafeteria should there be the need to continue the screening into
the afternoon.

" Please feel free to con
requiring any addition4

Sincerely,

Ruth Rech
Health Coordinator

1400 Linden Ave

Aliso Elementary School @ - . ERR
Carpinteria Middl S e N Kgh School * Foorhill High, School
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Lions Club
_1Ings in

donations
_for Salvation
Army

ils Cliah i Tooking for-dedicated colnmunity friembers The week of Sun-
‘ouncil Board, which governs the club. Locals whowant - day, Dec.2, Lions Club

souraged to apply. members took turns
onth to guide policiés and plan future programs for the— nnging the Chﬂfﬂc’fﬁ'ﬁ
participate in club activities. istic bell and gathering
mation, call 684-1568 or 964-8974. donations for the Sal-

vation Aroy in front of
local businesses.

On Saturday, Dec. 8,
it was the Liens Club’s
day to turn out in force
to man the Salvation
Army Red Kettles at
the local super mat-
kets. Twenty-eight Li-
ons gave one hour of
their time to-help the
Army in raising funds
to be used this holiday season.

Captain Bob Steiner, wﬂ.—h the Salvation Army, thanked the club members for th
hel

’;;t's good to have all of the local clubs come together to help the Army int
way eir efforts

‘ SUBMITTER FHC
Lions Club President Jim Lesh, left, and First Vice
President Mark Bartholomew did their shave for the
Salvation Army this past week.

SUBMIT TED PHROTO
z, Karina Iougla, prestdent of Regency Television
elgadn and senior vice president of Lifetime
wria Grasso celebrated at the Beverly Hilton Hotel.

ers meet entertatnment execs

yated of Carpinteria recently participated in a Los An-
, where women and men in the entertainment induistry
~erment of gixls and women through their professional

Beverly Hilton Hotel, honored Sarah Tomassi Lindman,
zen television network N; Jenny Bicks, who has produced
nd Sex and the City; and Maria Grasso, who produced
d Army Wives. ‘
ana Elizalde, a 2007 national scholarship recipient, pre-
nassi Lindman.

from Carpiniteria met up with entertainment industry
diy on how to inspire girls to challenge sterectypes and

" SUBMITTED PHI
The Canalino School vision screenings were conducted by local physicians,
Dr. Groff, Dr. Samski and Dr. Mast and Carpinteria Lions Don LaFever, Mas
Bartholontews, Art Overgaag, Jack Herold and Bruce Evans.

ks Lions Club offers vision screening at schools

The Carpinteria Lions Club completed their 212 year of vision screening of L
students. The club partnered with Carpinteria schools to offer the screening, wt
helps identify children who are at risk for eye disease. More than 800 students recei
a vision sereening this yearn
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Srnts Barbara Gounty t 3ANTA BARBARA COUNT’
CLINICAL LABORATORY
p UBI.' ( 315 Camito Del Remadio Santa Barbara, CA 83110
,,,,,, H e a It h Phone (805) 681-5380
b , Fax (805) 681-4756
- Y DEPARTMENTY )
WEXLER, MD PATIENT: SAMSKT, SHARON
: - AGE: 53 Y SEX: F
ADMHS DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60
- e S | PATIENT MRN: 2474443

PATIENT PHONE: .(B05)689~9432

PAGE 82/46

PAGE: 2

LABORATORY REPORT

SAMPLE ID: 201362797
COLL: 10/14/13 14:06
ORD : 10/14/13 14:06

"PRNT: 10/15/13 10:30 "

PRINT LOC: 8
CLINIC: CROP

AT T CUTV T NI

Frees e S . T L S e e a e - - L

-mwm»._...____._,__-._._—_-....u.-.___._.___.._.,,.,........._.._.__._._.,.,-.._...u,...._._.__,____.,_,.,___.__,._______,____“_______"__n

IVOIN LI A LYY

L.D., 10-13-13 @ 1700 5h/
WBC 5.9 K/ul 4.5 - 10.0
4 =] o . . s g L - - M/Mak--. . 4,10 - 4.90 ..
HEMOGLOBIN L G/DL 12.0 - 15.0
- o TEMATOCRIT - Ce e » : T e B 3720 - 43:0.. -
MOV 89.8 FL 82.0 - 99.0
MG - v . S ~- 288 - o PG e 26.0.-..32.:0-
MCHC 33.3 G/DL 31.0 - 36.0
--—PLATELET COUNT - - - S L - K/ul- 150 ~..450
MANUAL DIRFFERENTIAL- . -« - - e e e
" COUNTS
JRR a4\ e X § . e Coee N & 25-45.
SEGS 45 L % 50-70
o BANI L L G e e el e P 0-10 ..
MONO 10 % 1-12
n ~POTAT, e 100 - . & :
RBC MORPHOLOGY NORMAL
- QCCASTONAL -SMALL -PLATELET -GLUMPS. - oo o
PLATELET ESTIMATE DECREASED
ST oo MANUAL DIFF REFLECTS ADULT REFERENGE -RANGES.ONLY

[r 3 o e + - o .. . P e e B
. ) End of Report

M.

(B

SAMSKI, SHARON

RIRECTOR+— DIMOTHY P CLONERTY

MRIN# 2474443
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. $n§‘..ta‘ Bﬂarbara County I ";ANTA BAHBAHA COUNT
CLINICAL LABORATORY PAGE: 1
u BI.I c 315 Camino Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 93110
; H e a Ith Phone (805) 681-5380 :
Fax (805) 581-4756 LABORATORY REPORT
DPEPARTMENT
MIC WEXLER, MD PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
¢ ) - ' AGE: 53 Y SEX: F SAMPLE ID: 201362743
ADMMS DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 10/14/13 11:40
‘ PATIENT MRN: 2474443 - - : T ORD :-10/14/13 1143
PATIENT PHONE: (805)689- 9432 PRNT : 10/15/13 1L0:30
ROUTINE PRINT LOC: 8
CLINIC: CROR
UNITS REF RANGE LAR
- URINE DRUG -ABUSE PANEL mﬁ“ﬂ,f--\"--- L
PLE‘ASE NOTE Yokt ok k 10 sa
* These results are for medlcal treatment Only *
R Analy51s wag performed -ag-non-forenaic -testing-. -*
m—wmAMPHETAMINES NEGATIVE . . G e e - Ba
_BARBITURATES NEGATIVE sa
- BENZODIAZEPINES NEGATIVE . . 8a
HCOCAINE METABOLITES NEGATIVE s&
~MARTJUANA -METABQLITES NEGATIVE Sa .
o _METHADONE' - NEGATIVE sa
i po=m-METHAQUALONE -« = - ~NEGATIVE. . . [ - - ...8a
" _OPIATES NEGATIVE a8
~-PHENCYCLIDINE ... .. -NEGATIVE sa.
__PROPOXYPHENE NEGATIVE a2
e ENDNOTE: . U, ek s, e aa

;

i

\L A
R

SAMSKI,

PAGE ©3/46

THE SUBMITTEDR-URINE SPECIMEN WAS TESTED. AT
CONFIRMED BY A SECOND INDEPENDENT CHEMICAL

ey e

DRUG CLASS INITIAL TEST

- - - LEVEL. .
vme o AMPHETAMINES. . 1000. ng/mL
BARBITURATES 300 ng/mL
o o BENZODIAZEPTINES 300 -ng /ml
COCAINE METABOLITES 300 ng/mL
. MARIJUANA METABOLITES 50 ng/mL
METHADONE 300 ng/ml
METHAQUALONE. 300 ng/mk.
OPIATES 300 ng/mL
w— . PHENCYCLIDINE 25 ng/ml

- PRQPOXYPHENE

300 ng/mL

~3a=PERFORMED AT:

\
!

-QUEST .DIAGNOSTICS-WEST HILLS

8401 FALLBROOK AVENUE

- WEST .HILLS .CA ..91304-3226

Contlnued on next page
L OHEBRTY .

DIRECTOR: LIMOTHY R

M. D

THE.-LISTED - QUTOFFS- AND
METHOD.

SHARON

MRN# 2474443
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CY > -
san'ib‘ éarba ra County " "ANTA BARBARA COUNT '
. '  CLINICAL L ABORATORY PAGE: 2
P u Bl_l( » 815 Camina Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 93110
, gt He a Ith Phone (805) 681-5380 :
AT Fax (805) 681-4756 LABORATORY REPORT
- N6 PEPARTMENT
WEXLER, MD PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
- AGE: 53 Y S8EX: F SAMPLE ID: 201362743
: DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 10/14/13 11:40
U PATIENT MRN: 2474443 J ORD. .: 10/14/13 11:43- -
PATIENT PHONE: (805)689-9432 | PRNT: 10/15/13 10:30
ROUTINE : PRINT LOC: S

CLINIC: CROP

UM I TE R EPORT Y URDERINGT MICHARI WEXLERS—MD

_,.....—,-..._______————u--.u-a._—————-u--n--um-—————-:--u-n-n-—«-—nm-——.u._———-—-...-...,...._____...-u.a.___.__,_,_,-n.-,, -

TEST NAME IN RANGE OUT OF kawam UI\TITS REF RANGE LaB
““““““““““““““““““ SORBEN Er TENE P T
/""“)
<M¢) End of Report
DIREQTOR: MOTHY R CTOUERTY. M D

SAMSKI, SHARON » ’ MRN# 2474443
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) DEPARTMENT
WEXLER, MD

PUBUCHea Ith

CCPMR

" 3ANTA BARBARA COU
CLINICAL LABORATOR . PY PAGE:
315 Camino Del Remedio Santa Barbara, C

Phone {805) 681-5380
Fax (805) 881-4756

PAGE ©5/46

g

LABORATORY REPORT

PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
AGE : 53 Y SEX: F
DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60

PATIENT MRN: 2474443
PATIENT PHONE:

(805)689-9432

SAMPLE ID: 201362787
COLL: 10/14/13 14:06

JORD : 10/14/13 14:06 .
PRNT: 10/15/13 10:30

PRINT LOC: 8§

- VALPREIC ACID (DEPAKENE)

THERAPEUTIC JlﬂJ :

TRV o

Continued on next page

ROUTINE
CLINIC: CRQOP
A COUNFLETE REFUKT *F URKUERINGT MITHAELTWEXLER, MD -
TEST NAME IN RANGE OUT OF RANGE UNITS REF RANGE LAB
NON—FASTING
L.D. 10-13-13 @ 1700
"2;} m-*!:f
COMPREHENSIVE WITH GFR e ~
SODIUM - 13y L ‘MEQ/Ts - 136 - 145
POTASSIUM 4.4 oo MEQ/L 3.5 - 5.1
—-EHLORTDE L899 - ~ Ce e e MBEQY R o 98 = 0T e
CARBON DIOXIDE 29 MEQ/L 21 - 31
- BNTON  GAP - o em e Adede e ~MBE@/Ty o 100 2000 o -
UREA NITROGEN 10 M&/DL 7 - 25
-~ GREATININE, SERUM-- 0.85- ~M&/DL - 0.60 - 1:30..-
—~_ GFR ESTIMATE >60 mL/min  >0R = &0
( N e e o ~GFR~ REFERENGE- RANGE: »0R=60- mL/minll--73m2 . .
N . IF RESULT OF GFR IS «60 AND THE PATIENT IS
. AFRICAN AMERIGAN, -MULTIPLY. RESULT BY 1. 210-
CALCULATION UPDATED 09/03/2010
DR ‘ ++ REFERENCE: NKDEP 06/30+/2010 .- . T
GLUCOSE 80 MG/ DL FAST <« 100
- EALETUM 9.5 - M& /DL 8.2 - 10.0-
BILIRUBIN, TOTAL 0.5 MG/ DL 0.3 - 1.0
- -AEKALINE PHOSPHATASE~m-m 33 L5 7 T TR - S [ ¥ RS
SGPT/ALT . 11 U/L 7 - B2
-~ BEOT/AST -« oom me e 19 . o W e 0 130 e 3D e
TOTAL PROTEIN L G/DL 5.4 - 8.9
~ - ALBUMIN 4.2 GBI - 8.5 - 5.Y
GLOBULIN 2.1 G/DL 2.0 - 4.1
- -ALG-RATLO 240 e 3] e 2R
THYROQID FUNCTION PANEL  .....
«T8H;~ ULTRA SENS. 1.029 - e uIUYML 0455-4.78
REFERENCE RANGD NOT AVAILABLE
T FOR AGES: NEWBORN TO 223 MONTHS..
FREE THYROXINE NG/DL "0.89-1.76

- ABULT RANGES - . -

~MEG/ML

_ EPILEPSY:50-100 MCG/ML MANTA ; 50 125 MCG/ML
R . REFERENCE:PACTS- ANR COMPARISONS, - WOLTERS KLUWER ,

2010

SAMSKI, SHARON

R I AN AL

T MO LD f"L_QH_EDmV
e T L=y

Lok — o

MRN# 2474443
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1
Ssnta Barbara County

. 3ANTA BARBARA COUNT;
CLINICAL LABORATORY cg :- @ PY’*GE 2
315 Caming De] Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 93

Phane (805) 6815380
Fax (805) 681-4756 LLABORATORY REPORT

WEXLER, MD

ADMHE

ROUTINE

DEPARTMENT

PATIENT: SAMSKI SHARON

AGE; 53 Y SEX: F SAMPLE ID;:; 201362797
DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 10/14/13 14:08
PATIENT MRN: 2474443 ORD : 10/14/13 14:06 . .

PATIENT PHONE: (805)689-9432 | PRNT: 10/15/13 10:30
PRINT LOC: &
CLINIC: CROP -

_...._—_--_-uﬁ-...a._—_————u--m‘._____...._.--—.--_-.._......__________-n_.______..._.,...___._._._,_,,,,,._‘______

~ TEST NAME IN RANGE QUT OF RANGE © UNITS REF RANGE LAB
FONPAGRENG
L.D. 10 13 13 @ 1700
o m %"{ iy
~HEMOGRAM e e+ o e
WRC K/uL 4.5 - 10.0Q
e RBE : Lo w-M/ul 4.10-- 4.90 -
HEMOGLOBIN L G/DL 12.0 - 15.0
we FEEMATOCRTT Lo % o o 3740 =~ 43,0
MCV FL 82.0 - 89.0
------ MCH PG . 26.0 - 32+06-
MCHC G/DL 31.0 - 36.0
- PLATELET COUNT I ~Kful . 15Q - 480 .
WANUAL DIFFERENTTLAL- - -
/COUNTS
--LYMPH 42 - - S : e I 25-45
SEGS 45 L % 50-70
e BAND. 4o L e g ¢ . 0—-10.
- MONO 10 % 1-12
- FOTAL 100 . - . N ,

REBC MORPHOLOGY NORMAL
- -OCCAS I ONAL--SMALL. PLATELET CLUMPS--- T N
PLATELET ESTIMATE DECREASED

TN

\,

),

e e ST - MANUAL DIFF REFLECTS ADULT REFERENCE- -RANGES -ONLY .. . ... ..

End of Report

SAMBSKI, SHARON

DIREQTOR ; TIMOTHY P CLOHERTY.. M. D
' MRN# 2474443
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 3ANTA BARBARA COUNT’

san'.t'a Eiacrbara County CL'N'CAL LABORATOHY ‘
Carmirio Del Remadio $anta Barbara, CA 9¢{10 | ;
Health = imnie @

Fax (808) €81-4756

L YNBSY DEPARTMENTY ,
T MIC WEXLER, MD PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON

l::)‘jj?AGE; 1
YRATORY REPORT

| ) - AGE: 53 Y SEX: F SAMPLE ID: 201362743
ADMHS DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 10/14/13 11:40
PATIENT MRN: 2474443 ORD : 10/14/23 11:43
N - - |- PATTENT PHONE: (805)689-9432 | PRNT: 10/15/13 10:30
ROUTINE : PRINT LOC: 8
CLINIC: CROP
MEr—— -
IN RANGE- -OUT-OF RANGE--~ - UNITS - - REPFP RANGE “"LAB
VURINE DRUG- ABUSE -DANEL e wmﬁbjmwf‘3'
_PLEASE NOTE ok w 107 sa
* These results are for medical treatment only. *
e X Analygis owas- performed as nen-forensic testing. .
woeee AMPHETAMINES. ... - - NEGATIVE .. Ba-
_BARBITURATES NEGATIVE ca
e ~BENZODIAZEPINES - - - - NEGATIVE . 8a
_CCCAINE METABOLITES NEGATIVE sa
wo o -MARTJUANA - METABOLITES NEGATIVE aa
. _METHADONE NEGATIVE 8a
O IMETHAQUALONE- -~ - - . - NEGATIVE - . 8a
../ _OPIATES NEGATIVE 35
~ - -PHENCYCLIDINE . : NEGATIVE ga.
_PROPOXYPHENE ‘ NEGATIVE ga
e e NDNOTE. .« e i ce e e o B X 3 5 % e nSA

- ‘THE--SUBMITTED URINE SPECIMEN WAS TESTED AT THE.LISTED CUTOFFS AND
CONFIRMED BY A SECOND INDEPENDENT CHEMICAL METHOD.

DRUG CLASS INITTAL TEST
- G e LEVEL
. AMPHETAMINES . 1000 ng/ml
BARBITURATES 300 ng/mL
- BENZODIAZEPINES . 300 ng/ml
COCAINE METABOLITES 300 ng/mL
MART.JUANA- METARBOLITES 50 ng/mL
METHADONE 300 ng/mL
METHAQUALONE : 300 ng/mL .
OPIATES . 300 ng/ml
PHENCYCLIDINE 25 .1g/mh
PROPOXYPHENE 300 ng/mL
sa=PERFORMED. AT : QUEST DIAGNOSTICS-WEST HILLS ...

. 8401 FALLBROQOR AVENUE
SN w e e oo WEST.HILLS CA  91304-3226
{ > - Continued on next page

Ry DIRGGTOR+—TIMQTHY P __CLONRRTY M.D

SAMSKI, SHARON ‘ MRN# 2474443
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arbars County ' 3ANTA BARBARA COUNT;;
CLINICAL LABORATORY AGE 2
c 315 Camina Del Remedio Santz Barbiara, CA 93
H e a Ith Phone (805) B81-5380
Fax (805) 681-4756 LABOHATORY REPORT
Yy DEPARTMENT
WEXLER, MD PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
- AGE: 53 Y SEX: F SAMPLE ID: 201362743
DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 10/14/13 11:40
 PATIENT MRN: 2474443 ORD- :--10/14/13 11:43 - -
PATIENT PHONE: (BO5)689- 9432 PRNT: 10/15/13 10:30
: PRINT LOC: 8§
— CLINTIC: CROP
i)
. UNITS  REF RANGE  LAB
TN
(:'» ‘\)‘ e e ey
N End of Report
RIRECTOR: TIMQTHY R CLOMERTY . M. D

SAMSKI, SHARON

MRN# 2474443
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - STATE AND CONSUImER SERVICES AGENCY . Amald Sehwarzenegger, Governar
" %smgm BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
o Dapaitmeci of , 400 R Street, Suite 4090 @ O v
e Sacramento, CA 958146200
Consumer (916) 323-B720 / {800) 5474576 O P
Affajrs www,opternetry.ca.gov

S | ~ ON-GOING TREATMENT VERIFICATION °
Name of Probationer: Shamn, Samsh. 0D License No._ 435/

-The probationary optometrist named above, is serving a-probation-term with this Board and has 'chosen’yoﬁ to

provide mandatory on-going treatment. The optometrist must continue in treatment until you recommend that
the treatment be modified or discontinued. . '

As required by the conditions of probation, the optometrist must have the treating professional send a progress
summary to the Board’s Probation Monitor upon request. The summary is necessary to determine if the nurse is
in compliance with his/her probation requirements, and is capable of safe and competent optomietric practice.
As such, please provide your responses to the questions below no later than

1. What is this optometrist seeing you for? (Provide specifics)

| ?Q o M MY

M’fﬂ"-

N 2. How many treatment sessions does this optometrist attend on a regulér basis?
med. rwJJ-?ZEﬂLI«b?_AL%_Mf

et

¥

3. How long will the treatment plan for this optometrist last?
Tndefintde '

4. Haes the optometrist regularly attended all treatment appointments?

,' /‘.'[ e

No: (Explain)

5. Has the optometrist shown improvement as a result of your sessions?

No: (Explain)
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6. Have you prescribed any medication for this optometrist? - { g @ P i f |

\ZY&S (Iden&y the medication, when & why prescribed, and how long it is nesded)
'-PA KA ER 7!40051—@—3}-\%#1&&#@/

No:

7. Do you believe this optometrist is capable of safely performing the functions of a licensed optometrist?

\//‘;(' es:

No: (Explain)

8. What is your current prognesis or recomumendation for this optometrist? (Please attach your current
dlagr osis for-this optometrist using DSM criteria).

ML@MMM@%,__
A‘ fertvol, Dopenderes tn ﬂu;‘;mn; FulR fKepios e . |

9. Has the optometrist completed your recommended treatment plan?

\/ges: '
— o (Explain COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
— e ; 4424C CALLE REAL— '
: — , >ANIA BARBARA, CALIF, 93110

Mc..‘wo/ g \v\/m/tr, M.D, License # d:é [ {10

. - , // Pllonemg&-g['gza
ature: _MM?’D Date: 28 — 2 ~/7

- RETURN THE COMPLETED FORM TO:

State of California

Department of Consumer Affairs
Division of investigation
Chatsworth Field Office

21601 Devonshire Street, Suite 212
Chatsworth, CA 91311

Mark Felton Field Office (818) 885-2000
Senior Investigator FAX (818) 885-2006



11/13/2813

Q

21:52 8056875467 CCPMR PAGE 11/46
PURBLIC BEALTH DEPARTMENT
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
Santa Barbara Health Care Center March 20, 2013

345 Camino del Remedio  Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1332 Page 1
805-681-6488 Fax: 805-681-5404 - :

" 'For: SHARON SAMSKI'MRN 2474443 T e

DOB: 01/16/1980
*Patient Instructions

The below contains confidential patignt inforrmation. If you choose not to keep this information for
your awn personal use please discard in a safe/secure shredding recepticle or give back to your
Care Team and they will destroy this for you.

Reason for your visit:

Thyroid FU
Based on this visit, your provider recommended the following;

1) go to lab now
2) limit coffee to 2 8oz cups daily

Problems associated with your visit include:

Assessed FATIGUE as comment only - Jane McClenahan, MD
Complete Problems list: '

FATIGUE (ICD-780.79)
ROUTINE GYN EXAM (ICD-V72.31)
PREVENTIVE HEALTH CARE (ICD-V/70.0)
Hx of BIPOLAR AFFECT D/O (ICD-296.7)

Most recent Vitals observed:

- Weight: 147 pounds

Temperature; 987.7 degrees F

Pulse Rate: 81 beats/minute
Respiration Rate: 13 breathe/minute
Blood Pressure; 116 / 80 mm Hg
Scheduled Appointments: |
<Nong» -

Procedures and Services:

- Office Visit Est Detailed (26 min) [CPT-89214]

. Labs and Tests ordered {this is not a lab requisition - please utilize PHD's internal clinical lab for
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"—

Y
HEALTH CARR
CENTERS
PURLIC HEALTH DEFPARTMENT
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
Santa Barbara Health Care Center ' March 20, 2013
345 Camino del Remedia Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1332 Page 2
805-681-5488 Fax: 805-681-5404 :
~ For: SHARON SAMSKI MRN 2474443
DOB; 01/16/1960
*Patient Instructions
your setvices as they already have your lab order on fife):
Comprehensive with GFR (CMP) [0081]
Lipid Panel [0077]
Thyroid Function Panel (TSH/FT4) [0165]
Complete Blood Count (CBC) [0499]
Vitamin B12/Folate [2224]
T3 Free [2007]
Labs and Tests received in the past 3 days:
) No lab resuits.
e Your current medications inciude:
1) DEPAKOTE 500 MG TBEC (DIVALPROEX SODIUM)
Your new medications include:
Please contact us if you have any questions or concarns 805-681-5488.
N



I
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SANTA BARBARA CQUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF
Alcohol, Drug & Mental Health Services
Santa Barbara Adult Services - Adult
4444 Calle Real, Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1318
Telephone: (805) 681-5190 Facsimile: (S05) 681-5239

The information coptained in this facsimile message is privileged and confidential information
intended for use of the addressee listed. If you are neither the intended recipient, nor the
employee or agent responsible for delivering this information to the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any use, disclosure, copying, distribution or taking of any action in
reliance on the content of this telecopied protected health information is strictly prohibited, I

- you have received this fax in-error; please shred it irnmediately or take any steps necessary 10
ensure permanent deletion, :

Sender's Name:

FRCEE -

Notified recipient of Iransmission via telephone at o'clock ‘ (initials)

Verified receipt via telephone at o'clock & Transmission Report Attached (initials)

FAX TRANSMITTAL

13/46

Date:  02/12/2013 Time: _2:25 pm No. of Pages: 3 (including cover sheet)

TO: Jessica Siéfgrman - Enforcement Analyst

State Board of Optometry

Telephone: _ (818) 885-2000 Fax: (818) 885-2006

FROM: pr. James Stewant - Staff Psychiatrist

ADMHS County of Santa Barbara

Telephone: (805) 681-5190 Fax: _ (805) 681-5239

COMMENTS:

ADMHS Rev. 4/14/2002
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11/13/2813 21:52 8056875467 ' CCPMR
STATE OF GALIFORNIA~ STATEAND G R SERVICES AGENCY I Amald Schwarzenegger, Governor
o BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
Depnﬂ&emﬂ 400 R Streat, Suite 4090
Sacramento, CA 95814-6200
Consumer (916) 323-8720 / (80D) 547-4576
Affairs www,optometry.ca.gov

T ON=GOING TREATMENT VERIFICATION -
Name of Probationer: é:hﬂrm &""QS& op License No. 935

_ The probationary optometrist named above, is serving a probation term with this Board and hag chosen-youto— - —

provide mandatory on-going treatment. The optometrist must continue in treatment until you recommend that
the treatment be modified ot discontinued, :

As required by the conditions of probation, the optometrist must have the treating professjonal send a progress
summary to the Board’s Probation Monitor upon request. The sunumary is necessary to determine if the nurse is
in compliance with his/her probation requirements, and is capable of safe and competent optometric practice.

As such, please provide your responses'to the questions below no later than '

1. What is this optometrist seeing you for? (Providé specifics) .
/ ) _an Ny
AL ,@umﬁm ATS AN
0

2. How many treatment sessions does this optometrist attend on aregular basis? :
S e Ao botn boosrs ¢ orinds
S8 A1) o 2L Larew), At 5 o BAA QAN il Loghot s /

6857 clfiy A4 4 7 /

3. How long will the treatment plan for this optometrist last?

(QAM (06{ {;L'-"VL.:QQC

I

4. Has the optometrist regularly attended all treatment appointments?

'b"/ Yes:

No: (Explain)

~ 5. Has the optometrist shown improvement as a result of your sessions?

1/ Yes:

No: (Bxplain)
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~ 6. Have you prescribed any ._.dication for this optomeirist?

”,/Y es: (Identify the medication, when & why prescribed, and how long it is needed)
» o 3 }‘ y AR \ s 24, ﬁl&/‘-
mﬂ 'h:?., 7 o ; A ! 2 ' /; -~

No: ) V4

7~ Do you believe this optometrist is capable of safely performing the fiunctions of a licensed optometrist?

"/S?es:

. No: (Explain)

- 8. What islyour current prognosis orx recommendation for this optometrist? (Please attach your current
diagnosis for this optometrist using DSM criteria).

Py : Brcumes Opeen ] 96 (0 Bopfideyepedly 3039

e’ fan Aeeidpiinged amof/é;// AL AP ERALL 1

9. Has the optometrist completed your recommended treatmment plan?

Yes: ' .
v/ No: (Bxplain) _ﬁw e m; //‘om? S0 by Aeresep 7
. ’ B (

Examiner’s Name:__efia 2 A, S‘IA»("&/& v 7A V.28, License # C T&eT,

| Specialty, if apy: ?g&u I ,J'J?fy‘,} - |
Address:__ £z (. é{é ﬁaa«/\lﬁm]z Labays LA G370() Phone () £57/ 57 9

Signature: . 4 s , A Date: /220,

i ' .
RETURN THE COMPLETED FORM TO:

State of California =

Depantment of Consumer Aftairs
Division of Investigation

Chatsworth Field Office

21601 Devonshire Strect, Suite 212 -
Chatsworth, CA 91311 :

Mark Felton Field Offize (478) B85-2000
Senior Investigator FAX. (818) 885-2006
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Sant arhara Qounty

- PG e alth

CCPMR

BANTA BARBARA COUNT*"
CLINICAL LABORATORY

- Phone (805) 681-5380
Fax (805) 681-4756

315 Camino Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 93110

1? PEPARTMENT
P GTENART , MD

~r

( —
DM ~CFCE

FATIENT i GeMSIT

AGE s Y

DATE OF

FEATIENT.

FATIENT
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MIRN =
FHONE, #

HHARON
SBIX o

QL/Lé/60
RAFA84
(B0 &Y -

's.
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e = = RENTODEAZEFINES -
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o P ‘ i~ .

" BTATE OF.CALIFORNIA — STATE AND CORN  wi=R SERVICES AGENCY ’ . Ar'illd Schwarzenagper, Gaovernor
] sg?ﬂgnln . BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
Y wptmertal : 400 R Streat, Suite 4080

Sacramento, CA 05814-6200 L
~ Consumer {016) 323-8720 / {800) 547-4576 X g
Affairs www.aptomatry.ca.gov A\

ON — GOING TREATMENT VERIFICATION ~
Name of Probationer: _é:hﬁ-ﬁ'k &“m-S&» ob Licensel'y. 435}

... The probationary optometrist named above, is serving a probation tertr with this Boar¢ and has chosen youte - - o

provide mandatory on-going treatment. The optometrist must continue in treatment ur.:1 yon recommend, that
the treatment be modified or discontinued. :

As required by the conditions of probation, the optometrist must have the treating profi usional send a progress
summary to the Board’s Probation Monitor upon request. The summary is necessary t:1 determmine if the purse is
in compliance with his/her probation requirements, and is capable of safe and compete: it optotnetric practice.
As such, please provide yout responses to the questions below no later thay

1. What is thig optometrist seeing you for? (Provide sperifics) |

y /) /e ; ‘ ) ;
(18 AL AR, ALY AT GAL PR ACA_ ALl (L8
Tt svmsnd fern Aoyl Moded O bacr At e -

755

2. How many treatment sessiony does this optometrist attend on a regular basis?

*) | __;MW WL gg&b@a@: oG

W/f-?éiﬁ&? al N

.2 o

3. How long will zhc tcrcau%lenltélan for this optometrist last?
/ .

4. Has the optomettist regularly atiended all treatment appointmerts?

ld Yes:

No: (Explain)

5. Has the optometrist shown improvement as a result of your sesgions?

: )/ Yes:

No: (Explain)

O
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“ g Have you prescribed any .. dication for this optometrist? ( ! ‘ PY
‘‘‘‘‘ . VY €s: (Identzfy the medicauon when & why pre; crxbed and how long it i.: needed)
‘ \,, 245 ' J , - { i o £ e /
RS, : ot ;f 2% ﬁ % i

_ 7. Do you believe this optometrist is capable of safely performing the functions o/-2 licensed optometrist?

es:

No: {Explai.ti)-

8 What 18 your current prognosis or recommendation for this optometrist? (Pleas: attach your cugrent
d;_’;mosm for this optometns’c using DSM cntena)

e 2 At Lol

Wf
" 9. Hak the optometnst completed your recommended treatment pLa.n?

. Yes:

% __¥"No: (Explm)wa L2 Nt jmm 094 L ¢ Mm Lué%
'

Examiner’s Name: _ ' \J'a e s & ﬁfwf_ P D License # ! 3 £2¢
7 Specialty, if any: f ; - )

Address , ‘LR () Phone (§7.1) AR p5 /5>

Signature 72 Date: _P. 08=21/3

RETURN THE COMPLETED Fi ORM TO:

State of Ca]ifornia'

Department of Consumer Affairs
Division of Investigation
Chatsworth Field &Flce
21601 Devonshire Street, Suite 212
Chatsworth, CA 91311

Mark Felton Field QOffice (B18) 8@5-2000
Senior Investigator FAX (818) 8135-2006
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Quest
,Diagnosticg

- ~\QUEST DIAGNOSTICS INCORPORATED
; oo

i

SPECIMEN: EN828278B
REQUISITION: 0016455

. LAB REF NO: 201033823/ CROF
COLLECTED: 09/20/2010 08:
RECEIVED: 0%/20/2010 21:
REPORTED: 08/21/2010 05:

)

J

SPECIMEN TNFORMATION

8656875467 CC
Uuest Lhagnostics Incorporated

F/’ gjf:,.;

1'?“ .I }{7

PMR

TATIENT INFORMATION
SAMSKI, SHARON

PAGE

wr
-

(

REPORT 5TATUS F'inal

DOB: 01/16/1960 age: 50

GENDER: F

IRz 2474443

32
30
08

ORDERTING PHYSICIAN

STEWART, JAMES H

CLIENT INFORMATION

76065523

COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
HEALTH CARE CLINICAL LAR
315. CAMINO DEL REMERIO FL 1-
SANTA BARBARA, CA 93110-1332

’

Test Name

DRUG ABUSE PANEL 10-50

AMPHETAMINES
(1000 ng/mL SCREEN)
BARBITURATES
BENZODIAZEPINES
COCAINE METABOLITES
MARIJUANA METABOLITES
{50 ng/mL SCREEN)
METHADONE
METHAQUALONE
OPIATES
FHENCYCLIDINE
FROPOXYPHENE

air et

In Range

Out of Range

Lab
EN

Reference Range

* These results are for medical treatment only. =
* Analysis was performed as non-forengic testing. *

NEGATIVE

NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE

NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE

THE SUBMITTED URINE SFECIMEN WAS TBSTED AT THE LISTED CUTOFFS AND
CONFIRMED BY A SECOND INDEPENDENT- CHEMICAL METHOD.

DRUG CLAEBSR

INITIAL TEST

LEVEL

AMPRETAMINES 1000 ng/mL
BARBRITURATES 300 ng/mlL
RENZODIAZEPINES 300 ng/mL

CCCAINE METABOLITES 300 ng/mL

MARIJUANA METABOLITES 50 ng/mL
METHADONE 300 ng/mL
METHAQUALONF 300 ng/mL

OPIATES 300 ng/mL "
PHENCYCLIDINE 25 ng/mL .
PROPOXYPHENE 300 ng/mL

Performing laboratory Information:

EN

/" T\MSKI, SHARON ~ ENB28278B
N

uose, dita Blegnontics, tiw

Quest Diagrostipa-Wesc {lills 8403 Fallbrook Ave West Hi1laz CA

lnga and afl Duzast DI

Printed by CareJ50 AutoRetwiva an G%/21/1¢ gt 08:004m.

Paga 1 - End of Report

81304 Laboratory Dirmctor: Les N Wilkerne M.D.

marks nrn tha tradsmarka of Cunet Dlsgnosea, © Nyt Disg iwatict Incorgoratad, All ighta razaryed, QDAIOONTL Revisad A, 5C2¥ « 19881,

19/46
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o - : . L ( ‘:,,'. . ( R
X STATE GF CALIFORNIA - STATE AND ¢Or\5:~' AER SERVICES AGENGCY { Arnold Schwarzeneagper, Governor
(; sl T BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
T [R—] ) : 200 R-ShreTruic RD84
. ) . SRRt A—DE B4 200
e Gonsuimer . ) ) {918) 322-8720 / (BOO) 547-4576
Affairs www,optomelry.ca.gav

. ON - GOING TREATMENT VERIFICATION

Name of Probationer: ,ShA'ﬁ?.pﬂ &ms.t{, gy - License No. qﬁs—(

The probationary optometrist named above, is serving a probatiori term with this Board and has chosen youte
~ provide mandatoty on-going treatment. The optometrst must continue in treatment until you recommend fthat
the treatment be modified or discontinued. ' -

' A Tequired by the conditidns of probation, the optomatrist must Rave thi treating professional send 4 progress
surmary to the Board’s Probation Monitor upon request. The summary is necessary to détermine if the nurse is
in compliance with his/her probation requirements, and is capable of safe and cornpetent optometric practice.
As such, please. provide your responses to the questions below no later than o

l. What s this qptom,ctr'ist seeing you for? (Provide specifics)

How long will J,\h.q._t,r,cgtwt_x_pen.t plan for this optongetpist last? -

"

4. Hasthe ohtomctﬁst r_egularly attended all treatment appointments? . v '
' . ' - + Va Tr .

— .
SIURONN . e PT—— T

Ten ST .Nﬁ:..(Ex.pTa_ln) o en e T e

5. Has the optometrist shown improvemen as a result of your sessions?

' « 4. . : e ) .
‘ 144 . . -

u.m»-’u 2 £ ¢_agef, prog alatly wbels
JL’.A-‘ A‘_’." AN FL s N WL Jt': s A {f ._/ = -M ol C? dd

No: (Explain)

T et ket i e bt f s wiey ez
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(
6." Have you prescnbcd any ncatmn for this optornetnst7 (

b Yes: (Id_enti - m.ed;cation whcn & why prescribed, and how long itis needed) ‘
Lk . LU/ & 4%’ .

pive . b o0 P pigseniliecl 25

Yes: . ,ﬁjg_,g,(_ YLO"‘" LA A ,a_/&d.ckajo( 74# -".‘,7
____No: (Explain)_. - -UZ,W% atV ot Binrsgee! B
. Lo ' /

‘ 'What is yOur current prognosis or recommcndauon for thJs 0plomctnst7 (Pleass attach your current .

diagnosis for this optometnst using DSM cnt

ST 7y - M , N
| wf‘@f?%.— Vo et vinds Ol QErier.T

. Has the optométrist complefed your tecommendad treatment plan?

e

Exariner's Name: J A e e /M g‘#é a/-&w?ﬁ W_A‘,’D ‘License # Q@ 263 (/{
Specialty, if any: _ Pﬂa & a_,'ltr‘i,-; :

— Addrﬁssw_eiﬂéld- 7

_ Slg‘jamrc : _Q "

AU .09

. . ngr --__‘_@bgne(_g’_ﬁé&/ "a/ﬁQ

RETURN THE COMPVATED FORM 10—~

. State of California’ e

Department of Comsumer Affairs
Division of Investigation” - -
Chatsworth Field Office .
i 21601 Devonshire Street, Suite 212
a Charsworth CA '91311 . ' : .

Thdaos comams

Mark Felton Field Office (818) 885.2000-
Senior Investigator FAX (818) 885-2006

R Y R et L LTI RD A
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PN
N

JAMES STEWART, MD

() -
ADMHS -CROP

ROUTINE

*% COMPLETE REPORT +##

8056875467

--PATIENT. PHONE:

CCPMR

EANTA BARBARA COUNTY
CLINTCAL LABORATORY
315 CAMINO DEL REMEDI O
SANTA BARBARA, CA 93110
(805) 681~-5380
PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
AGE: 52 Y SEX: F
DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60
PATIENT MRN: 2474443

ORDERING: JAMES STEWART, MD

(805)6898~9432

PAGE: A

SAMPLE ID: 20124B688
QRD : 09/21/12 08:51
PRNT: ~09/24/12°20:30
PRINT LOC: 5

CLINTC: CROP

___________.-..n..____________......________,.,_.._____.._......,.._________,......_,__._.______.._______._

TEST NAME

e e ey e e e e e e e A T E A A e ————

950001100

URINFE DRUG ABUSE FANEI
PLEASE NOTF.

* These results are for medical treatment only.

Sa

te

* Analysis was performed as non-forensic testing. *

_AMPHETAMINES
_BARBITURATES
_BENZODIAZEPINES
COCAINE METAROLLTES

“MARTJUANA METAZOLITES

77 _METHADONE
) METHAQUALONE
"OPTATES
PHENCYCLIDINE
" PROPOXYPHENFE,
ENDNQTE

NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE
NEGATIVE

PE R R ]

a8

54
sa
5a
53
sa
Sa
-1
sa

THE SUBMITTED URINE SPECIMEN WAS TESTED AT THE LISTED CUTOEFS AND

CONFIRMED BY A SECOND INDEPENDENT CHEMICAL METHOD.

DRUG CLREE

AMFHETAMTRER
BARBRTTURATES

INITIAL TEST
LEVEL

1000 ng/mbL
300 ng/mL

BENZCRIAZERTRES 300 ng/ml.
COCATNE MITAEOLTITES 300 ng/m
MARLJUANS METAPQLITES 50 ng/ml.
METHADONE 300 ng/mL
METHAQUALONF. 300 ng/mlL
DPIATES 300 ng/mL
PHENCYCLIDINE 25 ng/mL
PROPOXY PHENE 300 ng/mL

58—~FERFORMED AT:

_SAMSKI, SHARON

o

QUEST DIAGNOSTICS-WEST HILLS

Continued on next page

MRN# 2474443

DIRECTOR: TIMOTHY P. CLOHERTY, M.D,.

https://ccawebgateway.co.santa~barbara.ca‘us/cyberlab/inqpﬁnl.cgi?xchkey=00000091 &pratid=~n

PAGE 22/45

Page 1 of 2

9/27/2012
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Page ] of 1

SaNTA BARBARA COUNTY PAGE: 1
CLINICAL LABQRATORY
315 CAMINO DEL REMEDIQ

YN SANTA BARBARA, CA 93110
L (805)681-5380
JAMES STEWART, MD PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
‘ { ) - AGE: 52 Y SEX: F SAMPLE ID: 201228626
ADMRS ~CROP DATE QF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: Q06/12/12 08:53
PATIENT MRN: 2474443 - - ORD : 06/12/12 -08:56 — - -
PATIENT PHONE: (805)689-9432 PRNT: 06/12/12 10:30
RQUTINE PRINT LOC: §
CLINIC: CRQP
%% COMPLETE REPORT ™+ ORDERING: JAMES STEWART, MD
TEST NAME - - - IN RANGE OUT OF RANGE UNITS REF RANGE LAB

WU A AL b o e e et s e L i e o e - -y ———————————u——————----—-m————-——-u-—————-——--;.___—-—-——-—_.-...__....“

NON-FASTING
LD: 6/11 AT 1700 HRS

VALPROIC ACID (DEPAKENE) 89.5 MCG/ML
THERAFEUTIC RANGE: EPILEPSY:50-100Q MCG/ML, MANIA:50~125 MCG/ML
REFERENCE: FACTS AND COMPARISONS, WOLTERS KLUWER, 2010

#++ REFERENCE COPY ONLY **»

End of Report
_SAMSKI, SHARON MRN# 2474443
/i ~ DIRECTOR: PETER L. MORRIS, M.D. ’
k\J>

htips ://ccawcbgateway.co.santa-barbara.ca.us/cyberlab/inqprint.cgi?xchk cy=00000091 &prntid=A» 9/27/2012
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11/13/2913 21:52 8056875467 CCPMR
‘_ Page 2 of 2
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY PAGE: 2 '
CLINICAL LABORATORY )
- 315 CAMINO DE! REMEDIO
} SANTA BARBARA, CA 93110
. (8035)681-5380
JAMES STEWART, M PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON ‘
() - : AGE: 52 Y SEX: F SAMPLE ID: 201248689
ADMHS ~CROP DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 09/21/12 09:5]
PATIENT MRN:,247A443 -QRD :.03/21/12 69151,.A
PATIENT PHONE: (805)689-9432 PRNT: 09/24/12 10:30
ROUTINE PRINT LOC: §
CLINIC: CROP
“** COMPLETE REPORT ** ORDERING: JAMES STEWART, MD
TEST- NAME™ - IN'RANGE OUT OF RANGE  UNITS  REF RANGE  LAp
8401 FALLBROOK AVENUE
WEST HILLS CA 91304-322¢
LEE H. HILBORNE, MD
¥¥¥ RLFERENCE COPY ONLY #*#**
End of Report
—2AMSKI, SHARON MRN# 2474443 ;
,\\/) DIRECTOR: TIMOTHY P. CLOHERTY, M.D.
https://ccawebgateway.co.santa~barbara.ca.us/cyber]ab/inqpﬁnt.cgi 7xchkey=00000091 &pratid=rn 9/27/2012
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e
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SANTA BARBARA COU’ =
CLINICAL LABORATORY"

313 Camino Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 83110
Phone (805) 681-5380 '
Fax (805) 681-4756

g

FATTENTY SaMsl T »  SBHARCIN

M 2 e Y BEXs B
DATE OF BIRTME O1L/16/60

NT MMy 2474495

MT FHONE s (B0O5) d8P-047377

L 1

LABORATORY REPORT.
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e RO1L288824
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - STATE AND CONSUmER SERVICES AGENCY Amold Schwarzenegger, Governor
Swet ' o BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
Baparmantof 400 R Street, Suite 4090
SR N Sacrarments, CA 95814.6200
Congumer : - (918) 323-8720 / (80Q) 5474578

Affairs www.oplometry.ca,gov

_ . ON ~ GOING TREATMENT VERIFICATION
Name of Probationer: ﬁha’m &ﬂm»iﬁ..» Gi{ _____ LicenseNo.__ 935

The probationary optometrist named above, is serving a probation term with this Board and has chosenyouto - -

- provide mandatory on-going treatment. The optometrist must continue in treatment unfil you recommend that

the treatment be modified or discontinued.

As required by the conditions of probation, the optometrist must have the treating professional send a progress
summary to the Board’s Probation Monitor upon request. The summary is necessary to determine if the nurse is
in compliance with his/her probation requirements, and js capable of safe and competent optometric practice,
As such, please provide your responses to the questions below no later than : .

1. What is this pptometrist secing you for? (Provide specifics)
_ M deand (LA v

2. How many treatment sessions dges this optometrist attend on a regular basis?

3. Howlong will the betatmcﬁ plan for this optometrist last?

QQAA cﬁﬂt{ﬁ{am

pLrd

4. Hasthe optometrist regulatly attended all treatment appoinﬁnents?

‘/-Y CB.

No: (Explain)

3. Has the optometrist shown improvement as a result of your sessions?

v Yes:

No: (Explain)
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"

6. -Have you prescribed any medication for this optometrist?

__ 7 Yes: (Identify the medication, when & why prescribed, and how Iong 1t is needed)

Nepa s 4y SO e ~ 7~ Len_medoof 4. "’ btz etepy o AL “- oty

. FD.‘O'? 2 il;,,__,‘“_, el e 0o
No: ] 7

Z

7. Do you believe this optometrist is capable of safely performing the functions of a licensed optomettist?

%CS' .

__ No: (Explain)

8. What is your current prognosis or recommendation for this optometrist? (Please attach your cun"ent

diagnosis for this optometrist usmg DSM criteria). L, s
I LW N s CAMAPNLT UL Q—vf-cxa- &ﬁdﬂ’-ﬁ/ & ?é’ ?0
‘-._.d_.h’u lx‘ ‘ "/ 1 ,‘ ¢/ MH&"." N‘\ 2% JA::LL 2 W {..4_.-_-_ J
ALWLAALPH

9. Has the optometrist comp]sted your recommended treatment plan"

Yes

Examiner’s Name: Jormes /a? §37¢p mﬁmﬂL MmN License# 0 B4

Specialty, if any: 0 ple ‘ a.iCZ, '

Address 4 ¢ Phone (5324745~ 5o

Signature __Date: ‘('f".‘i? =y
RETURN THE COMPLETED FORM TO:

State of California' @ ,

Department.of Consumer Affairs
Division of Investigation
Chatsworth Field Office

21601 Devonshire Street, Suite 212
Chatsworth, CA 91311

" Mark Felton Field Office (818) 885-2000
Senior lnv@%ngalor FAX (818) 885-2006
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SANTA BARBARA COUpMTY
CLINICAL LABORATORY

315 Camine Del Ramedio Santa Barbara, CA 93110
Phone (805) 681-5380
Fax (80S5) 681-4756

Santa Barbara County

"”‘Healtﬁ

PATTENT &
A o

DATE OF
FAT;

Sreabaslz

wa Y

BRMRON

SEXy P
hlhTH QL1660
ENT MRNg 2474445 _
NT FHONE R C80% ) 6H9-9433

ke

JAMES STEWART, MD
¢ J

ADMERS  —OROF

FEUT I ME

BAMFLE:
BOLL.
ORD x
FRNT &
FRINT
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STATE OF CALIFOPNIA - STATE AND CONSUmER SERVICES AGENCY . Amnold Schwarzenerger, Governor
N suel BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
} Daputment of 400 R Street, Suite 4090
: Sacramento, CA 85814-820¢
Conguret . (816) 323-8720 / (BOD) 547-4576
Affairg www.oplometry.ca.gov

| ' ON = GOING TREATMENT VERIFICATION
Name of Probationer: §’hﬂ—(?/k Samshe 0D License No. 435,

- The probationary optometrist named above; is serving a probation term with this Board and has chosen you to
provide mandatory on-going treatment. The optometrist must continue in treatment until you recommend that
the treatment be modified or discontinued. '

+

As required by the conditions of probation, the optometrist must have the treating professional send a progress
sumrmary to the Board’s Probation Monitor upon request. The surnmary is necessary to determine if the purse is
in compliance with his/her probation requirernents, and is capable of safe and competent optometric practice,
As such, please provide your responses to the questions below no later than ‘

2. How many treatment sessions does this optometrist attend on a regular basis? .
esiden of
7 J

_HNowl on o Dada Yhado wikls tAe
‘ o cleel

3. How iogi will the treatment plan for this optornetrist last?
v

4. Has the optometrist regularly attended all treatment appointments?

'V{CS:

No: (Exp]ain)

5. Has the optometrist shown improvement as a result of your sessions?

% Yes:

No: (Explain)

e

\\_/
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6. I_-I-ave you prescribed any medication for this uptonwxetxﬁ'st‘7

N v Yes: (Identify the medication, when&whypresnbed and how Iong itis needed
- ¢ . _ / ‘ % /N
- %ﬁ;‘%j tma-0% , IRVN 0/ e Leipilill,

No:

- 7. Do you believe this optometrist is capable of safely performing the functions of a licensed optometrist?

\

. Yes:
No: (Explain)

&, V‘_/hat is.your cutrent prognosis or recommendation for this optometrist? (Please attach your current |
dlagnoms for~1:his optometrist using DsMc 'tcna) 0

. | g Covpliomun] Sy, &
6=A},.. R03-90, ROT AT Ball e

(ég_ﬁﬁ Mor:/ ; ALMAd ettty
9. Has the dptometrist completed your ; rccommcnded treatment plan?

Yes:

»~No: (Explair) Xé—mmfm mjcﬂwf Slte 10 Aocies ppel?
. : ' 7 |

. Exan.ﬁner’s Name:_sfame= s Teulavl m® License# _ ¢ 349 ¢/
L) Specialty, 1fan}ﬁ_ﬁ&@_.wm - .
Addres ?4{‘/{* Calle ool Borls (Gnlovendnd 32110 Prome (ST, 575700
Signatire: /,. 7 ‘ / 7N — Date: & ~» RS2

RETURN THE COMPLETED FORM TO:

State of California

Departmert of Consumer Affairs
Division of Investigation
Chatsworth Field Office

. 21601 Devonshire Street, Suite 212
Chatsworth, CA 91311

Mark Felton Field Office (818) 885-2000
, Senior Investigator FAX (818) 885-2006

T
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Page 1 of 2
SANTA BARBARA CQUNTY PAGE: 1
CLINICAL LABORATORY
— 315 CAMINO DEL REMEDIO
3 SANTA BARBARA, CA 93110
4 (805) 681-5380
JAMES STEWART, MD PATIENT: 3AMSKI, SHARON
{ ) - AGE: 52 Y SEX: F SAMPLE ID: 201228627
ADMHS -CROP *  DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 06/12/12 08:58
PATIENT MRN: 2474443 ORD : 06/12/12 08:58
R PATIENT PHONE: (805)689-9432 PRNT: 00/00/00 00:00
ROUTINE PRINT LOC: &
CLINIG: CROP
** COMPLETE REPQRT ** . ORDERING: JAMES STEWART, MD
- TEST -NAME - - IN-RANGE -CUT OF RANGE - "UNITS™ ~ REF RANGE ~"LAB )
NON-FASTING
URINE DRUG ABUSE PANEL  .....
_PLEASE NOTE M 53
* These results age for medical treatment only, *
* Analysis was performed as non-forensgic testing. ¥
_AMPHETAMINES NEGATIVE sa
_RARBITURATES NEGATIVE : 58
_BENZODIAZEPINES NEGATIVE sa
_COCAJNE METABOLITES NEGATIVE &8a
_MARIJUANA METABOLITES NEGATIVE 5a
”w\ _METHADONE " NEGATIVE g8
./ _METHAQUALONE NEGATIVE . oa
T _ORIATES NEGATIVE sa
_PHENCYCLIDINE NEGATIVE sa
_PROPOXYPHENE NEGATIVE sa
ENDNOTE LA ' : 53
THE SUBMITTED URINE SPRCIMEN WAS TESTED AT THE LISTED CUTOFFS AND
CONFTRMED BY A SECOND INDEPENDENT CHEMICAL METHOD.
DRUG CLASS INITIAL TEST
LEVEL
AMPHETAMINES 1000 ng/mL
BARBITURATES 300 ng/mL
BENZODIAZEPINES 300 ng/mL
COCAINE METABQLITES 300 ng/mL
MARTJUANA METABOLITES 50 ng/mL
METHADONE 300 ng/mL
METHAQUALONE 300 ng/mL
OPIATES 300 ng/mL
PHENCYCLIDINE 25 ng/mL
PROPOXYPHENE 300 ng/mL
sa=PERFORMED AT: QUEST DIAGNOSTICS-WEST HILLS
_ Continued on next page
SAMSKI, SHARON ) MRN# 2474443
TN DIRECTOR: PETER L. MORRIS, M.D.
{ )
https://ccawebgatsway.co.santa~barbara.ca..us/c:yber]ab/inqprint.r;gi‘?xchkcy=00000091 &pratid=~» - 6/13/2012

uuyo.l/ L-\.zq.WbI.)Ealhwu‘y LU, BALINAS VL A A, R, Uy Wy Ulsaary MY MM s i o LS A VI VA VATV S | DL ARG LVAR TR VP
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SANTA BARBARA COU" Y
CLINICAL LABORATORY

315 Caming Det Remadio Santa Barbara, CA 93110

Phone (805) 681-5380
Fax (805) 681-4756

PEPARTMENT
FWART, M

Fert TENT FHONE

FATIENT ¢ GAMSED, SMARDN

d Y GEXy
OF BIRTH QL/L&/60
CTENT -MRND 2474448
(GBOW ) 68?9452

811 00
{.’J .\’.).

PAGE 32/46

FAGEE Y 1L

LABORATORY REPORT
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SANTA BARBARA CQUNTY " PAGE: 1
CLINICAL LARORATORY
. 315 CAMINO DEL REMEDIG

_x*xi SANTA BARBARA, CA 93110
! _(B05)681~5380
JAMES STEWART, MD PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON .
( ) - : AGE: - 52 vy SEX: F SAMPLE ID: 201204801
ADMHS -CROP DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 01/31/12 10:20
, PATIENT MRN: 2474443 ORD : 01/31/12 09:53
7 _PATIENT PHONE: -(805)689~0432 PRNT: 02/01/12 10:30
" ROUTINE PRINT 1OC: §
CLINIC: CROP
** COMPLETE REPORT »+ ORDERING PHYS: JAMES STEWART, MD
TEST NAME IN RANGE OUT OF RANGE UNITS. . REF RANGE... - LAB
999001100

URINE DRUG ABUSE PANEL  ,....
HPLE:ASE NQTE LR e

53

* These results are for medical treatment only. -+
. * Analysis was performed as non-forensic testing, *

_AMPHETAMINES NEGATIVE
_BARRITURATES NEGATIVE
_BENZODIAZEPINES NEGATIVE
'_COCAINE METABOLITES NEGATIVE
7, [ MARTJUANA METAROLITES ° NEGATIVE
/' _METHADONE ' NEGATIVE
_METHAQUALONE, NEGATIVE
_OPIATES NEGATIVE
T PHENCYCLIDINE NEGATIVE
PROPOXYPHENE NEGATIVE
ENDNOTE B

Sa
sa
34
8a
S
53
sa
sa
aa
5a
sa

THE SUBMITTED URINE SPECIMEN WAS TESTED AT THE LISTED CUTOFFS AND
CONFIRMED '‘BY A SECOND INDEPENDENT CHEMICAL METHOD.

DRUG CLASS INTTIAL TEST
LEVEL

RMPHETAMINES 1000 ng/mL
BARBTTURATES 300 ng/mL
BENZODIAZEPINES 300 rg/mL
COCAINE METABQLITES 300 ng/mlL
MARIJUANA METABOLITES 30 ng/mL
METHADONE ' 300 ng/mL
METHAQUALONE 300 ng/mL
OPIATES 300 ng/mL
PHENCYCLIDINE. 25 ng/ml,
PROPOXYFHENE 300 ng/mL

Continued on next page

SAMSKI, SHARON

MRNY} 2474443

JORR DIRECTOR: PETER L. MORRIS, M.D.

,\\M/

https://ceawebgateway.co.santa-barbar‘a.ca.’us/cyber]ab!i'nqprint.cgi?xchkey=00000087&pmtid=""

N

PAGE 33/46

Page ] of 2

2/3/2017
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- JAMES STEWART, Mp
C ) -

ADMHS -CROP

" ROUTINE

** COMPLETE REPORT *+

—-__..—.__.—....—___-._.—n_-.._..__._-__

-__.._-._—-.__-_—..__._____-.__,..____

999001100

VALPROIC ACID (DEFAKENE)
THERAPEUT]C

**% REFERENCE COBY ONIy #+w

\\//

_AMSKI, SHARON

’/
\

e

8856875467

SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
CLINICAL LABORATORY
313 CAMINO pEY REM

T

CCPMR
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}?g_l&ﬁL

SANTA BARBARA, cp 93i10
{A05)681-53g0

PATIENT: SaMsky, SHARON

AGE: 52 Y SEX: 'F SAMPLE ID: 201204800

DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16
PATIENT MRN: 2474443
PATIENT 'PHONE :

/60

-.__..._-.__.._q.__-.__-__.._-,.._

.&--...__..__--__..._qh_.___.__._.__

NON~FASTING

RANGE: EP

REFERENCE: FACTS AND COMPARISONS, wo

End of Report

(805) 689-943

ILEPSY:50-100 MC

COLL: 01/31/12 09:51
QRD
PRNT: 01/31/12 12:14
PRINT LOC: 8

CLINIGC: CRoPp

MD

q.u.._....--_.—.._-.....—-.._-._-.-.._-.__-.__,'

—.u.——vu_—-_.—-—.—-._—‘_._mu_—-_.—-;.——“-_—

FER PATIENT INFO LD TAKEN: 01/30/12 @ gpM.

MCG/ML
G/ML, MANIA:50-125 MCG/ML
LTERS KLUWER, 2010

MRN# 2474443
DPIRECTOR: PETER I,. MORRIS, M.D.

e /fr‘(‘..'AWE‘. FRfewav.CN.8a .a—ba ara. CE.US/C be’rl ab/lﬂ 1) -CE1! 8 &D

01/31/12 09:51

2/3/2012
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)

Tri-County Optometric Society
1255 14" st.
l.os Osos, CA 93402
805-801-5567

Certificate of Participation in Continuing Education

Participant Information: R

Neme___SWad o \SA M[?H\ - |
Address 5[, 34 Jan Reny 43 Jard, Ve bmfa’ Lo A3105
Lic 4461 T SS#__545-35-0173

Course Information:

Location: Braille Institute of Santa Barbara * Date: Sunday, May 20, 2012
2031 De La Vina St
Santa Barbara, CA 93105

Course Title ‘ Credit Hours

"Visian ICL: What Every Optometrist Needs to Know : _ 1.0
Faul Dougherty, M.D. .

"Update on Ocular Allergy” 10
Myron Liebhaber, M.D.,

“Braille Institute of Santa Barbara" 1.0
' Michael Lazarovits, M.S.W, ‘

"Scary and Not-so-Scary Retinal Findings” 20
Dante Pieramici, M.D. ‘

TOTAL HOURS 5.0

Official certificate: or record when signature and seal are affixed.

Approving Officer: (/) —t \"Q ‘zt}=7“ ‘ Official Seal




O
s
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Year 2012

Course Title; New Advancements in Antibiotic Treatment
2 credit hours

. Course Title: Glaticoma Dlagl'lOSlS aﬂd Management

2 credit hours

Course Title: Astigmatic TOL’s. The Latest and Greatest
2 credit hours

Course Title: Lid Trauma
2 credit hours

Course Title: What s New in Keratoconus and Pterygium Surgery
2 credit hours

Course Title: Pediatric Ophthalmology and Glaucoma review
2 credit hours

Course Title: Current Surgical Techniques of the Retina
2 credit hours

Braille Institue of Santa Barbara

Visian ICL: What Every Optometrist Needs to Know.
Paul Dougherty, M.D.

Update on Ocular Allergy
Myron Liebhaber, M.D.

Braille Institute of Santa Barbara

36/46
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- Michae] Lazarovitis MSW

Scary and Not-so-Scary Retinal Findings
Dante Pieramici, M.D.
Year 2013
Glaucoma, Don’t feel Pressure
Charles Aldridge, O.D.
2 credit hours

Primary Care of the Macula
Charles Aldridge, O.D.
2 credit hours

What’s New in Contact Lenses
Pat Caroline
2 eredit hours

Retina Update
Peter Win, ML.D.
2 credit hours



()

11/13/2813 21:52 8056875467 CCPMR

Course Title: Diagnostic Dilernma of the Optic Nerve
2 credit hours

Course Title: Retinal Update

2 credit hours

2011

Course Title; AMD to OCT

2 credit hours

Course Title: Glaucoma
2 credit hours

Course Title: Medical Coding & Reimbursement
2 credit hours

Course Title: Lids, Lids, and more Lids
2 credit hours

Course Title: What’s new in Keratoconus and Pterygium Surgery
1 credit hour

Course Title: Pediatric Ophthalmology and glaucoma rewew
1 credit hour

Course Title: Current Surgical Techniques and Management (retina)
1 credit hour

Course Title: Laski & Cataract Surgery Update 2011
1 credit hour

PAGE 38/46
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8™ Annual Educational Meeting: The Latest in the Management of Retina)
Diseases. Sponsored by the California Retina Research Foundation
4 credit hours

| ”Crourrse Title: Anterior Uveitis-Clinical Practice Guideline

2 credit hours

~ Course Title: Top Ten Reasons to Request a Retingl Consult =~

2 credit hours

Course Title: First Line Glaucoma Medicati ons
2 credit hours

Course Title: Laser treatment of floaters
2 credit hours :

2010
Course Title: The Diagnosis and Management of Glaucoma-A review
2 credit hours

Course Title: The Road to the Future: 10 Clinical Pearls in Glaucoma
Management

. 2 credit hours

Course Title: AMD to OCT
2 credit hours

Course Title: Retinal Unknown
2 credit hours

Course Title: Diabetic Update
2 credit hours

Course Title: Medicare Coding & Billing, Part 1
2 credit hours

Course Title: Medicare Coding & Billing, Part 2
2 credit hoprs

338/46
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Course Title: Retina-My Favorite Cases
2 credit hours

~ Course Title: Management of Common Eye Diseases in Kids S s e

2 credit hours

Course Title: Contacts for des

. 2 credit hours -

- Course Title: Grand Rounds Style

2 credit hours

Course Title: Advancing Glaucoma Diagnosis and Management
4 credit hours

Course Title: New Frontiers in Antibiotic Therapy
2 credit hours

Course Title; Fixed-Combination Drugs in Glaucoma Part 11, Fixed
combinations: A Pro Patient Choice
2 oredit hours

Course Title: Protect Patient’s Eyes Against UV Radiation
2 credit hours

Course Title: The Golden Age of Dry Eye Management
1 eredit hour

Course Title: The New IOL’s: Co manage with Confidence
1 credit hour

Course Title: Develop Your Specialty Contact Lens Practice
2 credit hours

Course Title: Ride the Presbyopic Wave
1 credit hour

Course Title: Targeting Patient Types in Contact Lens Wear .
1 credit hour .
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Hepatitis C: Intetferon Retinopathy
Hydroxychologine Retinopathy
1 hour of CE credit,

& Course Title: Contact Lens Uﬁdat& What you ought to know
2 hours of CE oredit .

» Course Title; Residents’ Cases Presentations
Pellucid Marginal Degeneration
- Systemic Management of Retinal Emboli
Parkinson’s Plus Disorder
1 hour of CE credit.

» Course Title: Side Effects of Commonly Used Medications
1 hour of CE credit

» Course Title: “Revisiting Daily Disposables”
2 hours of CE credit.

« Course Title: Fresh Perspectives on Treating Dry Eye
2 hours of CE credit,

* Gaining on Glaucoma
2 hours of CE credit.

» Preserving Presbyopic Vision
2 hours of CE credit.

¢ Course Title: Orbital Disorders: ‘When to Refer of Watch
1 hour of CE credit.

OCULAR DISEASE PART 1
MARCH 8, 2009

L4

» Course Title: Clinical Uses of Fourth Generation Fluoroquinclones.
1 'hour of CE credit.

» Course Title: Oh the Pressure! When to Treat and with What for Glancoma.

1 hour of CE credit. :

» Course Title: Imagine Using NFLA for Glaucoma in yout Practice
1 hour of CE credit.

¢ Course Title: Neuro-Ophthalmic Grand Roﬁnds.
1 hour of CE credit.

PAGE 41/46
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¢ Course Title: Retina-My Favorite Cases
2 hours of CE credit.

_ ¢ Course Title: Management of COmmon Eye Dlseascs in KIdS
. ..} hour of CE credit. .

» Course Title: Contacts for Kids
- 1 hour of CE credit.
- e Course Title: Covcnng the Lids: Grand Rounds Ster
1 hour of CE credit.

* Course Title: New Approachcs for Reducing Risk Macular Degeneration.
1 hour of CE credit.

» Course Title: MF IOL’s/ ECP
1 honr of CE credit.

¢ Course Title: Lasik/ Intra-Lasc
1 hour of CE credit.

¢ Course Title: Retinal Vascular Lesions
1 hour of CE credit

COURSE TITLE: SCCO at SOUTH BAY; THERAPUTIC CE HOURS
7 hours of CE credit. .

COURSE TITLE: TREATMENT AND MANAGEPVIENT OF QCULAR. DISEASE
4% Annual CE Program.
8 hours of CB. Credit

COURSE TITLE: 6™ ANNUAL EDUCATIONAL MEETING; THE LATEST in the
MANAGEMENT OF RETINAL DISEASE.

4 hours of CE credit.

‘QCULAR DISEASE PART 1

MARCH. 7, 2009

¢ Course Title: The Epidemic of Skin Cancer-New Information for the Optomettic
Practice.
2 hours of CE credit.

» Course Title: The Skmny on Narrow Angles. .
1 hour of CE credit. L

PAGE

42/ 46
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CDNTINU]NG EDUCATION 2006-2008

» Course Title: Janovations in Lens Care Sclencc Understandmg Comeal Barrier Integr1ty~ o
The comea, The Contact Lens, and the Solutions.
2 hours of CE credit.

. * Course Title: Application of New Technology and New Therapies in the Management of
Glaucoma: A Roundtable Symposium at AOA 2007.
2 hours of CE credit.

. Course Title: SOS: Ultraviolet Radiation and the Eye.
2 hours of CE credit.

» Course Title: The Battle of Resistzmce.
2 hours of CE credit.

R Course Title: Apphcatxon of the New Technology and New Therapies in the Managemart
: - of Glaucoma: A Rountable Symposmm at AOA 2007,
2 hours of CE credit. '

. Course Title: Growing Your Practice with a Focus on Ocular Allergy.
1 hour of CE credit.

. Course Title: Comprehensive Management of the Ocular Surface.
1 hour of CE eredit.

. Course Title: Understandmg Ocular Allergy Exparts discuss the Latest research on the
diagnosis and treatment...
1 hour of CE crecht

» Course Title: ’I‘akmg a Fresh Approach to Dry Eye Treatment.
1 hour of CE credit.

. Course Title: Specialiy Applications of Slhcone Hydrogel Contact Lenses
2 hours of CE credit.

s Course Title: Maximize Contact Lens Success During Allergy Season.
2 hours of CE credit.

. Course Title: Prescribe the Best Solution for Silicone Hydrogel Contact Lenses.
2 hours of CE credit.

¢ Course Title: Soft Multifocal Contact Lenses.
2 hours of CE credit.



11/13/2813 21:52 8856875467 COPMR PAGE
7T *» Course Title: Patient Sees Nothing & You See Very Little! -
1 hour of CE credit.

o Course Title: I0L’S: Intricacics OF Lens Selection
1 hour of CE "re,‘ﬁtf, 7

» Course Title: Who wants to be an Optometrist?
2 hours of CE credit,

-~ & Course Title: Current Field Enhancement Strategies
1 hour of CE credit. _

2™ ANNUAL ALL TECHNOLOGY CE PROGRAM

¢ Course Title: New and emerging technologies for the care of glaucoma
inclnding the latest developments in perimetry, imaging, medications and
surgeries with a billing primer for glaucoma patients.
2 hours of CE credit. :

» Course Title: HRT & Glaucoma Detection Management
1 hour of CE credit.

» Course Title: The Integration of Wavaefront into an Optometric Practice
Y 1 hour of CE credit. '

* Cowse Title: Incorporating Advanced Fundus Imaging Into Your Office
1 hour of CE credit.

¢ Course Title: New Technology in Refractive Surgery
1 hour of CE credit.

* Course Title: Correction of High Order Aberrations w/W. avefront Optimized
Spectacles '
1 hour of CE credit.
e Course Title: Office of the Future, Marchon-QfficeMate Software
1 hour of CE credit,
CLINICAL TOPICS IN OPTOMETRY

» Course Title; Update on Current Trends in Diabetes & Hypertension Therapy
2 hours of CE credit.

* Course Title: Residents’ Case Presentations
Lacquer Crack and Development of CNVM in Pathological Myopia

_—

RN

44/48



11/13/2013 21:52 8056875467 CCPMR PAGE 45/46

T CONTINUING EDUCATION -

»  Course Title: Contact Lens Options For the Presbyope
1 hour of CE credit.

e Course Title: Teéhniqueé of Precision Toric Soft Lens Fitting
1 hour of CE credit.

* Course Title: Scratching Below the Surface of Ocular Allergies.
" T'hour of CE credit.”

» Course Title: Flouroquinolone Fever: Methodolo gy or Madness.
1 hour of CE credit.

OCULAR DISEASE, PART 1

» Course Title: Update on Diabetes and ARMD
2 hours of CE credit.

» Course Title: Corneal Refractive Surgery,
1 hour of CE credit, ~

B ' ¢ Course Title: Comeal Disease-Some Favorite Cases.
. 1 hour of CE credit.

» Course Title: Antetior Segment Disease-“And the Oscar Goes To...”
1 hour of CE credit. . :

« Course Title: You’ve Got Some Nerve!! “The Funny Looking Disc”
1 hour of CE credit.

» Course Title: “ReZoom”- A New Multi-Focal Intraocular Lens
1 hour of CE credit. -_

* Courss Title: Female Health Issues in the Optometric Practice
2 hours of CE credit.

» Course Title: How NOT to Look Bad with your RX Pad
1 hour of CE credit,

¢ Course Title: How NOT to Look Bad in the Lab
1 hour of CE credit.

» Course Title: Seeing the Whole Picture
1 hour of CE credit.
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American Heart =

Association.
Fighting Hear( Disease any Siroke

Heartsaver CPR.

This cand certifles thai the above individua! has Stisoessdidly
complated the nationas cognifive and skills evaluations I
aceordance with the curmiculunt of the AHA for the Heartsaver CFR

._uw_wmw% Adult CPR f Child CPR ! lnfant .n_uw.___.ﬁvm

—_—
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Training Center

C .

Training
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Holder's
Signature
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Jessicia Sieferman
Enforcement Analyst
Board of Optometry
2420 Del Paso Rd #255

Sacramento, CA. 95834

* RE: Sharon Samski, 0.0, Lic 9

Hello Ms. Sieferman,

51

Please find enclosed the faxejJ reports from the psychiatrist Dr, Stewart along with the random

urinalysis screenings that hav

for your records. §_c» Po

been faxed to Mark Felton over the past 2 years. The enclosed pages are

95

[ would like to put myself on t
license., What date do | need
mail the information to Sharo

Thank you,

. Sharon Samski, 0.D.

* 3639 San Remo Dr. #33

Santa Barbara, CA. 93105

e calendar for the next Los Angeles meeting for reinstatement of my
o notify you to be placed on the calendar? If you would like you can e-
Samski@yahoo.com (all lower case letters)




Santa Barbara Healt
345 Camino del Remedio
B05-681-5488 Fax: 305-6

DOB: 01/16/1960

The below gontains confidtential patient information. If you choose not to keep this information for

\\,/
—r

CENTERS
FUBLIC LEALTH DEPARTMENT
- SANTA BARBARA COUNTY

h Care Center
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1332
31-5404

For: SHARON SAMSKI MRN 2474443

*Patient Instructions

your owrn personal use plg'ase discard In a safe/secure shredding racepticle or give back to your

Care Team and they will
Reason for your visit:
Thyroid FU

Based on this visit, youn

1) go to lab now

2) limit coffee to 2 8oz Cl.lﬂ’s daily

Problems associated wi

Assaessad FATIGUE as ¢
Complete Problems list:

ostroy this for you.”

provider recommended the following:

h your visit include:

mment only - Jane McClenahan, MD

FATIGUE (ICD-780.79)

ROUTINE GYN EXAM (IGD-V72.31)

PREVENTIVE HEALTH

RE (ICD-V70.0)

Mx of BIPOLAR AFFECT /O (ICD-296.7)

Most recent Vitals obhserved:

Weight: 147 pounds

Temperature: 97.7 degreas k
Pulse Rate: 81 beats/mingte
Respiration Rate: 13 breaths/minute

Blood Pressura: 116/ 80
Scheduled Appointmen

<None>

Procedures and Services:

Office Visit Est Detailed (]

Labse and Tests orderad

m Hg

5 min) [CPT-96214]

(this is not a lab requisition - please utilize PHD's internal clinical lab for

March 20, 2013 .

Page 1

SN~



CENTERS

POBLIC HEALTH DEFARTMENT
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY

Santa Barbara Heal

Care Center

345 Gamino del Remedio|| Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1332

805-681-5488 Fax:.805-

~ For : SHARON SAMSKI

DOB: 01/18/1960

1-5404

IRN 2474443

*Patient Instructions

Your services as they already have your lab order on filg);

Comprehensive with GFR
Lipid Panel [0077]
Thyroid Function Panel (7]
Complete Blood Count (C
Vitamin B12/Folate [2224]
T3 Free [2007]

Labs and Tests received

(CMP) [0081]

SHIFT4) [0168]
5C) [0498]

in the past 3 days:

No lab results.
Your current medicatio

include;

1) DEPAKOTE 500 MG TBEC (DIVALPROEX SODIUM)

YOLII“ naw medications Include:

Please contact us if you h

ave any questions or concerns 805-681-5488,

March 20, 2013
Page 2.




ADMHE Rev. 4/14/2003°

Alcohg

SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF

I, Drug & Mental Health Services
Hanta Barbara Adult S8ervices - Adult

4444 C&lle Real, Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1316

Telep

~ The Information contained
intended for use of the a

hone: (805) 681-5190

employee or agent resporn

reliance on the content of
~ you have received this fax

are hereby notified that EW

Sender's Name:

Notified recipient of transmission

Verified receiﬁ)t via telephone &t

via telephone at

o'clock

o'clock & Transmission Report Attached

Facsimile: (B05) 881.5239

in this facsimile message Is privileged and confidential information
ddressee listed. If you are neither the intended recipient, nor the
sible for delivering this information to the intended recipient, you
y use, disclosure, copying, distribution or taklng of any action in
hig telecopied protected health information is strictly prohibited. If
in error, please shred it immediately or take any steps necessary to
ensure permanent deletion.

(initials)

FAX TRANSMITTAL

(initials)

Date: _02/12/2013 Time;:

TC:! Jessica Siefermsa

2:25 pm

n - Enforcement Analyst

No. of Pages: 3

(including cover sheet)

State Board of O

htometry

(818) 885-2000 Fax:

Telephone:!

FROM: Dr. James Stews

1 - Staff Psychiatrist

(818) 885-.2006

ADMHS County

of Sania Barbara

Telephone: _(805) 681-519

) ' Fax:

(805) 681-5239 .

COMMENTS:

7N
k\/
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Santa Barbara County L

"o Health

DEPARTMENT

TOMES STEWART, MD
¢y
ADMHE ~CROP

&

veve

ROUTENE

Phone (805) 881-5380
Fax (805) 681-4756

} . )
- SANTA BARBARA COU[’-”‘"Y
" . CLINICAL LABORATORY

315 Camlno Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 93110

TENT

SAHMSEE,
AGE 5 i

GEX
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SEP-17-2013 TUE 10:49 Al CALLE REAL OLINIC-ADMHS FAX NO. 80/5“;8)81 5239 P. 01

SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF

Alcohol, Drug & Mental Health Services
Santa Barbara Adult Services - Adult
4444 Calle Real, Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1316
Telephone: (805) 681-5190 Facsimile: (805) 681-5239

The information i:ontained in this facsimile message is privileged and confidential information
intended for usy of the addressee listed. If you are neither the intended recipient, nor the -
employee or agint responsible for delivering this information to the intended recipient, you
are hereby notifizd that any use, disclosure, copying, distribution or taking of any action in
reliance on the uuntent of this telecopied protected health information is strictly prohibited. If

- you have receiviy:l this fax in error, please shred it immediately or take any steps necessaryto-- - - ----- - -

ensure permaneii’ deletion.

Senders Name: _Lavia

Notified recipient of transmission via telephone at o'clock (initials)

Verified receipt via telzphone at ) o'clock & Transmission Report Attached . (initials)

FAX TRANSMITTAL

Date: _09/17/2013 _ Time: _10:55 am No. of Pages: 5 (nclucing cover sheet)

TO: Jessica Bieferman

Enforceinent Analyst Board of Optometry

Telephone: (916! 575-7170 Fax: (916) 575-7292

FROM: Dr. Jamus Stewart - Staff Psychiatrist

County if Santa Barbara - ADMHS

Telepione: _(805) 181-5190 ‘Fax:  (805) 681-5239

. COMMENTS:

Re: Sharon Siamski

Q.D. Lic 9351

On-Going Treutment Verification (2 pages)
Labs from 8/2(i/13 (2 pages)

ADMHS Rev. 4/14/2003
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SEP-17-2013 TUE 10!39 Al CATLE REAL CLINIC-ADMHS FAX NO. 805 A81 5239 P 02

S'i;ATE. OF CALIFORNIA = §TH"E AND CONSUwER SERVICES AGENCY ) Arnold Schwarzenegger,i Governor
P :
swnol BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
Qeparmental L 400 R Street, Suite 4090
! Sacramente, CA 85814-6200
Cotisumer (916) 323-8720 / (B00) 5474576
Affairs Www.optometry.ca.gav
"ON — GOING TREATMENT VERIFICATION * -
Name of Probationer: ‘g’hﬁ'ms &%m she O D License No, 9% 9)

_The probationary optorr:2trist named above, is serving a probanon term with this Board and has choser} you to

provide mandatory or-going treatment. The optometrist must contmue in treatment until you recommend that
the treatment be modif od or discontirued.

As required by the con Jitions of probation, the optometrist must have the freating professional send a progress
summary to the Board's Probation Monitor upen request. The summary is necessary to determine if the nurse is
in compliance with his ier probation requirements, and is capable of safe and competent optometric practice.

As such, please provid: your responses to the questions below no later than

1. What is this Op nmetmt seeing you for? (Prowde sPec:iﬁcs)

. s & i Mﬁ )é A
2. How rnany trealnent sessions does this optometrigt attend on a regular basis?
L&A—é‘;&' %_%%CMM Lt g %L&Za_é;_vf

3. How 10§ will “he freatment plan for this optometrist last?
— ‘g:fq’w.o@;:

4. Has the optomesrist regularly attended all treatment appointments?

‘/ Yes:

__ No: (Bxglain)

5. Hasthe optome irist shown improvement as a result of your sessions?

_ W Ves: = ‘: MZZM‘.; /,ma,é/ Hid a&fw @Mwkaﬁzi;

__No: (Exp lain)




TN

SEP-17-2013 TUE 10:43 AM QN l<E REAL CLINIC-ADMHS FAX NO. 8Q5~8§31 h239 P. 03

T 6. I-Lave you presc':-ibed any medication for this optometrist?

L/Yes (Iduunfy the medmatlon when &wh prescnbed and how IOng it is needed)
'lgl v ':-’ G- oL -‘./’-‘/ s J7 ZCZ’i ﬂﬂjﬁ

J— | -

No:

|
7 - Da you believe: this optometnst is capable of safely performing the finctions of a licensed optmmetnst" }

1 Yes:
No (Expr.ain)

8. What is your c.tTent prognosis or recommendation for this optometrist? (Please aftach your oprrent

dlagnoms for ﬂl ] optometrlst using DSM cntena) ~ . s
Lo ’[,.- _:&z gé"(/d &J}ﬁgg dw

9. Has the optomerist completed your recommended treatment plan?

Yes:

i:»;ﬁo: (Exp ain) ‘Z’&’ '?f&,,

Examiner’s Name: Jda MES 14‘ gﬁé(d@ Y%m&‘) License # (! S bH2 Cf'/
Specialty, if any: 7’"

Address:_ 7744 G«; éﬁt M §an~£ é{m—
\ on SE

Signatorai_ .

Af @3 )/p  Phone G18). 4515790
D Date: g/ 32—~ '

RETURN THE COMPLE(ZD FORM TO:

State of Califomia. )

Department of Cansumer Affau's
Division of Investigation
Chatewarh Field Office
21601 Devonshire Street Suite 212
' Chatsworth, CA 91311 ,

Mark Feliton Field Office (818) 885-2000
Senior Inwestigator FAX (818) 885-2006




Bl Me TR~

T SAMSKY, SHARON

- » SEP-17-2013 TUE 10: 49 AN (‘N LE REHL CLINIC-ADMHS FAX NO. 805-‘8)81 5239 P. 04
|
Santa Buibara Nm{ ‘ SANTA BARBARA COUN“' ’ l
n . e .
~~  CLINICAL LABORATORY PAGE: 1
TN PUBLICIH ‘I"Ith 315 Camino Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 93110 ;
{ Phone (805) 681-5380 . i
\ ea Fax (805) 681-4756 LABORATORY REPORT
&Y DEPARTMENT =
JAMBSSSTENART, MD PATTENT: SAMSKI, SHARON j
¢ ) - AGE: B3 Y SEX: F SAMPLE ID: 201382560
ADMHS -CRCP DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 08/26/13 09:03
SRR PATTENT MRN: 2474443 | ORD : 08/26/13 09:03
PATTENT PHONE: (80%)689- 9432 PRNT: 08/27/13 08:00
ROUTINE PRINT LOC: S .
‘ CLINIC: CROP
——-ﬂﬁ*tmmmwﬁfﬁmkﬂmw”r—hVWH*“tmxmmﬂﬁww~azm3§"swmwaﬁry byiny M
“YTEST ] NAME. | B ' R.ANGE ‘OUT" OF RANGE.. UNI'I‘S | R'E}?"BANZGE LAB
— BRINEDPRUG—ABUSE—PANEE— - - : s - - —
_PLEASE NOTE A e sa
* These ret nulta are for medical treatment only. *
— et Apady e s was—performed—as-non-—forensie-t cegEdng %
—AMPHETAMENES——-— NEGATEVE i 5&
_BARBITURATES NEGATIVE sa
——BENZOPIAZERENES - - —————NHEATIVE s - 88 -
TCOCAINE METABOLITES NEGATIVE sa
e MAREFUANA- METAB L FFES - -~ NCATEVE- B
') _METHADONE  NEGATIVE sa
B mww+&ﬁﬂmmﬂﬂ©NE IR, YaofakNa kA Ya: R S
" OPIATES NEGATIVE sa
—PHENGYGELIDINE—- - NEGATIVE . e ea-
" PROPOXYPHENE ' NEGATIVE sa
E}TD\TI‘\TD o v e o S‘a -
-THE- SUBM%%@EhmURINEwSPE@IMENmWAS—TES@ED AT-THE LISTER—CUTOFRS- pmuy——mﬁmn-umm
CONFIRMED BY A SECOND INDEPENDENT CHEMICAL METHOD. :
DRUG CLASS INITIAL TEST
" USSR .1 VA 1 D i - -
— - AMBHETAMINES - on 1.0.0 0B R — i -
BARBITURATES 300 ng/mL
amsrrerer——BENZOREAZE LN B - ~300—AG WL oo o . -
COCAINE METAHOLITES 300 ng/mL
- MARLIJUANA-METABOLIPRS——— 50~ AGHAE———— - — »
~ METHADONE 300 ng/ml
s i MBTHAQUATONE - . 3.00—ser/ ks -
- OPIATES 300 ng/mL
S -RHENCYCLIDINE 25—-ng/ml- - -
PROPOXYPHENE 300 ng/ml f
— ga=PERFORMED-AT - —QUEST DIAGNOSTECS~ WEST—HAEES - - ——
7 ) 8401 FALLBROQK AVENUE
&M/w e WEST HILLY - CA—91304~3226 e
~ontinued on next page
LDIRECTOR CLORERT ML

o MENE-2474443




SEP-17- 2013 TUE 10: 4[9 aM OAI LE REAL CLINIC-ADMHS FAX NO. 805..,881 5239 P, 0b
il : ; \ i

1ii ¢

santa Davhara © It ~ SANTA BARBARACOUN"" |
anta Yarhara County s CLINICALLABORATORY"” PAGE :

PUB I.lClH - mlth 314 Camino Del Heme(zdio SZS? Barbara, CA 93110
Phone (805) 681-5380
5 . ea 1 Fg:e(SOS) 3331 -4756 LABORATORY REPORT

% DEPARTMENT
TEWART, MD PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON

2

«( ) - ' » AGE: 53 Y SEX: F SAMPLE ID: 201352560
ADMHS -CROP DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 08/26/13 09:03
. R PATIENT MRN: 2474443 ORD : 08/26/13 09:03

PATIENT PHONE: (805) 689-9432 T PRNT: 08/27/13 08300

ROUTINE PRINT LOC: S

CLINIC: CROP

AT COMPI R RERONT T :..umemm*, e
e wm m— . i e e e

F RANGE =« LAB
’—-—-w';-—'v-,—!' —————
b

I ANT LT 1 T I V=Y

L = = = i ) 1d s el Y g LTads

- -
-
) . —
s -
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0CT-28-2013 MON 03:17 Pt CALLE REAL CLINIC-ADMHS FAX NO. 805 681 6239 P.

SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF

Alcohol, Drug & Mental Health Services
Santa Barbara Adult Services - Adult
4444 Calle Real, Santa Barbara, CA 83110-1316
Telephone: (805) 681-5190 Facaimile: (805) 681-5289

The information ontained In this facsimile message is privileged and confidential information
intended for usk of the addressee listed. If you are neither the intended recipient, nor the
employee or agint responsible for delivering this information to the intended recipient, you
are hereby notifind that any use, disclosure, copying, distribution or taking of any action in
reliance on the sontent of this telecopied protected health information is strictly prohibited. If
you have receivid this fax in error, please shred it immediately or take any steps necessaryto -
ensure permaneiit deletion.

Sender's Name: Laiya

Notified recipient of transmission via telephone at o'clock (initials)

Verified receipt via t& lzphone at o'clock & Transmission Report Attached _ {initials)

FAX TRANSMITTAL

01

Date: 10/28/201: _ Time: _3:20 pm No. of Pages: 7 (including cover sheef)
TO: Jessicy Sieferman

Enforcament Analyst with the Board of Optometry

Telephone: _ (91/3) 575-7170 Fax: _(916) 575-7292

FROM: Dr. Mizhael Wexler - Sitaff Psychiatrist

County of Santa Barbara - ADMHS

Telephone: _(80%1 681:5190 Fax: _ (805) 681-56239

COMMENTS:

Re: Sharon Samski

OD: Lic 9351

On-Going Treatmen:; Verification (2 pages)
Labs from 10/14/13 /4 pages)

ADMHS Rav. 4/14/2003
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- | _ 3ANTA BARBARA COUNT
Santa Barb.nra Countj: - CLIN'CAL LABORATORY e PAGE: 1
Pu BL'C 315 Camino.Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 93110
ll e a Wlth Phone (805) 681-5380
o\ Fax (805) 681-4756 LABORATORY REPORT
' f ”4;" DEPARTIMENT
MICHS®L, WEXLER, MD PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
oA ) - AGE: 53 Y 8EX: F SAMPLE ID; 201362797
ADMHS DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60 COLL: 10/14/13 14:06
- PATIENT MRN: 2474443 . | ORD : 10/14/13 14:06
PATIENT PHONE: (805)689- 9432 | PRNT: 10/15/13 10:30
ROUTINE PRINT LOC: 8
. CLINIC: CROP
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Continued on next page - ~
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Santa Barhara County

PEPARTMENT

~ "% Health

WEXLER, MD

__SANTA BARBARA COUNT’
CLINICAL LABORATORY

315 Camino Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA93110

Phone (805) 681-5360
Fax (805) 681-4756

FAX NO. 805 681

N

PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
AGHE: 53 Y
DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60
PATIENT MRN: 2474443

PATIENT PHONE:

SEX:

F

(805) 685-9432

PRNT:

6239 P. 0b

PACE: 2

LABORATORY REPORT

SAMPLE ID: 201362787
COLL: 10/14/13 14:06
ORD : 10/14/13 14:06
10/15/13 10330
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SaLta Barbnra count+

P"Heamuth

FAX NO. 805 681

3JANTA BARBARA COUNT
CLINICAL LABORATORY

315 Carmino Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 93110
Phone (805) 681-5380
Fax (805) 681-4756

P

DEPARTINENT
WEXLER, MD PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
- AGE: 53 ¥ GEX: F
DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60
PATIENT MRN: 2474443
DATTENT PHONE: (805)689-9432

6239 P. 06

PAGE : 1

LABORATORY REPORT

SAMPLE ID: 201362743
COLL; 10/14/13 11:40
ORD : 10/14/13 11:43

"PRNT: 10/15/13 10:30

. THE--SUBMITTE;: URINE -SPEGIMEN-WAS—TESTED—AT- -THE—L1STED—-CUTOFEE—AND.

CONFIRMED BY A SECOND INDEPENDENT CHEMICAL METHOD

st

ROUTINE PRINT LOC: 8
CLINIC: CROP
WMWWWW ..........
TEST NAME Rk IN RANGE ' QUT ‘OF - ‘RANGE’ UNITS REP RANQE LAB
-------------------- 1-'-‘---—-~wm——'_d0:-q—‘-«n-——-- --v-r'-v-v—-—u -w"rv-—-'-“'---rv—-~——‘—---v---“'--wN'—T'--w—n:u---'n-——‘-
—YRINE-DRUC—ABUSE—PHHEL - T . pvfhlfax‘% - -
_PLEASE NOTE KRRRK 16~/ ga
* These recmlts are fc:»r medical treatment only* *
- e Anatyeis. was—per formed-as- ~non~forensie tesEing--

—— AMPHETAMANES— —- NECATEVE—— - . - : ST -
_BARBITURATES NEGATIVE sa
T RENZODIAZEPENES- - - NEGATIVE-— in S
_COCAINE METAROLILTES NEGATIVE sa
e MART JUANAMETAB(ELTRS - - NEGAT LVE— - - - — S
L J METHADONE NEGATIVE sa
———METH—AQUA—L@NE i e sy SRR ATV o . Ba-
T OPIATES NEGATIVE s&
e ZPHENCYCLIDINE—— o ~———NEGAPIVE— - A
_PROPOXYPHENE NEGATIVE sa
e ENDNOTE. s de ke & & oot i DB

roper

DRUG CLASS INITIAL TEST

------- LEVEL

— s AMPHETAMINES- 1.0.0.0—ng/ ke - - -
BARBITURATES 300 ng/mbL

e BENYZOD TAZERLEES o -m——emmem 300—RG £ TL - e -
COCAINE METAROLITES 300 ng/mL

_— .MAR:JUANA- MEiABOLIT G - —
METHADONE 300 ng/mL
METHAQUALONE - 3.0.0--AgH/ Ml —. e
QPIATES 300 ng/mL
PHENCYCLIDINE - s+ 2B B e ooy mrmm e
PROPOXYPHENE 300 ng/mL

e 88=PEREORMED--AT+——. .-QUEST DIAGNOSTICS-WEST-HILLS - -

3

8401 FALLRROOK AVENUE

WEST HILLS—CA.— 913043226

Continued on next page
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) DEPARTIMENT
WEKLER, MD

ROUTINE
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PAGE: 2

a15 ramino Del Remedio Santa Barbara, CA 93110

Phane (805) 681-5380
Fax (805) 681-4756

LABORATORY REPORT

PATIENT: SAMSKI, SHARON
AGE: 53 ¥ SEX: F
DATE OF BIRTH: 01/16/60

| PATIENT MRN: 2474443 - : [ =) s o
PATIENT PHONE: (80%)689-9432 | PRNT; 10/15/13 10:30

SAMPLE ID: 201362743
COLL: 10/14/13 11:40
ORD : 10/14/13 11:43
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - BUSINESS, CONSUMER SERVICES AND HOUSING AGENCY

— , BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
[ | —r— 2450 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 105
HEVARYMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIFS SACRAMEN TO, CALIFORN 1A 95834

TELEPHONE (916)575-7170
Www.optometry.ca.gov

EOMUND G, BROWN 4R, GOVERNOR

BARBARA HANNA BYTOMSKI
9320 CARMEL MOUNTAIN RD STE E
SAN DIEGO CA 92129

LICENSE NO: OPT 00008206 RECEIPT NO: 32870721 EXP. DATE: 10/31/13

Your application for renewal has been received and the payment cashiered. However, your license is
being held because you did not properly complete the renewal form. Please complete the RENEWAL
REQUIREMENTS (below). In order to release the hold on your license, you must complete this form
and return it within 10 days. You may fax a signed copy of this form to the Board office at '
(918)575-7292. '

Your renewed license will be mailed to you approximately 2 weeks after this letter is returned to the
Board, providing the requirements are met.

Failure o return the required documentation within 10 days from the date of this letter may result

. in the inactive renewal of your license to practice optometry. An optometrist holding an inactive

Nlicense may not engage in any activity for which an active license is required and must cense and

desist from the practice of optometry until the license is reinstated to active status.

RENEWAL REQUIREMENTS (Please complete this section)

License Status — Contitning Education — Conviction/Disciplinary History Infarmation
I wish to renew my licensa as: A, ‘X Active B. [J Inactive

C. have complsted the roq(uired hours of CE within the last two years or have bean granted an exception or
" “mxtension by the Board. (See the BOARD wehsite to determine your with eligiblity for.CE‘axcapiion/extunsiQn)

0.0 1 have not completad the required CE and/or please renew my license with an inactive status.
FOR ALL LICENSEES: Subsequent to the issuanca of your lieansa —or— sinee you last renawed your license, have you had any

license disciplined by a government agengy of have you been ecanvictad of my crime in any state, of the Unitad States and
Its territories, military court or a foreign country? G. YES [ H. NM

FINGERPRINT REQUIREMENT (Ssa tha BOARD websita for further datails or ses back of your original renawal applicatian)
Have you complisd with the fingarprint requirements? .
1. wser.ﬁa/e J NO O

" | eartify, under panaity of perjury unider the laws of the State of California that the foregoing

S
4

o

infarmation is true and correct,

J//M//mj@(/@mﬁmom _ _0-28-13

SIGNATURE Date

_Your anticipated cooperation is appreciated. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please

“ontact the Board at (916) 575-7170 or the Board website.

LOBFSG DR/01/13
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Date: 11/14/13

~ CCPMR

Re: Dr. Sharon Samski
To: California Board of Optometry

. Dear Board of Optometty,

This letter is in regards to Dr. Samski’s reinstatement on probatior.

My first encounter with Sharon was at Project Recovery Qutpatient Treatment Facility in 2006,
as T was her drug and aleohol eounsclor during her treatment. During Dr. Samski’s treatment
history at Project Recovety, she displayed a positive attitude, gained insightful understanding
of her addiction as evidence by preparing and presenting & step 1 worksheet on how alechol
impaeted her life, and how it affects the brain and body. Dr. Samski also gave evidence of the
use of relapse prevention skills by attending weekly Alcohol Anonymaus (AA) 12-step mectings
and presenting to her pects a relapse prevention plan on healthy ways to cope with feelitigs,
ihoughts, and behaviors that increase risk for relapse.

Dr. Samski demonstrated the effectiveness of treatment by remaining clean and sober during
her eptire time in program and completing all goals on her treatment plan,

Addiction is & brain disease and not a moral issue. It is the result of the chemical changes in
the brain due fo continued use of drugs that impair judgment and healthy choices. 1 speak this
from experience, as I am 2 recovering addict myself who went through the pitfalls of this
disease, and, with support, relapse prevention skills, and abstinence 1 now live a clean and
sober Jifestyle and work iri the field of addiction. This is the experience that Dr. Samski is going
through and has now learned the necessary teols and skills to live a clean and sober lifestyle.
For most people recovering from drugs and alcohol relapsc is part of the recovery proccss due
to the healing of the brain and adaptation to a whole new lifestyle.

Sinee Dr. Samski completion of Project Recovery Outpatient Clinic, I have ran into her
randomly at Starbuck’s and the grocery store, and 1 can attest that she has been of sound
mind and sober, has a vibrant outlook on life, developed and, utilizes healthy coping skills to
maintain her sobriety, and gracefully gives back to others who struggle with the same disease.

Lastly, allowing Dr. Samski to be reinstated on probation will greatly benefit het recovery,
permit her continued endeavor to help others who struggle with aleobolism, and grant her the

oppottunity to practice in, the field Optometry. 5

Bernard Hf uu-w‘%{f——ﬁz_f

Certified Drug & Alcohol Counselor CATC I1 / Crisis Specialist

PAGE ©2/93
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12/85/2813 21

|

We Jjust eouldn’t decide
which of the many ways
to express to you
our heartfelt praise,
but reggrdless of the wording,
THANKS for brightening our days!
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. BEFORETHE -

STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY =~ .
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATEOF CALIFOR‘NIA L

- :In the Matter of the Pc’cmon for Reductmn of | CaseNo. CC 2609 71
- Penalty Agamst o P

P14

" SHARON MARY SAMSKT,
3639-8an-Remo-#33
- Bants Barbara, CA 93105
Optometry License No 9351
R Resnondent
DECISION AND ORDER

The attached‘Snpulatcd Surrendea‘ of Lwense and Ordzr is bere:by adOptad by the State

‘Boatd of Optometry,Department of Consumer Affairg, ag its Decision in this matter.

© ‘This Decision shall besome effective on April 11, 2012
Itisso ORDERED __. _ March 12, 2012

. FOR THE STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
.. DEPARTMENT OF LQNS,MR AFFAIRS
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KaMALAD. HARRIS

») .27

28

1
Attorney General 6f California
2 || .MARCD. GREENBAUM
Supervising Deputy Attorney General _ : A :
- e« eew o223 | MICHELLE MCCARRON.. - S O S P N
' Deputy Attorney General ' ' S :
4 || State Bar No, 237031
| ~ 300 So. Spring Street, Sulte 1702 -
‘5 || Los Angeles, CA" 90013~ -
|- Telephone (213).897-2544
‘6 || Facsimile: (213) 897-2804
; Attorneys for Complainant
8. STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY :
- o DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
9 STATE OF CALIFORNIA '
10 ‘
11 In the Matter of the Petition to Revoke . | Case No. CC 2009 71
1 Probauon Agalnst : ' o '
|| SHARON MARY SAMSKI | o | -
- - 13 1] 3639 San Remo #33 = . - S STIPULATED SURRENDER OF :
SN " || Santa Barbara, CA 93105 : - | LICENSE AND ORDER - "
D .- 14 | Optometry License No. 9351 e
' 15 | | Respondent. |.
16 '
17 In the 1nterest ofa prompt and speedy resolu‘uon of this matter consistent W1th the pubhc
18 tnterest and the respon51b111ty of the State Board of Optometry of the Department of Conisumer
19 Affa1rs the partxes hereby agree to the followmg Stlpulated Surrendet of License and Order which
20- ,w111 be submltted to the Board for approval and adop’uon as the final dlsposmon of the Pet1t1on to
21 || ‘Revoke Probation.
2 | PARTIES
23 1. Mona Maggio (Complainant) is the Executive Officet of the State Board of
24 Optometry She brought thls action solely in her official capacity and is tepresented' in this matter
25 || by Kamala D. Harns, Attorney General of the State of California, by M1che11e McCarron, Deputy ‘
26 || Attorney General | -

2. Sharon Maly Samsk1 (Respondent) is representmg herself in thls proceedlng and has |

".chosen not to exercise her right to be represented by counsel.

1

Stipulated Surrender of License (Case No. CC 2009 71)




.3 Onm or about August 17, 1989, the State Board of Optometry issued Optometry

1
.' 2 "1| License No. 9351 fo Sharon Mary Samski (Respondent) The Optometry. Llcense isin full force
A 3 andeffect and Wlll expire.on. January 31,2013, unless renewed. . . ..._ ... ... U
Pl o JURISDICTION | |
.5 ©4, Pet1t10n to Revoke Probatlon No. CC 2009 71 vvas ﬁled before the State Board of
.6 Optometry (Board), Department of Consumer Attalrs, and 1S currently pending agamst
.7 Respondent. The Petrtron to Revoke Probatlon and all other statutorily requlred documents were |
8 properly served on Respondent on May 27, 2011 Respondent t1rne1y filed her Notice of Defense
: 9 | . contestrng the Petition to Revoke Probat1on A copy of Petition to Revoke Probat1on No CC |
.1 0. 2009 71 is attached as Exhibit A and mcorporated by reference.
11 ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS
- 12 5. ., Respondent has carefully read and understands the charges and allegatmns in Petrtron
S 13 || to Revoke Probat1on No. CC 2009 71 Respondent also has carefully read and understands the
/D L " . 14: effects of thls Strpulated Surrender of Llcense and Order. |
15 6. Respondent is fully : aware of her legal nghts in th1s matter, 1nclud1ng the rlght toa .
16 hearrng on the charges and allegatlons in the Pet1t10n to Revoke Probatlon the nght to be
| - 1"7 represented by counsel, at'her own expense the rrght to confront and cross-examine the vvrtnesses :
h 18 agalnst her; the right to present evidence and to tesufy on her own behalf the right to the issuance
.. 19 || of subpoenas to compel the attendance of W1tnesses and the productlon of documents the rrght to
20 |l reconsideration and court rev1eW of an adverse decision; and all other rlghts accorded by the
21 Cahforma Adrnlmstrauve Procedure Act and other applicable 1aws
22 4 7. Respondent voluntarily, knowmgly, and mtellrgently Wa1ves and gives up each and .
| 'I23 ever'y.right set forth above. ‘ '. | -
o4 o  CULPABILITY |
" 25 8. Respondent admlts the truth of each and every charge and allegatlon in Petltlon to
. 26 || Revoke Probation No. CC 2009 71, agrees that cause exrsts for discipline and he1eby surrenders
P ‘ 2‘7' her Optometry License No 9351 for the Board's formal acceptance Ly .
DR - |

. Stipulated Surfender of License (Case No. CC 2009 71)




9. . Respondent understands that'by signing this stipulation she enables the Board'to issue

- 1
2 | an order accepting the surrender ofher Optometry License Wlthout further process.
U 1 | R S RESERVATION .
| 4 -10. " The admrssrons made by Respondent herein are only for the purposes of th1s
: 5 proceedmg, orany other proceedrngs in which the State Board of Optometry or other professronal» S
3 ncensmg agency 1s involved, and shall ot be adm1881b1 trany other criminel oreivil™
g CONT]NGENCY - |
_. 9. ”-1 1'.- : ThlS stipulation shall be subJ ect to approval by the State Board of Optometry
| . 10 Respondent understands and agrees that counsel for Complarnant and the staff of the State Board
11 | of Optometry may commumcate drrectly Wlth the Board regardlng this strpulatron and surrender .'
12.. 'Wrthout notice to or partrc1pat1on by Respondent By srgmng the stlpulatron Respondent |
R 13 understands and agrees that she may not withdraw her agreement or seek to rescind the stipulation
( D ' | 14 prror 1o the time the Board con51ders and acts upon it.. If the Board fails to adopt this strpulatron
| 15 || asits Decrslon and Order, the Strpulated Surrender and Disciplinary Order shall be of no force or
. 16 || effect, except for this paragraph it shall be madrmssrble in any legal actlon between the partres
N ‘1;7 .and the Board shall not be drsquahﬁed from further actlon by having, con31dered ﬂ’]lS matter '
18 12, ' The part1es understand and agree that facsimile coples of this Strpulated Surrender of
" 19 License and Order, mcludmg facsrmlle 51gnatures thereto, shall have the same force and effect as™
. 2(5 the orrgrnals | | | ' .
- 21 . 13.  This Strpulated Surrender of License and Order is mtended by the partles to be an
22 1ntegrated writing repr esentrng the complete, final, and exclusrve embod1ment of their agreement.
23 || It supersedes any and all prior or contemporaneous agreements, understandlngs dtscussrons,
- 24 ‘negotiations, and commrtments (Wrrtten or oral) ThlS Strpulated Surrender of License and Order
25 || may not'be altered, amended mod1ﬁed supplemented or othervnse changed except by 2 wrrtlng
, 26 executed by an authorrzed represeritative of each of the partles. 'I ‘ |
H Ea N/ | |
' 28 .||

Stipulated Swrrender of License (Case No. CC 2009 71) .
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14, In consideration of the foregoing admissions and sti_pul_ations; the parties agree that
the Board may, without further notice or formal proceeding, issue and enter the following Order:

_ORDER

ITIS HEREBY ORDERED that Optometry chense No: 9351, issued to Respondent

-Sharon Mary Samskr is surrendered and accepted by the State Board of Optometry

o
-
12

13-

14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21
22
23
24

25

26
27

28

I~ The Surrender o of Respondent’s™ Opt“'"trT‘Llcens'e and theacceptance of the

L , ) :
' surrendered hcense ' by the Board shall constrtute the 1mp031t10n of discipline .against Respondent.

This st1pu1at10n constitutes a record of the drsc1p11ne and shall becorne a part of Respondent’

hcense hlstory w1th the State Board of Optometry

2. Respondent shall lose all rrghts ‘and prrvrleges as an optometrlst in California as of the

effective date of the Board’s Decision and Order

3. Respondent shall cause to be delivered to the Board her pooket 11cense and if one was| -

issued, her wall certificate on or before the effective date of the Decrs1on and Order

4; If Respondent ever files an apphcatlon for licensure or a petltlon for rernstatement in

the State of CalifOrnia, the Board shall treat itasa pet1t10n~ for reinstatement. Respondent, must

comply with all the laws reculatrons and procedures for reinstatement of a revoked hoense in
effect at the time the petrtron is filed, and all of the charges and allegattons contalned in Pet1t10n

to Revoke Probatlon No CC 2009 71 shall be deemed to be true, correct and admitted by

- Respondent when the Board determmes whether to grant or deny the pet1t1on Respondent may

pet1t10n the Board for rernstatement no sooner- than one year from the effectrve date of the
disciplinary decision..
5. Ifand when Respondent’s license is reinstated, Respondent shall pay the ageney its

costs of investigation and enforcement in the amount of $2,100.00 prior to issuance of a new or

.reinstated license. Respondent shall be permitted to pay these costs in a payrnent plan approved

| by the Board.

6. - If Respondent should ever apply or reapply for anew hcense or certification, or-
petition for reinstatement of a llcense by any other health care hcensmg agency in the State of

Cahforma, all of the charges and allegatrons contamed in Petltron to Revoke Probatmn, No. CC -

" Stipulated Surrender of License (Case No, CC 2009 71) " -




1 2009 71 shall be deemed to be true, correct, and adm1tted by Respondent for the purpose of any
5 || Statement of Issues or any other proceedmg seeking to deny or restrict hoensure
O 1 U SO OSSPSR
4 | ' ACCEPTANCE
-5 Thave carefully read the Stipulated Surrender of-Lioense and Order. :I-unders;cand the
6 (| Stip glationand the effectitwill hav onmy” Optometry‘L1cense—I enter*mto*thrs'Stlpulated
g 7 Surrender of Lroense and Order voluntarrly, knowmgly, and 1nte111gently, and agree to be bound [
8 by the Dec131on and Order of the State. Board of Optometry
ol (Zoli
10 || DATED: SM{/L U”W\«S : %Ww QT&L MS\&.«/
' ' SHARON MARY. SAMSKI
1 ' Respondent
12 o
, 13 . "
: ENDORSEMENT
) 14 o
' {5 The foregomg Stlpulated Surrender of License- and Order is hereby respectfully submltted
1 6 for con51derat10n by the State Board of Optometry of the Department of Consumer Affa1rs
] '. 17 || Dated: D Lecer] b 1A /é// Z & / / Respeotfully submmed
. 18 . KAMALA D. HARRIS
. Attorney General of California
19 . MaRCD. GREENBAUM
o ~ Supervising De puty Attorney General
20 —— '
21 . £
MicHELLE MCCARRON
22 . Deputy Attorney General
: 23 Attorneys for Complainant
24
25 || LA2011600453
Stipulation.rtf
26 -
C\ .27
' ) 28
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' 1 || RamaLA D. HarRis
© . || Attorney General of Cahforma
2 || MARCD. GREENBAUM
ol Supervising Deputy Attorney, General i e R
3 || MiCHELLE MCCARRON
Deputy Attorney General
"4 || State Bar No. 237031 '
-II- - 300 So. Spring Street, Suite. 1702 .
- 51| Los Angeles, CA 90013 -
—{—Telephone:—(213)-897=2544—
6 Facsimile: (213) §97-2804
i . Attorneys for Complainant _ -
BEFORE THE
8 .STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
9 STATE OF CALIFORNIA
10 ] -
In the Matter of the Petition for Reductlon of Case No.
11 || Penalty Against, :
12 | SHARON MARY SAMSKI . _ -
: 3639 San Remeo #33 » PETITION TO REVOKE PROBATION
13 || Santa Barbara, CA 93105
) 14 Optometry License No. 9351 . }
) ' Respondent.
I35
16 . Complainant alleges:
i 17 PARTIES
18 1. Mona Maggio (Complainant) brings this Petition to Revoke Probation éolely‘ in her
19 || official capacity as the Executive Officer of the State Board of Optometry, Department of
20 || Consumer Affairs. | _ | .
21 2. Onor about August 17, 1989, the State Board of Optometry issued Optometry
22 ,Llcense Number 9351 to Sharon Mary Samski (Respondent) The Optometry L1cense exp1red on
23 1T a.nuary 31,2010, and has not been renewed.
24 3. Inadisciplinary action entitled "In the Matter of Accusation Against Sharon Mary
25 || Samski," Case No, 2003-71, the State Board of Optometry, issued a decision, efféctive May 31,
26 || 2005, in which Respondent’s thometry License was revoked. However, the revocation was
: 27 || stayed and Respondent’s Optometry License was placed on probation for a period of eight (8)
) 28 . A

PETITION TO REVOKE PROBATION

-
N
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- PETITION TO REVOKE PROBATION | .

1 || years With‘certain terms and conditions. A copy of that decision is attached as ExhibitA and is
2 || incorporated by reference. | o . ' |
T T T T IR T T T T RIRST CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION T T T T T T - T
.4 (Alcohol - Abstain from Use)
s "4 Atalltimes after the effective date of Respondent’s probation, Condition 10 stated:
| 6.“ .ReAs.pondent shall abstain coﬁni:létely from the use of alcoholic Be\}erageé. ) B : '
T .5, Respondent‘s probation is subject to.revocation because.she. failed to comply with ... | .
8. Probatidn Condition 8, referenced above. ‘On or between Aprilj 18 through 23, 20'1'1',”Re‘spondehtl
9 |l failed to abstain from the use of aléohol. On or about April 19, 2011, the Board received a
10 || complaint from Respondent’s customer. When the cﬁstomer went to pick up his-eyeglasses, he |
11 imn;ediately noticed that Respoﬁdent was unable to stand upright, lobked extremely disheveled
12 || and appeared highly disoriented and c_énfused; Respondent’s; speech was extrémely slurred and at]
13 tiﬁaes incompreﬁensible. The customer said Reépondent_wés ﬁnder the influence of alcohol.
(> _ 14 6.  After receiving the customer EOmplaint on April 19, 2011, Respondent’s probation
T 15 monitor immediately .teléphoned Respondent. On or about April 20,2011, after several a’ctem?ts
16 || to contact Respondent, the probation monitor was able to speak with Respondent via telephone.
| 17 Duriné their phone conversation, the probation monitor noted that Respoﬁdent’s voice was
18 || extremely slurred. The pfobatién monitor ordered Respondent to use public transportation and
19 || report té Diyision of lnveétigation for drug / alcohol screening. Re’spondenf said she was busy
20 || and refused to do so. .
21 7. .Onor about April 25, 2011, Respondent contacted the Division of Investigation and
‘72 || spoke with her probation monitor over the phone. Respondent admitted to him that she consumed
23 |i numerous glasses of whiskey throughout the week.
24 8. Oﬁ or about April 26, 2011, Respbn&ent met with her probation monitor-at the
5 Division-of Tnvestigation field office. Respondent again é.dmitted to consuming whisky during
26 | the week. Respondent told her probation monitor that she last drank alcohol on April 23, 2011.
27 | Respondent then submitted to a drug and alcohol screen, and the results came back negative.
28 |l /M |
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1 SECOND CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION
2 (Cooperate with Probation Surveiilance) '
B T | B 9‘At all times after the effsctive "d‘afe‘ofR’éspondenf’"s"p’:’robati‘on,"C‘ondifion'-it'stated:".‘"'."‘
,‘ 4 || Respondent shall comply with the board's probation surveillance program; including but not
'5.|| limited to allowing access to the probatloner s optometnc pract1ce(s) and patient records upon -
6 : request of the board or its acrent - ' S o L
1 - .10 Respondent‘s proba’mon is subJ ect to revocatmn because she falled to comply with
. 3 ,Probatlon COIldIth]l 4, referenced above The facts and cncumstances regarding this Vlolatlon
9 || are as follows: On or about April 20, 2011, Respondent was notified to report in person to the
10 || Division of Insrestigation field office. _Respondent failed to report~ in person to hes probation
11 || monitor. Complainant’s allegations, as set forth in paragraph 6, are incorporated by reference as
12 | though ﬁllly set forth. _
13 ' THIRD CAUSE TQO REVOKE PROBATION
[) | 14 | | | (Biological Fiuid Testing) |
’ 15- " 11, At all times after the effective date of Respondent’s probation, Condition 9 stated:
16 Respondent shall immediately submit to biological fluid testing, at Respondent's cost, npon
| 17 |} the reqnest of the board or its designee. _
18 12. Respondent‘s probation is subject to revocation because she failed to comply with
19 || Probation Condition 9, referenced above. The facts and .circumstances regarding this violation
20 || are as follows: Onor about April 20, 2011, Respondent failed to report to Division of
21 Investigation field office for tne purpose of submitted to a drug/alcohol .screen‘as requested by her
22 || probation monitor. Complainant’s allegations, as set forth in paragraph 6; are incorporated by
23 || reference as though fully set forth. | '
24 ' - FOURTH CAUSE TO REVOKE PROBATION
25 (Violation of Probatmn)
26 13. Atall t1mes afcel the effective date of Respondent’s probation, Condition 7 stated If |
27 || Respondent v1olates probation in any respect, the board, after giving Respondent notice and
) 28

opportunity to be heard, may revoke probation and carry-out the disciplinary order that was

3
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11" probation skall e éxteided Ttil the attsr 1 il

stayed. If an accusation or petition-to revoke probation is filed against Respondent during

probation, the board shall have continuing jurisdiction until the matter is final, and the period of.

.4 14. Respondent’s probation is subject to Tevocation because she failed to comply with
" 5 || Probation Condition’7, referenced above. The facts and circumstances regarding this violation
| 6 “are as follows: On or betweenApnll 8 through 'A'pri'l 23,201 1, Réspoﬁdént violated the terms
- 7.]| and conditions of her. probation. Complaﬁant? s allegations, .as set forth in paragraphs 5 through 8,} ...~ .
) 8 || 10 and 12, are incorporated by reference as.though fully set forth.
S
10
11
12 PRAYER
13 WHEREFORE Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herem alleged
\/) 14| and that followmcr the hearmg, the State Board of Optometry issue a dec:1s1on
| . 15 1. Revoking the probation that was granted by the State Board of Optometry in Case
16 No. 2003-71 and imposing the disciplinary order that was stayed thereby revoking Optometry
B 17 || License No. 9351 issued to Sharon Mary Samski;
18 2. Revoking or suspending Optometry License No. 9351, issued to Sharon Mary
19 || Samski; and | ;
20 3. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.
21 | |
» ' | W 25 7L-,:
paten 7 el 3, 2001 /(/QD
23 ‘ O S MONA MAGGIO
‘ Executive Officer
.24 State Board of Optometry
Department of Consumer Affairs
25 State of California
: Complainant.
26
. 27 || LA2011600453
N : et revoke prob.rtf
) 28 || T
. .
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- Optometrist License No. 9351,

BEFORE THE
. BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA '

Tn the Matter of the Petition for Reduction of
Penalty or Early Termination of :

Probation of: o
' OAH No. 201}0010623

SHARON SAMSKI, O.D.‘,

Petitioner.

DECISION

This matter was heard on January 21, 2010, in Los Angeles by a quorum of the

Board of Optometry as follows: Lee Goldstein, O.D. M.P.A., President; Alejandro

Arredondo, O.D., Vice- President; Kenneth Lawenda, O.D., Member; Edward
Rendon, M.A., Member Katrina Semmes, Member; and Susy Yu, 0.D., M.B.A.,

'F.A.A.Q., Member.

Vincent Nafarrete, Administrative Law Judge of the Office of Administrative
Hearings, presided over the hearing. Char Sachson, Deputy Attorney General,
appeared under the authority of Government Code section 11522, Petitioner Sharon
Samski, 0.D., was present and represented herself. '

Documentary and oral ev1dence havmg been received in the hearing and the

matter submitted and con31dered in closed session, the Board of Optometry finds and
decides as follows: :

FACTUAL FINDINGS

1, On or about August 15, 1989, the Board of Optometry, Department of
Consumer Affairs, State of California (Board of Optometry) issued optometrist
license no 9351 to Sharon Mary Samski, O.D. (petitioner). Said optometrist license
will expire on or about January 31, 2011, unless renewed.

2. (A) Effective on September 18, 2005, and pursuant o a Decision and
Order and a Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order in Case No. 2003-71, the -




Board of Optometry revoked petitioner’s optometrist license, stayed the revocation,
and placed petitioner on probation for eight years on certain conditions, including the
actual suspension of her license-for 30 days (condit. no. 1). The Board also ordered
petitioner to undergo a psychiatric or psychological evaluation and, if required,
treatment at her own expense; petitioner was ordered not to engage in the practice of
optometry until the Board notified her that she was mentally fit to practice safely
(condit. nos. 2 and 12). In addition, the Board ordered, in part, that petitioner abstain
from the use or possession of controlled substances and alcohol (condit. nos. 8 — 10),
submit to biological fluid testing upon request of the Board or its designee (condit. no.
11), not engage in the solo practice of optometry (condit. no. 14), cooperate with
probation surveillance program (condit. no. 4), undergo medical evaluations and/or
treatment (condit. no. 13), and receive drug and alcohol counseling (condit. no. 15).
The Board did not order petitioner to pay any costs as part of its disciplinary order.

(B) Under the terms of the Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary -
Order, petitioner admitted the charges and allegations contained in the First Amended -
Accusation in Case No. 2003-71 and agreed that her optometrist license be subject to
discipline. Petitioner’s optometrist license was disciplined for having engaged in
unprofessional conduct by using or consuming alcoholic beverages in a dangerous
manner or to such extent that she was impaired and could not practice optometry
safely in violation of Business and Professions Code section 3105.1; having her
Colorado optometrist license subjected to-discipline in violation of Business and
Professions Code section 3090; having been convicted of substantially related crimes
in violation of Business and Professions Code sections 3090, 490, and 2555.1; for
engaging in unlawful advertising in violation of Business and Professions Code
section 2556; and for failing to notify the Board of Optometry of her place of
optometry practice in violation of Business and Professions Code, section 3070.

(C) The facts and circumstances of petitioner’s violations were that,
first, on or about November 14, 2003, she consumed alcohol, became intoxicated, and
was not able to treat her patients. Second, in October 2000, petitioner had her
optometrist license in Colorado placed on probation for practicing optometry while
undei the influence of alcohol. In December 2000, petitioner violated her Colorado
probation by failing to participate in a peer assistance program for alcohol
dependency. In April 2001, her Colorado license was indefinitely suspended for
violating her probation. Third, in November 2004, petitioner was twice convicted in
Santa Barbara County Superior Court of driving a motor vehicle with a greater than
0.08 percent blood alcohol in her system. Fourth, in April 2004, she advertised her
optometry practice, which was located at the rear of a Santa Barbara optical store, by
placing an advertisement for eye examinations in the front of the optical store. Fifth,
from October 2003 through November 2003, and from March 2004 through June
2004, petitioner. failed to notify the Board of Optometry of her optometry business or
practice locations in Ventura and Santa Barbara, respectively. '
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3. On or about June 18, 2009, after being on probation for almost four
years, petitioner filed a Petition for Reduction of Penalty or Early Termination of
Probation with the Board of Optometry, seeking termination of her eight-year term of
probation. Petitioner testified at the hearing and presented a letter from her treating
psychiatrist and the results of a recent drug test (Exh. A). She has complied with
many of the terms of her probation. :

4, (A) Condition No. 1—Petitioner’s license to practice bptometry was
suspended and she did not practice optometry for 30 days from September 18, 2005,
through October 18, 2005. ’

(B) Conditions Nos 8 — 11—Petitioner has abstained from using or
consuming non-prescribed drugs and alcohol and has been sober for over five years
now. She does not associate with people who drink and relies upon her family for
daily support. For additional support in her recovery, she engages in prayer and
attends meetings of Alcoholic Anonymous three times weekly. For the past four
years, petitioner has undergone periodic biological fluid testing or screening for
drugs, marljuana and alcohol. The results of all of her tests have been negative. Her
last drug screening occurred on November 10, 2009, at the Santa Barbara County '
Health Care Clinical Lab and the results of the drug tests of her urine specimen were
negative (Exh. A). -

(C) Condition No. 14—From December 8, 2004, through October 19,
2007, petltloner participated in and successfully graduated from the alcohol and
addiction recovery program at the Council on Alcoholism and Drug Abuse in Santa
Barbara. She received group and individual counseling and attended alcohol
education classes in this program approved by the Board of Optometry. - Earlier, from
December 2005 through March 2006, petitioner also participated in the substance
abuse program of Proj ect Recovery in Santa Barbara. o

(D) Condit. No. 13—Pet1t10ner has 1ecelved Iegulal medical
evaluations and treatment from her primary care physician. She exercises frequently »
and is in excellent physical health.

_(E) Condit. No. 4—Petitioner has complied with the Boald of
Optometry’s probatlon surveillance program. She has met with and/or reported to her

- probation investigator or monitor and provided records and documents when

requested to do so. She filed Quarterly Reports of Compliance.

‘ 5. On September 4, 2006, petitioner completed her cr1minal probation for
her two November 2004 convictions for driving under the influence of alcohol. She
has had no other arrests or convictions.

6. Psychiatric o Psychological Evaluation and Therapy (A) Soon after
her optometrist license was placed on probation, petitioner was referred to and began




receiving psychiatric treatment from psychiatrists Ronald Koegler, M.D., Lisa
McDuffie, M.D., and Herman Schornstein, M.D., at the County of Santa Barbara

Alcohol, Drug, and Mental Health Services departrnent Since late 2005 and
continuing to the present, petitioner has received continuous psychiatric treatment at
the county mental health services department, ‘whose doctors have regularly filed On-
Going Treatment Verification forms with the Board of Optometry for the past four
years. In 2005, petitioner was diagnosed with bipolar disorder and substance and
alcohol abuse disorder. Since then, she has been prescribed and been taking
Depakote for treatment of her conditions. Psychiatrists at the county mental health
services department verify that petitioner has been taking her medication and attended

all scheduled appomtments Over the past four years, she has been emotionally

stable, the prognosis of her mental health has been excellent and she requires therapy
only to maintain her mental status. '

(B) In November 2008, petitioner’s care and treatment at the county
mental health services department was transferred to Dr. Schornstein. In December
2008, Dr. Schornstein was interviewed by petitioner’s probation monitor and verified
that petitioner was being treated and monitored for bipolar mood disorder and

- prescribed normal dosages of Depakote. The psychiatrist indicated that petitioner

needed on-going and long-term treatment but her mental health was completely

* stable, her alcoholism was under control, and her prognosis was excellent. Petitioner

was cooperative and positive in her treatment program and wanted to properly
manage her bipolar disorder. Dr. Schornstein opined that petitioner was mentally
healthy enough to continue or resume her profession as an optometrlst and perform
the duties of her professional license,

(C) On November 17, 2009, Dr. Schornstein repofted to petitioner’s

probation monitor that he sees petitioner every 12 weeks to monitor her medication
Depakote for treatment of her bipolar mood disorder. Her illness requires long-term

maintenance therapy and monitoring. Dr. Schornstein indicated that petitioner needs
long-term maintenance therapy and monitoring due to her illness but she continues to
be stable due to her insight and compliance with treatment. Based on his treatment of
petitioner for 11 months and her compliance with treatment and absence of relapses,

- Dr. Schornstein opined that petitioner’s prognosis is excellent and she is capable of

safely performing the functions of a licensed optometrist. Three months earlier, in
August 2009, Dr. Schornstein indicated he believed petitioner is ready to return to
work as an optometrist,

7. - (A)Onan undetermmed date in. 1ate 2006, petitioner asked her
probation monitor, an investigator with the Department of Investigation, for approval
to work part-time at the Ventura and Santa Barbara optometrist offices of Christian
Wilson, O.D. In October 2006, the probation monitor interviewed Dr. Wilson who
stated he was aware of the petitioner’s past substance abuse and mental health issues,
was willing to hire her to work 15 to 25 hours per week in his two offices, and would

“supervise her practice in both offices. On November 13, 2006, Dr. Wilson signed an
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agreement to observe and monitor petitioner during her probationary period and
petitioner was given approval to work for him. Subsequently, Dr. Wilson filed
monitoring reports with the probation monitor and indicated that petitioner
maintained professional protocols and skills.

(B) In February 2008, the probation monitor granted approval to

' petitioner to work one day each week at the Costco optometric facility in Oxnard and

under the supervision of a Costco optometrist: Petitioner advised her probation
monitor that she continued to work on an on-call basis at Dr. Wilson’s office in Santa
Barbara office. ’ '

(C)In April 2008, the probation monitor began an investigation as to
whether petitioner was engaged in an'independent or solo optometry practice at Dr.
Wilson’s office in Santa Barbara. The Board of Optometry had determined that the
Santa Barbara office had not been registered by Dr. Wilson as one of his optometry
offices. In May 2008, the probation monitor interviewed Dr. Wilson and found that
Dr. Wilson did not see patients or practice optometry from the Santa Barbara location.
He practiced only in Ventura and Commerce and considered himself to be petitioner’s
supervising monitor and mentor. Dr. Wilson insisted that he regularly supervised
petitioner at the Santa Barbara office. Upon instructions of the probation monitor and

~ after being advised that petitioner may be in violation of her probationary condition

that she not engage in a solo practice, Dr. Wilson agreed to instruct petitioner not to

see patients in the Santa Barbara office and to see patients only at his Ventura office.

» (D) In May 2008, the probation monitor visited the Santa Barbara
office and interviewed petitioner. The Santa Barbara office was comprised of 180
square feet with a waiting area and one examination room. The office was located ’
next door to the optical store, Fashion Optical. In the office, petitioner displayed her

- educational certificates and optometrist license on the wall and her business cards.

She kept approximately 70 patient files in the office. Since late 2006, she had worked

- 10 hours per week in this office. She stated that she saw about two patients each

week and another 10 to 15 hours per week in Dr. Wilson’s Ventura office. She was
subleasing the Santa Barbara office herself and paying $525 per month in rent.
Petitioner told her probation monitor that she did not think that she was engaged in an

~ independent or solo practice because she was regularly supervised by Dr. Wilson.

She thought she was following the rules of her probation and stated she did not intend
to violate her probation or to deceive the Board of Optometry. She added she only
wanted to maintain her optometry skills and contacts in the Santa Barbara _
community. She was not making enough money to pay the rent. Petitioner promised
probation monitor that she would work only at Dr. Wilson’s office in Ventura. '

(E) On May 13, 2008, petitioner filed a request with her probation

| monitor to modify the terms of her probation to allow her to work in a solo practice in
_the Santa Barbara office. She complained that she could not find a job or make a

living and was suffering a financial hardship. It was not established that petitioner’s

5




request to engage in a solo practice was considered or granted by the Board of -
Optometry. On an undetermined date shortly after May 2008, petitioner closed her .
optometry office in Santa Barbara.

(F) In'July 2008, the Board of Optometry found that Fashion Optical

 was advertising its optical business on the internet in conjunction with petitioner’s

optometrist. In August 2008, the probation monitor verified that petitioner had closed
her office. After the probation monitor contacted him, the owner of Fashion Optical
removed petitioner’s name from his internet advertisement. Both the optical store
owner and petitioner stated that petitioner did not give permission or know that the
owner was using her name in the advertisement. '

8. (A)In June 2008, petitioner entered into a two-year agreement to lease
the business premises of Fashion Optical, which is located next door to her closed

“optometrist office in Santa Barbara, and to open her-own optical store selling eyewear

or eyeglasses to the public.

(B) On July 11, 2009, petitioner not1ﬁed her probanon monitor and the
Board of Optometry that she was staiting an optical store business at the address of
Fashion Optical and planned to sell and dispense eyewear. She indicated that she
does not have any optometric equipment on the eyewear premises and does not

“perform any eye examinations.

(C) Petitioner is not a registered dispensing optician, During the
hearing on petition to terminate her probation, petitioner testified that she only sells
eyeglasses at the premises and.does not perform any eye examinations, write any
prescriptions, or make any diagnoses. She indicated that she uses prescriptions
written by other optometrists to fit and sell her eyewear. Petitioner testified that she

is not making much money from her optical store business.

9. (A) Petitioner assumed the lease-and opened the optical dispensing or
eyewear store in Santa Barbara because she does not have any source of income. She
is currently unemployed and is not receiving any unemployment benefits. She has not
been able to work as employee-optometrist for any-gxtended period of time over the
past six years. Petitioner seeks either early termination of her probailon or
elimination of the probationary condition prohibiting her from engaging in a solo

' practice.

(B) In 2007, petitioner worked as a surgical coordinator at a hospital for
seven months. She also worked as a receptionist for seven months. She testified in a
sincere manner and indicated that she learned a lot about the laws and regulations
governing her license by attending the petition hearings of the Board of Optometry.

10, For the years 2006 through 2009, petitionel‘ has oo'rnpleted a number of
continuing education courses as outlined in her petition and for which she has
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submitted certificates of participation and/or of continuing education credit.  In the
past year, she has also reviewed and studied optometric literature.

11.  Petitioner is an active volunteer in her community. She has served
mealsin 2 homeless shelter and conducted free vision screenings for children and

families and at a neighborhood clinic and at schools.

12.  Petitioner has been licensed as an optometrist in this state for 20 years

“and lives in Santa Barbara. She attended the College of Optometry at Pacific
_University in Oregon. Her optometrist license in Colorado is inactive.

* ok ok >r=r * ok

Based on the foregomg ﬂndmgs of fact, the Board of Reglstered Nursmg
makes the following determmatlon of issues:

LEGAL _CONCLUSIONS

1. Grounds do not exist to grant the petition for penalty reduction or early
termination of probation pursuant to Government Code section 11522, in that it was

_ not established that petitioner is rehabilitated from her violations under the criteria of

California Code of Regulatlons title 16, section 1516, as set fort in Findings 1 — 12
above.

2. Discussion—Petitioner has been on probation for over four years and

.complied with many of the terms and conditions of her probation, including

abstinence from the use-of drugs and alcohol, completion of a substance recovery
program, and treatment of her bipolar mood disorder. She continues to receive - -
psychlatrlc treatment to maintain her stability and monitor her medication. Her
prognosis is excellent. She has attained continuing education credits and participated
in community activities. She completed the probation for her convictions for driving
with an illegal amount of alcohol in her blood system. As such, petitioner has
presented significant evidence of her rehabilitation from the violations that resulted in
her optometrist license to be placed on probation.

However, petitionef did not submit sufficient evidence of rehabilitation under

the criteria of California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1516, to warrant

granting her petition for reduction of penalty or early termination of probation at this
time. First, petitioner did not present evidence of having worked as an optometrist for
any extended period of time during her probation. The Board of Optometry
recognizes that it is not altogether easy for an optometrist on probation to find
employment, but petitioner has been approved to work for Dr. Christian Wilson in his
Ventura office and for the optometrist at the Costco in Oxnard. While Dr. Wilson




) submitted a letter of recommendation for petitioner in this matter, his letter as well as
his earlier reports to the probation monitor have less probative value and are not
persuasive as to petitioner’s optometric skills and knowledge inasmuch as Dr. Wilson
did.not see patients in Santa Barbara. The evidence was not.clear as to how much
petitioner actually worked undet Dr. Wilson’s supervision.at his Ventura office or at
the optometry department at Costco. Part-time employment as an optometrist for
approximately one year with supervision by an employing optometrist will help to
establish petitioner’s rehabilitation.

Second, petitioner did not demonstrate sufficient knowiedge of the laws and
regulations governing the practice of optometry in this state or the probationary terms
and conditions that limit her practicing of her profession. After receiving approval to
work for Dr. Wilson, petitioner failed to understand that she had to be personally
supervised by Dr. Wilson in one of his offices. Dr. Wilson was not supposed to be
merely her practice monitor or mentor. Approval to work in his offices did not mean
that she could unwittingly engage in the solo practice of optometry in her own office
in Santa Barbara. Petitioner must also show she is proactive and diligent in
consulting with her probation monitor and personnel of the Board of Optometry
before embarking on ventures such as opening an office or the optical store. Because

~ she is on probation, it behooves petitioner to confirm that she is able or has the
authority to operate an optical store or to act as a dispensing optician based on her
- holding of an optometrist license. Petitioner candidly admitted that she learned a lot
(\)~\ about the pertinent laws and regulations by attending the petitioner hearings but she
o/ . must demonstrate that she is familiar with the laws and regulations and has the ability
to abide by them. As a matter of public protection and safety, petitioner’s request to
either reduce her penalty or to have her probation terminated early must be denied at

this time.

* % % k% * * %

‘Wherefore, the following Order is hereby made:
ORDER

The Petition for Reduetion of Penalty or Eaﬂy Termination of Probation filed
by petitioner Sharon Samski, 0.D., is denied, based on Conclusions of Law 1 and 2
above, jointly and for all,

ated: February 2.6 1 ,,
Dtd.g__;_fan /JMI

, varilt
Lee Goldstein, O.D., M.P.A.
President :
Board of Optometry
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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY

T B Tt i 'DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS” S _ e

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

e ————

k/'

= - Against:-

In the Matter of the Accusatlon No 2003 71

OAH No. 2005040605
Sharon Mary-Samski
Post Office Box 23815
Santa_Barbare‘CA 93121

H

| Respondent.

DECISION AND ORDER
. ) : .

The attached'Stieriated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is hereby adopted by the

Board of Optometry, Department of Consumer Affairs, as its decision in this matter. -

" This Decrsron shall become effective September 18 2005.

e Is so ORDERED Auqust 18, 2005

A

WARD P. HERNANDEZ 0.D.
PRESIDENT
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
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“Attorneys for Complainant |

BEFORE THE _
STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY'
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Ag.ai'nst: ' _ Case No. 2003 71 .
SHARON MARY SAMSKI |
649 D Verde Mar Drive . R : -
Santa Barbara CA 93103 - STIPULATED SETTLEMENT AND -
. ' v ' S DISCIPLINARY ORDER -
Optométry No. 9351, |

Respondent.

In the interest of a prompt and speedy settlement of .this matter, consistent with the
public interest and thé responsibility of the Board of Optometry the parties hereby agree to the
following Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order which will be submitted to the Board for
approval and adoption as the final disi)osition of the Accusation. o

PARTIES
1 ~ Taryn Smith (Complamant) is the Executlve Officer of the State Board of
Optometry (Board). She brought this action solely in her official capacity and is represented in
this matter by Bill Lockyer, Attorney General of the State of California, by Klmberlee D. King,
Deputy Attorney General. | |
1
m
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2. Respondent SHARON MARY SAMSKI (Respondent) is representing

- herself in this proceeding and has chosen not to exercise her right to be represented by counsel.

| — _-_--—--'—-a---—3-;--——~-e@iinor-about--Augu'st—‘l"'7—,--1'989,"the:B"oar'd"is's'ued'@ertiﬁcate”"OfRegistratibﬁ' T

No, 9351 to SHARON MARY SAMSKI (Respondent) The Certificate of Registration was.in .

I full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought in Accusatlon Case No 2003 71
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I and will expire on J anuary 31 , 2005, unless renewed

e o A Onor about July 20, 2004, the Board issued. Statement of Licensure No. -

4438 to Sharon Mary Sarnski for an add1tional place of employment Wlth Christran Wilson, O.D.

at 405 1-A East Main Street, Ventura, CA %3 101. The statement was in full force and effect at all

times relevant to the charges brought herein and will expire on January 31, 2005., unless renewed,
| | JURISDICTION '

5. Accusat1on Case No. 2003 71 was filed before the Board of Optometry, .

and is currently pending against Respondent, The Accusation and all other statutonly required
doc_uments were properly served on Respondent on November 17, 2004. Respondent did not
timely file her Notice of Defense contesting the Accusation. A copy of Accusation Case No.
2003 71 is attached as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by Ireference. Amended Accusation
Case No. 2003 71 was filed on December 13, 2004. The amended accusation and all other
statutorily required documents were properly served on Respondent on January 4, 2005,

) ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS -

6. Respondent has carefully read, and understands the charges and allegations
in Accusation Case No. 2003 71. Respondent has also carefully read, and understan_ds the effects
of this Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order. '

7. Respondent is fully aware ot’ her legal riglits in this matter, including the
right to a hearing on the charges and allegations in the Accusation; the right to be represented by
counsel at her own expense; the right to confront and cross-examine the witnesses against her;
the right to present evidence and to testify on her own behalf; thé right to the issuance of
snbpoenas to compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of documents; the right to

reconsideration and court review of an adverse decision; and all other rights accorded by the




’ ) )
7 |
b 1 | California Administrative Procedure Act and other applicable laws.
2 | | .8 Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently t:vaives and gives up
oo e 3.}l each.and. every right set-forth BBV s e - S
-5 9 o Respondent admits thetruth of each and every charge and allegatlon in. |
- 6| Accusation Case No. 2003 71.” o | e
T4 .. 10. Respondentagrees that her Certificate of Registration and Statement of ... ..
'8 || Licensure are subJ ect to d1scxp11ne and she agrees to be bound by the Boa:rd of Optometry'
9 .1mpos1t1on of discipline as set forth in the Disciplinary Order below.
10 CONTINGENCY |
11 11.  Theparties understand and agree that facsimile copies of this St1pulated
12 Settlement and Disciplinary Order, 1nclud1ng facs1m11e s1gnatures thereto, shall hawve: the same |
13 || force and effect as the originals.
( ) - 14 '12.  Inconsideration of the foregoing admissions and Vstipula‘tions,‘ tne parties
15 || agree that the Board of Optometry may, without further notice or formal proceeding, issue and
16 enter the followmg Dlsc1phnary Order:
17 DISCIPLINARY ORDER
| 18 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Certificate of Registration No. 9351 and
19 | Statement of Licensure No. 4438 issued to Respondent SHARON MARY SAMSKI
20 (Respondent) are revoked I—Iowever the revocation are stayed and Respondent is placed on
21 probatlon for eight (8) years on the following terms and COHle,lOIlS
22 1. Actual Suspension. Certificate of Reglstratlon No. 9351 and Statement
.23 || of Licensure No. 4438 issued to Respondent Sharon Mary Samski are suspended for a period of
24 || thirty (30) days. R ‘
251 2. | Actual Suspension - Pending Psychiatric Evaluation (run
26 || concurrently). Certificate of Registration No. 9351 and Statement of Licensure No. 4438 issued
27 || to Respondent Sharon Mary Samski are suspended commencing from the effective date of this
<D 28 || decision for such time as it is necessary for Respondent to be tn full complianee with Condition
3




i _and._all_r.ules;goy_erning,the._practice..of_optometryin—Califomia-.--—»-a-a L S S PP M

No. 12. This suspension shall run concurrently with the suspenswn set forth in Condition No. 1

3. Obey All Laws. Respondent shall obey all federal, state and local laws,

~ 4, Cooperate Wlﬂ] Probatmn Surveﬂlance ‘Respondent shall comply with

the board's probatlon surveillance program; including but not limited to allowing access to the

9

=
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11

- 12

13

14

15
16
17

18

19
20

21

22
23
24
25
26
27

I probationer's optometric practlce(s) aad patient records upon request "of the board or its agent

‘-probatlon shall not run during the time Respondent is res1d1no or practlcmg outs1de the

! o

5. Tolling of Probation If Respondent Moves Out—of-State The period of

Junsdlctlon of Cahforma If dunng probatlon Respondent moves out of the Junsdlcnon of
California to reside or practlce elsewhere, Respondent is required to immediately notify the board
in WritinJg of the date of :departure, and the date of return, if ahy.

6. Completion of Probation. Upon successful completion-ofiprobation,
Respondent's certificate will be fully restored.

| : 7. Vielation of Probation. If Respondent violates probation ln any resnecf,
the board, _after giving Respondent notice and opportunity to be heard, may revoke probation and
earry out the disciplinary order that was stayed. Ifan acensation or petition to revoke probétion is
filed ageinst Respondent during probetion, the board shall have continuing jurisdiction unﬁl the
matter is ﬁnal, and the period of probaﬁon shall be extended until the matter is final.

8 Drugs & Alcohol/Abstain From Use. Respondent shall abstain
completely from the personal use or possession of controlled substances as defined in the
California Uniform Controlled Substances Act, and dangerous drugs as deﬁned by Section 4211
of the Business and Professions Code, or any drugs requiring a prescription.

9 Drugs Exceptlon for Personal Iliness. Orders forbidding Respondent
from personal use ‘or possession of controlled substances or dangerous drugs do not apply to
medications lawfully prescribed to Respondent for a bona fide illness or condition by a licensed
physician.

i
"




10.  Alcohol - Abstain From Use. Respondent shall abstain completely from
the use of alcohohc beverages

_11..___Biological Fluid Testmg .Respondent.shall 1mmed1ate1y submitto .

PR U TR

‘ b1ological ﬂu1d testmg, at Respondent’s oost upon the request of the board or its des1°nee

- 12.-  Psychiatric or- Psychologlcal Evaluatlon/Psychotherapy W1th1n aO

o

© 0 i

10

11

12
13
14
15
16

17
18

19

20

21

23
24
25
26
27
28

days of theeffective date of thisdecision; a.n‘d“on & periodic basis™ thereaﬁm?be requited™
(and psychological testing, if deemed necessary) by a board-appointed psychiatrist or

board or its designee.

IfRespondent is requn:ed by the board or its designee to undergo psychiatric or
psychologlcal treatment, Respondent shall Wlthm 30 days of the requirement notice. submit to
the board for its prior approval the name and qualifications of a psychiatrist or psychologist of

Respondent's choice, Upon approval of the treating psychiatrist or psychologist, Respondent shall

' u.ndergo and continue psychiatric or psychological treatment, at Respondent's cost, until further

notice from the board. Respondent shall have the treatlng psychlatnst or psychologmt subm1t _
quarterly status reports to the board.

Respondent shall not engage in the practice of optometry until notified by the
board of its determination that Respondent is mentally fit to practice safely.

Should Respondent, undergo psychiatric or psychological treatment pursuant to
this stipulation, and for any reason, cease treatment with the approved psychotheranist,
Respondent shall notify the Board immediately and, within 30 daiys of ceasing treatment, submit
the naIne of 5 replacement psychotherapist of Respondent’s choice to the Board for its prior -
approval. Upon approval of the replacement psychotherapist, Respondent shall continue
treatment at Respondent’s cost until the Board deems that no further psychotherapy is necessary
and Respondent shall have the new _psychotherapist submit quarterly status reports to the board.

13. Medical Treatment, Within 60 days of the effeeﬁve date of this decision,

Respondent shall submit to the board for its prior approval the name and qualifications of a

by the board or its ‘c}esign_e_e,‘ Iiesponden_t shall undergo epsychiatric or psychological evaluation

unsyci'l.olognist,. at Res}pondent-'.e 'co“st, who shall furnish a ps.ycnian'ic or pe};choiogical report tothe |
. . bl
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physician of Respondent's choice. Upon approval, Respondent shall undergo and continue
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replace'ment‘ physician, Respondent shall continue treatinent at Respondent’s cost until the Beard
deems that no further medical is necessary and Respondent shall have the new physician submit
quarterly status reports to the board.

14. Restrlcted Practxce During probation, Respondent is prolnbrted from
engaging in solo practice.

15 . - Drug, Alcohol or Other Chemical Abuse Counseling and
Treatment Within 15 days of the effective date of this decls1on, Respondent shall submit the -
name, business address and business telephone number of three persons who are professionally
qualified to provide counseling and treatment for drug, alcohol or other chemical abuse
appropriate to the case. Thereafter the board through its staff shall select one of these persons to
provide the necessary counseling and treatment. Within 30 days of written notification of this
selection to the Respondent the Respondent shall, in consultation with this counselor and treating
professional, prepare and submit to the board for ite approvel, a counseling and trea;trnent
program all costs of which shall be paid by the Respondent. Respondent shall successfully
complete this counseling and treatment program as 2 condition of probation.
1
1
i
1

2 || treatment, at Respondent's cost, until the board deems that no further medical treatment is
e e .23 || necessary. Respondent shall have the treating phys101an submit_quarterly. status. reportsto.the . __
4 board The board may requlre Respondent to undergo penodm medlcal evaluatlons by a board- -
: 5 appomted physmlan |
6| thﬁl’d‘Respondent undergo mecucal {Featment pursuant to this Stpulation, and
.7 | for any renso, cease teatment withthe spproved physician, Respondent shallnotify he Board ‘;
.8 immediately and, within 30 days of ceasing treatment, sui)mit the name of-a replacemenf
9 physmlan of Respondent’s choice to fhe Board for'i’_ce pnor appro'vell.‘ Up'on approvel.of the =

&
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l ) . 1 ACCEPTANCE -
2 I have carefully read the Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order. I
Tt I N B -:-undeistand-- the..st-ipulation~.and=the effect it-will have on my:Optometry..I-enter.into.this— .- e .
. 4 || Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently, and agree
© 5 || to'bebound by the De'01s1on and Order of the Board. :
I DETEDT8 IJ"/ 05
8
e SHARON MARY SAMSKI (Respondent)
S
10 ,
11
12 ENDORSEMENT
13 The foregoing St1pulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is hereby respectfully
! D 14 submlttecl for consideration by the Board.
16 || DATED: E)!%t!GS |
17 BILL LOCKYER, Attorney General -
7 , ‘of the State of California
18
19 ;
L ,
20 KIMBERLEE D, KING
Deputy Attorney Genera.
21 o
: Attorneys for Complainant
.22 :
23
24
25
26
27
2 DOJ Matter ID: LA2004601582
l]) 28 | 50010970.wpd
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: BEFORE THE
STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
~ DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Amended Accusation Case No. 2003-71
e e e AGRINSEL L e e o s e s

SHARON MARY SAMSKI, O.D.

- 649 D Verde Mar Drive SR : - ORDER VACATING DEFAULT -

-- Santa Barbara; CA 93103 - - -. -~ | ‘DECISION -

——Certificate of- Registratioh NoT9351
Statement of Licensure No. 4438
R "Respondent T . L T ot e . e e

A default decision was ordered in the abo've-ceptioned matter on
February 17, 2005, with an gffective date of March 19, 2005, and seirved upoh
Resp‘on(dent on February 25, 2005 to her last known address of record. On
February 18, 2005, Respondent submitted a letter to the Attorney General
advising that she was homeless and could not respond to her mail. She asked
for an extension of time to file a notice of defense in order to find an attorney to
explain the correspondence sent to her by the Attorney Generdl, as she did not
“understand it. | |
- On March 14, 2005, Respondent submitted a written request to set
aside the default decision due to her lack of timely notice of communications sent
} to her by Attorney General. This letter shall be treated as a motion to .vacate the
_default decision.
" Pursuant to Government Code section 11520, snbdivision (e), s
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 agency in its discretion may vecete the Decision
and grant a hearing on‘a shoWing of good eause, as defined in the statute.

Complainant does not oppose the motion.

1




O S

) | QRDER .. ...

[T IS SO ORDERED that good cause exists to vacate the default
decision in this matter for the reasons stated in respondent's motion. The motion

s se s s 2 -to-vacate-the*default-'decision'islg_ranted ‘and-the default decision is hereby ‘

vacated.
L ltis € so ) ORDERED. March 18, 2005, . .- -
' IERNANDEZ, 0.D., PRESIDENT N
T “FOR THE STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF GONSUMER AFFAIRS
\
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" Statement of Licensure No. 4438

" "DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Amended Accusanon ' Case No. 2003-71
‘Against: ' B o :
SHARON MARY SAMSKI, O D. . , '
1433 State Street : DEFAULT DECISION
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 AND ORDER

4051-A East Main Street
Ventura, CA 93101

Certificate of Registration No. 9351

. Respondent.

FINDINGS OF FACT
. L. On or about November 2, 2004, Complamant Taryn Smith, in her official
capac1ty as the Executlve Officer of the State Board of Optometry, Department of Consumer

Affairs, filed Accusation No. 2003-71 against Sharon Mary Samski (Respondent) before the-

 State Board of Optometry. On or about December 13, 2004, Complainant Taryn Snn'th,'\ in her

official capacity as the Execuitive Officer of the State Board of Optometry, Department of
Consumer Affairs, filed First Amended Accusation No. 2003-71. '

2. On or about August 17, 1989, the State Board of Optomeiry (Board)
1ssued Cernﬁcate of Regwtranon No. 9351 to Respondent ‘The Certificate of Reqstratlon
expired on Ianuary 31, 2005, and has not been renewed.

3. On or about July 20, 2004 the State Board of Optometry 1ssued Statement
of Lidensure No. 4438 to Respondent. The Statement of Licensure expired on January 31, 2005,

and has not been renewed.
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4. On or about November 17, 2004, Rebeca Garcia, an employee of the

1
” 2 || Department of Jnstioe, served by Certified and First Class Mail a copy of Acousaﬁon No.
e e - 3 |}-2003-71,:Statement to Respondent, Notice-ofrDefense; Request forPiscovery; and Government-—|--- -
4 || Code sections 11507.5, 11507.6, and 11507.7 to Respondent‘s address of reoord with the Board,
5 Il ' which was and is 1433 State Strest, Santa Barbara, CA 93101. A copy of the Accusation and. |~
6 aocompanymg documents is attached as Exhibit “A” and i 1ncorporated by reference.
oo || 5, ..Onor abont--Decernber 22,2004, respondent sent a- let_ter to-theboard.. .-~ |- -
8 || wherein she detailed her attempts at rehabilitation and stated that she Would ~cc.)operate with the
9 | board. Shedid not request 2 hearing. In response to that letter, Deputy Attorney General
10 || Kimberlee King sent a letter to respondent on J: anuary 10, 2005 adwsmg her that she must filea
‘11 { Notice of Defense within ten days to avo1d a default decnsmn The letter was aceompamed by
12 || two additional Notice of Defense forms. A copy of each letter is attached collectlvely as Exh1b1t
» 13 | “B” and mcorporated by reference
I\) 14 6. On or about January 4, 2005, a copy of Flrst Amended Accusation No.
15 | 200.3-71, with supporting documents, was served on Respondent at 1433 State Street, Santa
16 || Barbara, CA 93101 4051-A East Main Street, Ventura, CA 93101 and 649 D Verde Mar Drive,
N 17| Santa Barbara, CA 93103 (respondent’s new address) On or about January 26, 2005 respondent
18 || signeda retumn receipt for these documents. A copy of the Flrst Amended Accusatlon together
19 | with service documents is attached and is incorporated by reference..
- 20 7. On or about Februery 2, 2005, Deputy Attorney General Kimberlee King
21 || sent another letter dated February 1, 2005 to respondent advising her that she must file a Notiee
22 || of Defense within seven days to avoid a default decision. A copy of this letter is attached as
23 || Exhibit “D” and ineorporated by reference.
24 8. Service of the AccnsatiOn and Fi}rst Amended Accusation were effecti_ve as
25 a matter of law under the provisions of Government Code section 11505, subdivision (c). -
) 26 9. Government Code section 11506 states, in-pertinent part: .
Q) 27 | "(c) -The respondent snall be entitled to a hearing on the merits if the respondent
28 files a notice of defense, and'.the notice shall be deemed a specific denial of all parts of the

5
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disciplined by the State Board of Optomeiry, State of Colorado.

3

y 1 || accusation not expressly admitted. F ailure to file a‘notice of defense shall constimte awaiverof
" 2 respondent‘s right fo a heaﬁﬁg, but the agency in its discretion may nevertheless grant a hearing."
| RSNG| NS £ RN _.Re_sp_onoent_failed_to__ﬁle_aN.Q’tic.e_of...D_efens_e_wiﬂlin;lS_. days after.service . .|....
4 upon her of the Accueation and First Amended Accusation, and therefore waived her right to a
* 5 | hearing on the: merits of First Amended Accusation No. 2003-71 and Accusation No. 2003-71.
) 6 11. California Government Code section 11520 stafes, in pertinent part:
7 . ."(2) It the respondent sither fails to file 2 notice of defense or to @ppe@r..iat’ the . ...
8 hean'ng, the agency may take action based ‘upon the respondent's express admissions or upon
9 || other evidence and affidavits may be used as ewdenoe without any notice to respondent.”
10 12. Pursuant to its authority under Government Code section 11520, the Board | -
11 ) finds Resoondent is in default. The Board will take action without further hearing -and, based on
12 Reepondent's expfess ad.missions by way of default and the evidence before it, contained in |
N 13 || exhibit A finds that the allegations in First Amended Accusation No, 2003-71 are true.
) 14 13.  The'total costs for investigation a;nd enforcement are $3,109.25 as of
15 || January 28, 2005. |
16 | | | DETERMINATION OF ISSUES
7] 17 1. B:clSed on the foregoing ﬁ:odings of fact, Reepondent Sharoﬁ Mary Samski
18 ’has subjected her Certificate of Regisﬁ‘ation No. ,9"351 and Statement of Licensure No. 4438 to
19 | discipline. | | | o
20 2. | A coi)y of the Accusaﬁon and First Amended Accusation are attached.
21 3. = The agency _hés jurisdiction to-adjudicate this case by default.
22 4, The State Boerd of Optometry is authorized to revoke Respondent's
23 Certiﬁcate of Registration and Statement of Licensure based upon the following violations
24 | alleged in the Flrst Amended Accusation:
25 a. Business & Profess1ons Code section 3105.1 - practmmg
| 26 optometry under the influence of alcohol. : | |
( i;) } 27 b. Business & Professions Code secﬁon 30.90‘a.nd SGCﬁO].l‘141 -
' 28
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<’> 1 c. . Business & Professions Code section 490 and Caﬁfomié Code of
2 || Regulations, title 16, section 1517 - conviction of substantially related crimes. 1 .
e 30 ... 4. _. Business & Professions Code section 2556 - unlawfully advertised | . .
) 4 || with an optical product business. |
-5 e - Business& Professioﬁs Code éectioﬁ'3:070 - féiled tc; ln'otifythe- :
6 | Board tn wrifinig of all Jocations whers Respondent pragticed Optometry. '
1 . OoRDER .
g TSSO ORDERED that Certificate of Registration No, 9351 and Statement of
9 || Licensure No. 4438, heretofore issued to Respéndent Sharon Mary Samski are revoked; )
10 Pursuant to Government Code .sec,tion 11520, subdivision (c), Respondent may
11 sefve a \;\-zri’cten motion requesting tﬁa‘c the Decision be \}acated and statiﬁg the grouﬁds relied on
0 } 12 || within seven (7) days after ée_rvice of the Decision on Respondent. The agency in its discreﬁon
- 13 || may vacate the Dgcisién and grant a hearing on a showing of good cause, as defined'in the -
KD A14 statute. - | . | . , .
15 ~ This Decision shalan Marc f19' 2005 | __
16 S == %:(ﬁ— e
— i e
18 ?EP%!RTDEN..T OF .CONS.UNER AFFAIRS
19 It is so- IORDERF;.D' .Fr.ebrual;;r. 1%— 8005 . I
0l . o
21 || Attachments:
22. || Exhibit A: . Accusation No. 2003-71
ExhibitB:  Letters dated 12/22/04 and 1/10/05
23 || Bxhibit C:+ . First Amended Accusation No.2003-71
BxhibitD:  Letter dated 2/1/05. '
24 '
25'
26
) 27
28 |l por decketnumber:oassl1io-LAzoo46015sz_
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BILL LOCKYER, Attorney General

of the State of California
2 | KIMBERLEE D. KING, State Bar No. 141813
Deputy Attorney General .
s s e e 3| Cahfomla Department Of Justlce 3PP O U IR AU UURIC- SR RPN
' 300 So. Spring Street, Suite 1702 '
- 4 || Los Angeles, CA 90013
|| Telephone: (213) 897-2581
54 Facsimile: (213) 897-2804
3 6 Attomeys for Complainant
. BEFORE THE
8 _ STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
9 STATE OF CALIFORNIA .
In the Matter of the Acousation Against: Case No. 2003-71
11 _ : .
SHARON M.ARY SAMSKI, O.D. FIRST AMENDED
12 || 1433 State Strest 4 , ACCUSATION
Santa Barbara, CA 93101, ' -
' 13 .
j 4051-A Bast Main Street
N 14 || Ventura, CA 93101
15 || Certificate of Registration No. 9351
) Statement of Licensure No. 4438,
16 : : ,
_ ‘ Respondent.
17
18 Complainant alleges:
19 PARTIES
20 1. Taryn Smlth (Complamant) brmgs thJs First Amended Accusation solely
21 |l in her official capacity as the Executive Officer of the State Board of Optometry, Department of .
22 || Consumer Affairs. '
23 | 2. On or about Angu_st 17, 1989, the State Boarct of Optometry issued
24 || Certificate of Registration No. 9351 to Sharon Mary Samski (Respondent). The Certificate of a
25 Registration was in full force and effect at all times relevant o the charges bronght herein and
. 26 will expire on January 31, 2005, unless renewed. -
&) 27 3. On or about July 20, 2004 the State Board of Optometry issued Statement
28

of Licensure No. 4438 to Sharon Mary Samski for an add1t10na1 place of employment with
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Christian Wilson, O.D., at 4051-A East Main Street, Ventura, California 93101. The Statement

of Licensure was in fﬁll force and effect at all times relevant to the chargés brought herein and

_IURI;_SMII_OL\T

4. Th1s Accusation is brought before the State Board of Optometry (Board),

1

J-Department of -Consumer.AffaJrs, under the authority.of the following laws... All section ......_..|. .

references are to the Business and Professions Code unless otherwise indicated. -

5. 'Busin_essA and Professions Code section 118, subdivision (b) states:

"The suspension, éxpiration, er forfeiture by operaﬁon 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 court of law, or its surrender without the written consent of the board; shall not,
during dany period in which it may be renewed, restored, reissued, 61‘ reinstated, déprive the ﬁdard
of its authority to institute or continue a d_isqiplinary proceeding against the 1icenéee upon any
ground providéd Ey law or to enter an order suspending or revoking the licgnse or otherwise
taking disciplinary action against the licensee on any. such ground.”

. 6. ' 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' agehcy of the féderai
government, or by another c.ow_Jtry for any act éubstantially related to the practice réguléted i_)y |
the Califomia license, may be a,grourld for disciplinary actidn by the respective staté licensing

board, A certified copy of the record of the disciplinéry action taken against the licensée by

. another state, an agency of the federal government, or another country shall be conclusive

evidence of the events related therein.

| "(b) Nothmg in this section shall preclude a board from applymg a spe01ﬁc
statutory pr0V131on in the licensing act administered by that board that provides for d1sc1p1me
based upon a disciplinary. action taken agéjnst the licensee b}r another state, an agency or’ the ..

federal government, or another country."

will-expire on-January-31, 2005, unlessrenewed. -~ - v = omws TP N
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e 1 7. - Section 3090 of the Code states: v o
2 "The ceruﬁcate of registration of any person regrstered under this chapter [chapter
- = == oe= o3 47, commencing wrth geetion 3000],-or any former act relating to-the- pract1ce of optometry, may. -
4 || be revoked or suspended for a fixed period by the board for any of the following:
» , o o
6 “"'(b)v Urrr)rofessiorrel conduct.
e Tfl e e 84+ Section 490.of the Code states: ... ... [T SR R
81 "A board may suspend or revoke a license on the groprrd that the licensee has been
9 convicted of a crime, if the crirneis substantiaily related to the qtlaliﬁcations functions,
10 or dut1es of the business ér professmn for which the license was issued. A conviction
11 within the meamng of this section rheans a plea or verdlct of guilty or a conviction.
12 9 Section 2555.1 of the Code states: | |
b 13 | "[A] certificate issued hereunder may be suspended or revoked if an indiﬁdual '
N ) 14 || certificate holder or persons having any proprietary interest who will engage in dispensing
15 operauons, have been convicted of a crime substantially related io the qualifications, functlons
16 || and duties ofa dlspensmg optician. The record of conviction or a certrﬁed copy thereof shall be
] 17 conelusrve evidence of the conviction.” |
18 10 Section 2555.11 further states:
19 "A plea or verdict of guilty ora conviction following a plea of nolo contendere'
4 20 || made to a charge suBstantially related to the, qualifications, functions and duties of a dispensing
21 || optician is deemed to be a conviction within the meaning of this article. The board may order the
22 || certificate susperided or revoked, or may decline to issue a certificate, when the time for appeal
23 | has elapsed, or the judgment of conviction has been affirmed on appeal or when an.order
24 || granting orobation is made suspending the imposition of sentence, irrespective of a subsequent
25 || order under the provisions of Section 1203.4 of the Penal Code allowing such person tolwith'draw
| 26 || his or her plea of guilty and to enter a plea of not guilty, or setting aside the verdict of guilty, or ,
Q) 27 || dismissing the aceusation, information or indictment. |

28
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1 11 Section25 56 of the Code states
2 "It is unlawful to do any of the followmg to advertise the furmshmg of, or to
e T 3 || furnish, the services of'a refractiorist; an optometrist, or-a physician and surgeon;to directlyor- |- -
g 4 indirecﬂy employ or maintain on or near the premises used for opticai dispéﬁsing, a refractionist,
5| an optometnst a. phys1clan and surgeon ora pract1t1oner of any other profession for the purpose
é | of any exammanon or treatment of the eyes or 0 duphcate or change lenses without 2 |
- ~7-|| prescription or-order from aperson duly licensed fo issue the same.-- -~ - -m o e [
2 | 12, Section 3070 of the Code states: |
9 "Before engaging in the practice of optometry, each registered optometrist shall
10 notify fh‘e‘ board in writing of the address or addresses where he is to engage, ‘of iﬁtends to
| 11 || engage, in the practice of op’tofnetry and, also, of any changes in his place of practice. The
12 .p'ractice Sf optometry is the performing or the.controlling of any of t}}e acts set forth.in Section
- 13 || 3041. Any notice réquired to be given by the boar'd.to' any regl'stered optorﬁetﬂst may be given
) .'14 by United States mail to this address, postage thereon prepaid.” |
15 13... _ Section 3105.1 of the Code states:
16 "The use or consuniption of alcoholic beverages or a narcotic drug by a person
) i? holding a certificate under this chapter to the extent or in a manner thét is dangerous or injurious
18 | to the persoh or to any other person or to the public or to an extent that the use or consumption
19 || impairs the ability of the person holding the certificate to conduct with safety to the public the
20 | practice éuthorized by the certificate constitutes unprofessional conduct. Section 3120 shall apply
21 || to a violation of this section.” _ |
_22 14. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1517 stétes:
23 "For ';che purpose of denial, suspension, or revocation of the certificate of
24 registraﬁon of an optometrist pursuant to Division 1.5 (commencing with Section 475) of the
25.|| Code, ﬁ crime or act shall be considered to be substantially related to the qualiﬁéations, |
X 26 || functions, and duties of an optometrist if to a substantial degree it evidences present or potential
27 unﬁtness of an optometnst to perform the functmns authorized by his/her certificate of |
" |
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registration in a manner consistent with the public health, safety, or welfare. Such crimes or acts

shall include, but not beé limited to, those involving the following:

"(a) Any violation of the provisions of Artielez, Chapter 1, Division 2 of the

'Code (Sect10ns 525 et seq. of the Code).

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
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19 ]
20

21
22
23

24

25
26
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"(b) Any violation of the prov1s1ons of Article 6, Chapter 1, Division 2 of the

.Code (Sections-650-¢t. seq..of the Code) except Sect10ns..65v1.4 and 654. . o e e

| "() Any violation of the provisions of Chapter 5.4, DivisionZ_ of the Code
(Sections 2340 et seq. of the Code) |

"(d) Any wolatlon of the provisions of Chapter 7, D1v1s1on 2 of the Code
(Sections 3000, et seq. of the Code)."

16. Sectien 125 3, subdivisio'n.(a), states, in pertinent part:

"Except as otherwise provided by law, in any order issued in resolution of a
disciplinary proceeding before eny board withiﬁ the department . . . the board may request the
administrative law judge to direct 2 licentiate found to have committed a violation or violatione
of the licerisin_g act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and '

enforcement of the case; "

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Working Under the Influence of Alcohol)

17.  Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 3090 of
the Code on the grounds of unprofessional conduct for violating section 3105.1, as defined in
California Code of Regulations, ﬁﬂe 16, sectidn 1517, in that Respondent was under the
inﬂuence of alcohol while R_ractieing optometry. The circumstances are as follows:

a. On or about November 14, 2003, Respondent was tﬁe.optometrist at the
offices of Robert i’azen, an optometrist, while Dr. Pazen was on vacation. After Respondeﬁt
returned from tunch, the office manager noticed that Respondent Was iﬁtoxicated and unable to

treat her patieflts. Respondent was observed staggering, having difficulty maintaining her
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balance, and smelled of alcohol. Re_sponden’c admitted to the office manager that she had gone fo

2 || anearby Ralph’s market, purchased the alcohol, at_ld had consumed it before returning to the- ‘
- e 3 |offce. | |
4| ~ SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
5 (Disciplinary Action By Another State - State of Colorado)
) 6 9, Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under sections 3090 and 141
-7 || of the Cods on the grounds that Respondent was disciplined b.if the State Board of Optometry, .. ..|. ..
8 || State of Colorado. Effeotive April 16, 2001, "In the Matter of Disciplinary I?réceedings
9 {| Regarding the License to Practice. Optometry in the State of Colorado of _Sharon‘M. Samski,
10 | O.D., License No. 1448", the Colorado State Board of Optometry entered into a First Amended
- 11 || Stipulation and Final Agency Order, placing Respondent’s Colorado optoﬁlet;y license on an
12 |l indefinite susi)ension. The circumstances are as follows: ‘ |
= 13 a. Onor aboﬁt October 2, 2000, "In the Matter of Disciplinary Procesdings
/’ \> 14 Regardmg the Llcense to Practice Optometry in the State of Colorado of Sharon M. Samskl
15 O D., License No. 1448 the Colorado State Board of Optometry entered into a Stipulation and
16 || Final Agency Order, suspending Respondent’s lcense for six (6) months and placing her on
| 17 || probation for a period of five (5) years. On or about November 10, 1999, Respondent was
18 | practicing optometry while under the influence of aicohol. |
19 b. Asa éondition' 6f her Iﬁro'bation, Respondent was required td.'participate in
20 || Peer Assistance Services for alcohol dependency: As of December 2000, Respondent failed to A
il participate in the Peer Assistance Services program and Respondent’srlicense was placed under
22 || indefinite suspension. 4 '
.23 c.’ Thé facts and circumstances sﬁrrbunding‘ the State Board of Optometry for
24 || the State of Colorado’s disciplinary actions are set forth in the Stipulation and Final Agency .
25 || Order and First Amended Stipulation and Final Agency Ofder,. true and correct copies of which .
N . 26 || are attached hereto as Exhibits A and B, respectively, and Which are incorporated herein by
( ) o 2’7 reference. ‘ |
| 28 ||
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1 " THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
2 (Conviction of a Substantially Related Crimes)
e e e e 3 .10.. . Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 3090 of ’.fh@;,m .
~ 4 ]| Code on the grounds of unprofessional co.nduct; as deﬁped in seotions 2555.1 and 490 of the
5 Co‘,de aﬁd California Code of Reguiations,.title 16, section 1517, in that Respondent was
6 'coﬁvioted of substantially related crimes. The circumstances are as follov;/s: ‘
- __a.. . On or ahout November 13, 2004, Respondent was convicted followinga |
8 >. plea of guilty of Vlolatmg Vehicle Code sectlon 23 152(b) (dnvmg with a oreater ihan 08%b lood
9 alcohol), a misdemeanor, in the Superior Court of California, Cou.t_lty of Santa Barbara, Case No.
10 | 1161555, entitled The People of the State of Calzfomia v, Sharon Mary Samski.. The |
11 circumstance underlymc the conviction is that on or about November 6, 2004, Respondent
12 willfully and unlawfully drove 2 vehlcle while mtoxmated W1th a greater than .08% Blood alcohol
- 13 || level. |
“ »‘) i 14 . 'b.v - On or about November 15,2004, Respondent was convicted follovw'ng a
15 || plea of guz'ﬁy of violating Vehicle Code section 23 152(b) (driving with a greater than .08% blood |
16 || alcohol), a misdemeanor, in the Superior Coilrt of _Californ’ia, Couﬁt'y of Santa Barbara, Case No.
17 || 1146982, eﬁﬁtied The People of z‘he State of California v. Sharon Mary Samski.. The
- 18 || circumstance uriderlying the conviction is that on or about August 20, 2004, Respondent
19 | willfully and unlawfully drove a vehicle while intoxicated with a greater than .08% blood alcohol |
20 | level. - ' . | |
21 .
22 FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
23 (Unlawfully Advertising With An _Op;cicé.l Business)
24 11.  Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 3090 of the
251 Code for violating section 2556 in that Respondent unlé.wﬁllly advertised with an optical product
o 26 business. The circumstances are as follows: . | o
Q) 27 | e. . Onor about April 13, 2004, Respondent was practicing optometry at a Fashlon
Optical location. Her optometry practice was located;n a separate rear suite at the 1ocat1on. In |

7




1 || the front of the location, a laanner under Fashion Optical’s sign was an adx}ertisernent for "Eye
2 | Exams $45", which advertisement referred to Respondent’s business. |
A | o |
4 ~ FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
50 (Failure to Notify Board of Current Address)
) 6 ‘ 2. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 3090 of fhe
-..7.{|-Code for violating. section 307 0 in that Respondent failec_l;lo..notify the Board.in writing of all |
. 8 || locations where she praet1eed optometry, as follows ' | _v
9 | a. From about October, 2003 to keep about November 14, 2003, Respondent
’ '10 was practicing optometry at the offices of Robert_ Pazen, 0D, ‘801 South Victoria Avenue, Suite.
11 || 206, Ventul?a, California. Respondent failed to notlfy the Board of this business address |
12 , b From about March 2004 to about June, 2004, Respondentwas practicing -
o 13 || optometry at 1433 State Strest, Santa Barbara, California. Respondent fallecl to notify the Board
) , " 14 || of this business address. ' | |
sl
16 '
17 PRAYER |
. 18 WHEREFORE Complamant requests that a heanng be held on the matters herein
19 alleged and that following the hearmg, the State Board of Optometry issue a decision:
20 o
2l 1. Revokmg or suspendmg Certificate of Reg1stra’c10n No. 9351, issued to
22 Sharon Mary Samski, O.D.;
23 _ 2. Revoklng or suspending Statement of Licensure No. 4438, issued to
24 || Sharon Mary Samski. O.D.;
25\ /Il
26 || 11
) ' 27 | 1l
o 28
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3. Ordering Sharon Mary Samski, O.D., to pay the State Board of Optometry
the reasonable costs of the ﬁVestigation and enforcemeﬁt of this case, puisu’ant_ to Business and
| ?rbfessions Code section 125.3; - - o e e e .
| 4,  Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

DATED: December 13, 2004

10
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- TARYNSMITH
Executive Officer -
State Board of Optometry :
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California
Complainant

1.A2004601582
samski.amendedace.wpd




BUSINESS, CONSUMER SERVICES, AND HOUSING AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., GOVERNOR

STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
2450 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 105, SACRAMENTO, CA 95834
P (916) 575-7170 F (916) 575-7292 www.optometry .ca.gov

CALIPORNIA STATE BOARD

OPTOMETRY

CERTIFICATION OF NON-LICENSURE

The undersigned, Mona Maggio hereby certifies as follows:

" That she is the duly appointed, acting and qualified Executive Officer of the
California State Board of Optometry (Board), and that in such capacity she has
custody of the official records of the Board. '

On this 7" day of January 2014, the Executive Officer examined said official records of the
Board and found that Sharon Mary Samski graduated from Pacific University in Forest
Grove, OR in 1987, and is the holder of Certificate of Registration to Practice Optometry
No. 9351, which was granted to her effective August 17, 1989. Said Certificate of
Registration was voluntarily surrendered effective April 11, 2012. The current address of
record for said Certificate of Registration is 3639 San Remo #33, Santa Barbara, CA 93105.

Said records further reveal that on or about July 20, 2004, Statement.of Licensure No. 4438
was issued to Sharon Mary Samski authorizing her to practice at 4051-A E Main Street, c/o
Chistian Wilson OD, Ventura, CA 93103. Said Statement of Licensure was expired effective
January 31, 2005. :

Said records further reveal that on or about December 13, 2004, the Board filed an
‘Accusation against Sharon Mary Samski. The Board, by Decision and Order effective July
14, 2003 adopted a Default Decision resolving said Accusation. Optometry License No.
9351 and Statement of Licensure 4438 were revoked.

Said records further reveal that on or about February 19, 2005, Sharon Mary Samski filed a -
written motion to vacate the Default Decision. The Board by Order effective March 18, 2005
vacated said Default Decision and Order.

The Board by Decrsnon and Order effective September 18, 2005 adopted a Stlpulated
Settiement and Disciplinary Order resolving said Accusatlon Optometry License No. 9351
‘and Statement of Licensure 4438 were revoked, the revocations were stayed and the
license was placed on probation for eight (8) years.

Said records further reveal that on or about January 13, 2009, Sharon Mary Samski
became certified to utilize Therapeutic Pharmaceutical Agents and is authorized to diagnose,
and treat the conditions listed in subdivision (b), (d), and (e) of Section 3041.

Said records further reveal that on or about June 18, 2009, Sharon Mary Samski filed a
Petition for Reduction of Penalty or Early Termination of Probation (Petition). The Board, by
Decision effective March 27, 2010 denied said Petition.




Said records further reveal that on or about May 23, 2011, the Board filed a Petition to
Revoke Probation (Petition) against Sharon Mary Samski. The Board, by Decision and
Order effective April 11, 2012 adopted a Stipulated Surrender of License resolving said
Petition. Optometry: License No. 9351 was voluntarlly surrendered effective -

April 11, 2012.

~Given undermy hand and-the seal of the State Board of Optometry; at-Sacramento,
California, this 7" day of January 2014.

WM@

__Mona Maggio, Executive(Qificer
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OrTOMETRY

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
Www.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014
From: Jessica Sieferman Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Enforcement Lead

Subject: Agenda Item 6 - In the Matter of the Petition for Reduction of Penalty and
Early Termination of Probation

Dr. Wyman Gene Chan, O.D. (Petitioner) was issued Optometrist License Number 5017 by the
Board on July 27, 1968. On May 21, 2002, the Board filed an Accusation against Petitioner
charging him with violations of laws and regulations based on professional inefficiency in treating a
patient. On July 14, 2003, Petitioner’s license was revoked, the revocation was stayed and was
placed on three (3) years probation, subject to certain terms and conditions.

On October 31, 2005, the Board filed a Petition to Revoke Probation against Petitioner charging him
with failure to pass an examination as required by a condition of probation. On March 10, 2006, the
revocation of Petitioner’s license was reimposed, and probation was extended for a period of two
(2) years. A condition of probation included the surrender of Petitioner’s license if the NBEO
examination was not passed.

On or about July 19, 2006, the Board sought the surrender of said license for failure to pass the
NBEO examination pursuant to a probation condition. On or about September 29, 2006, Petitioner
surrendered his license.

On or about October 24, 2008, Petitioner filed a Petition for Reinstatement. On January 28, 2009,
the Board denied the Petition.

On or about February 28, 2010, Petitioner filed a Petition for Reinstatement. On October 27, 2010,
the Board denied the Petition, however the denial would be stayed based on the Conditions
Precedent as set forth in the Decision. On September 19, 2012, Petitioner met the Conditions
Precedent and Petitioner’s license was placed on three (3) years probation.

The Petitioner is requesting the Board to grant his Petition for Reduction of Penalty and Early
Termination of Probation.

Attached are the following documents submitted for the Board’s consideration in the above
referenced matter:

1. Petition for Reduction of Penalty and Early Termination of Probation

2. Copies of Decision In the Matter of the Petition for Penalty Relief for Reinstatement of
Revoked License, In the Matter of the Petition for Reinstatement, Stipulated Settlement and
Disciplinary Order, Petition to Revoke Probation, Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary
Order, Accusation

3. Certification of Licensure
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; State of (alifornia - Btets and Caneumer Sarvicgs Agancy ) o Gavamnor Edmund &. Brown Jr.
w Board of Dptometry
T 2450 Dal Paso Raad, Sulte 105
F} - Consuner Sacramento, CA 96634
Affdrs (918) 575-7170/(88B) 585-2686
www.optametry.ca.qoy

PETITION FOR REDUCTION OF PENALTY
OR EARLY TERMINATION OF PROBATION

No petition for reduction of penally or sarly termination of probation will be entertained until one year after the effsctive
date of the Board's disciplinary action. The decision of the petition will be mada by the full Board and In accordance

= with the attached standardé for reinstaternent or reduction-of penatty: -Early release-feom-probation or-a modification-of- -
the terrns of probation will be-provided only in exceptional circumstances, such as when the Board determines that the

- panaltyor probationary temms imposed have been-excessive; considering both-the violation of law-charged-and the. . .. —

stipporting svidence, or when there is substantive evidence that there is no more need for the degree of probationary
supervision as set forth in the original terms and conditions. As a tuls, no reduction of penalty or garly termination of
prabation will be granted unless the pralistioner has af all times been in compliance with the terms of probation.

PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LEGIBLY -

7, NAME EIRST) “(MIDDLE) {A8T) gE_Rg§1g£;E'o""F_ '
, . -\ : EGI ION NO.
WY Wk ceNg CWM] -
3. ADDRESS  (NUMBER) STREET] | DATE OF BIRTH
5 Lo omuatfory Clr % CHL S—2 |-
=ing (STATE) (ZPCODE) N ~ [TELEPHONE 7
T ockToN cALIF 95207 Jok 47858
3. PHYSICAL DESCRIFTION > (HEIGHT) (WEIGHT)/ (EVE COLOR) {HAIR COLOR)
Cplgh ik o) Zlk(P)
2 EDUCATION: NAME(S) OF SCHODL(S) OR COLLEGE(S) OF OPTOMETRY ATTENDED T
O NANME OF 5CHOOL 7 ‘ .
UNIERGIL S 2P CIKUGaI X Sclhosl 0¥ ofTom€TR
ADDRESS ~ (NUMBER) (STREET) ‘ '
I [STATE) @ CODE) ‘ —
glyley  caur- 94 ]7: 20 -2 020
8. ARE YOU GURRENTLY LICENSED IN ANY OTHER STATE? |_|YES NG
[STATE | LICENSENO. | ISSUE DATE EXPIRATION DATE | LICENSE STATDS

CMAF| Somt om0 -4 |3 -3]- /4 | #AcnvE

8. Lis! junations, dates, and types of practice for 5 years pricr fo discipline of your California license,
LOCATION DATE FROM DATE TOQ TYPE OF PRACTICE

515t eit] A—1998__ | 9a~2003 | Wl Vsl
Tayf) Bolpac -

-

Ia)

")

3aMm-12
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7. Are you or have yoll ever been addicted to the use of narcotics or alcohol? DY/ES“O
s
8. Are you orhave you gver suffered from a contagious disease? : IQ'YESEINO
9. Are you or have you ever been under observation or treatment for mental LIYES D(JO
disorders, alcoholism or narcotic addiction?
10, Have you aver been artested, convicted or pled no contest to a violation
of any law of & foreign country, the United States, any state, or a local
ordinance? you must include all convictions, including those that have ,
been sat aside under Penal Code Saction 1203.4 (which includes B/
“diVersion Programa) —— © T T e AYESONG
14 Are you now on probation or pardle for any criminal or administrative violations in
this state or any other state? (Attach certificd copies of all disciplinary or court
documenis} Eﬁ'
12.Have you ever had disciplinary action taken against your optometric license
in this state or any other state? ‘ EﬁKESDNG

IF YOU ANSWERED YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS, YOU MUST ATTACHMENT A STATEMENT OF
EXPLANATION GIVING FULL DETAILS.

ON A SEPARATE QHEET OF PAPER PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION .

413. List the date of disciplinary action taken against your license and explain fully the ¢ause of the digciplinary action,
14, Explair fully why you feel your license should be restored, or the disciplinary penalty reduced.

15. Describe in datall your activities and oocupation singe the date of the disclplinary action; include dates, employers
and locations,

16. Deseribe any rehabilitative or correciive measures you have taken gince your license was disciplined to support your
petition.

\

47. List all post-graduate or refresher courses, with dates, location and type of course, yau have taken since your Ii.cense
was disciplined. :

18, List all optomeric literature you have gtudied during the last year,
16, List &l continuing sducation courses you have complated since your lisense wae disciplined.

20, List names, addresses and telephone numbers of persons submitting iatters of recommendation accompanying this
petition.

| deciare under penalty of parjury un\dert'he laws of the State of Californie that the answars and information giver by me
in complefing this petition, and any attackments, are tue and | understand and agree thet any migstatements of material

facts will be cause for the rejection of this petitian. &/
Date 1-271-] % Sighature V} 5] / VV}’WV{% : 4 ) (ZZ '

All itemns of information reguested in this patition are mandatory. Failure to provide any of the requested information will
result in the petition baing rejected as incomplets, The infonmation wili be used o determine gualifications for
reinstatement, reduction of penalty of early termination of probation, The person responsible far Information maintetance
is the Executive Officar of the Board of Optomeatry at 2450 Del Paso Road, Sulte 105, Sasraments, California, 95834.
This information may be transfarred to ancther govemnmental agency such 2s a law enforcement agenay, if neaessary to
perform its duties, Each individual has the right to review the files or records maintained sn them by our agency, uhless
the records are idenifizd confidential information and exempted by Section 1788.3 of the Civil Code. )

esCine
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Dr<. WYMAN G. CHAN -’
OPTOMETRIST

5635 STRATFORD CIRCLE, SUITE 46 + STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA 95207
) 4 TELEPHONE (209) 478-5888
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ite of California — State and Consumer Services Agency

o)

Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Board Ofoptometry ‘
N w | e , 2420 Del Paso Road, Suite 255
¥ bepanTyent oF CONSUMER AFFAIRS Sacramento! CA 95834

(916) 575-7170
www.optgmetry.ca.gov

September 27, 2010

Wyman Chan, 0.D.
5635 Stratford Circle #C46
Stockton, CA 95207

Re: In the Matter of the Petition for Penalty Relief-
Petition for Reinstatement of Revoked License of:
Wyman Chan, O.D. -

Dear Dr._ Chan; -

D Enclosed is a copy of the final Decision %of the Board of Opt'ometry in the above-
\ referenced matter. Please note that the é‘lffective date of the Order is October 27, 2010.

|

The Order calls for the Petition for Reinstfatement to be denied. However, the denial
shall be stayed upon successful completi;on and satisfaction of a Clinical Training
Program as described in the Conditions Rrecedent, and then you are to be placed on

probation for three (3) years, with various|terms and conditions.
[ N
- The clinical training program is to include the following:
Instruction in Binocular Indirect techniques

L
¢ Dilated Fundus examination
e Goldman Tonometry

Comprehensive assessment of basic clinical and communication skills and

procedures
Optometric knowledge, skill and judgment

 40-hour program of clinical education in areas of practice of which have been

failed on previous exams

4

Further, the Order indicates that you will be allowed the use the student exemption for
all'training conducted under the direct supervision of the approved instructor/trainer. If
you decide to participate in the clinical program, you will be required to meet with a

() board representative so that an outline of the training requirements and clear written
- guidelines of the Board's expectations and minimum requirements, as well as guidance
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9164545784 . BRIAN D TRACY OD _ FAGE 81781

BRIAN D. TRAGY, O.D.

* California Board Of f}ptométry

BOTH & L MEDICAL BUILDING

‘ 3000 L STREET, sUITE 100
September 27, 2013 . . EACRAMENTO, GA 28816

(916) 454-5728

2450 Del Paso Road, Snite 105
‘Sacramento, CA 95834 -

—re:-Chen, Dr. WymauG.License #5017,;»., L 7 L m;ww

To Whom It May Concern:

I worked with Dr. Chan to help him learn some of the skills which we.re.
not taught when he attended Optometry school and to improve in arsas
which the Board thought he necded to improve. During the time that I
worked with him he dutifully applied himself to learning and practicing

' his skills, He complied with everything that I was aware of that the Board

.and I asked of him. Twas happy and satisfied with the work he performed
while he was here. bm’iug that time be perfoﬁned fourteer (14) and a half
hours of instruction and twenty-six (26) hours of supervised patient care.
He did 2 total fifteen comprehensive cye examinations on volunteer
indigent patients. I rechecked each of the patients whom he saw. He was
exiremely through in his case histories. He Was"vexy accurate on the’
refractions and was able to use the non-contact fundus lens to view the
fondus. He was able to accurately descxiﬁc what he was seeiﬁg inqide'the
eye. In general we agreed on the treatment plans. Any differences we i
were due fo individual preferences not ‘fundamental issues. The pahezm'

Were happy with the service that they received from him.

If I can be of any further assistance please feel free to call me,

Sincetely,

BB A ao

Brian D. Tracy, O. D
BDT/bt




ZEITER EVE

MEDICAL GROUP, INC.
EYE DISEASES AND SURGERY

www.zeitereye.com

Henry J. Zeiter, M.D.
Founder

Joesph T. Zeiter, M.D.
Refractive Surgery
Cataract Surgery

John H. Zeiter, M.D.. |

Cataract Surgery

John C. Canzano, M.D.
Retina Specialist
Cataract Surgery

Richard M. Wong, M.D.
Glaucoma Specialist
Cataract Surgery

Kimberly Cockerham, M.D.
Oculofacial Plastic
Orbit and Adult Strabismus

Harold Hand, M.D.
General Ophthalmology

STOCKTON

255 E. Weber Ave.
Stockton, CA 95202
(209) 466-5566
(209) 466-0535 fax

STOCKTON

1801 E. March Lane
Suite C-350
Stockton, CA 95210
(209) 951-1178
(209) 951-1274 fax

LODI

421 S. Ham Lane
Suite A

Lodi, CA 95242
(209) 366-0446
(209) 334-2234 fax

MANTECA

1630 W. Yosemite Ave.
Suite 3

Manteca, CA 95337
(209) 239.3880

739.3862 fax
(U

TRACY

36 W. 10th St.
Tracy, CA 95376
(209) 834-0700
(209) 464-6950 fax

Re: Wyman Chan, O.D.

To Whom It May Concern;.

Sept. 25,2013

I have been monitoring Dr Wyman Chan, O.D. during his probation for the last 8
months. I have spent more than 20 hours each quarter reviewing his examination

records and observing him interacting with patients.

In my judgment, Dr. Chan keeps very thorough records and is a competent

optometrist.

Sincerely,
RorbodC TrSsnsnn~ | 20,

Robert Pedersen,O.D.







_ THIS WILL CERTIFY THAT:

& | =) O

/

State of California - State and Consumer Services Agency Edmund G Brown, Jr., Governor

STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
e A 2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105, Sacramento, CA 95834
oM ETR Y P [916] 575-7170 F [916] 575-7292 web: www.optometry .ca.gov

CERTIFICATION OF PARTICIPATION IN CONTINUING EDUCATION

R '"“‘""’"C"hah e e e W\lma'n — (5/’_ J

Last Name (Please Print) First MI

5655 STnhIF oKD cl}é‘, # Y
Address (Practice Location) Street Number and Name

§7 oCfZo M C//(P_V[’ku o 5247

City State : Zip Code

Califorma License No. g o /77

Y

Signature of Licensee

ATTENDED: QculaY Hypertension and  0cT ofF Maculd ¢ 0gtic Nerve
(Course Title)

SPONSORED BY: __keiti Liang, mp (@ Centev fov Sight"
(Name of Sponsoring Organization)

AT: 2\L0 T Strget Sdacamento (B 40| w

Location where course(s) were provided

OND NV 1B 2012 , FOR: L} /#9092, ¥ 093
Date(s) | Hours : Course ID #

COURSE 1S OR(S): ___Keith Uang, mD

Signature pf Instructor ) - Signature of Instructor

)

NOTE: This ENTIRE form MUST be completé. Please DO NOT send any records of continuing education

attendance to the board office unless requested to do so.

5,




C_lifornia Optometric Associa )n

2415 K Street, Sacramento, CA 95816
Tel: (916) 441-3990 Toll-Free: (800) 877-5738 Fax: (916) 448-1423

License Number: 05017

* Wyman G. Chan, O.D.
5635 Stratford Circle, Ste. 46
.Stockton,. CA_85207-5000. . o e

CONTINUING EDUCATION TRANSCRIPT Code Listing ™~ - ’

California Optometric Association G - GLAUCOMA
Ol - OCULAR INFECTION
CE@home [ - INFLAMMATION

SM - SYSTEMIC MEDS

P - PAIN MEDICATIONS

O - OTHER

PM - PRACTICE MANAGEMENT

Date COURSE TITLE CE HRS CAT

12/12/12 . "Hungry Eyes: the Weigh Eye See it" by Cheryl Lynn Bergin, OD 1.00 _Other
appearing in the September/October 2012 issue of the CO Magazine

This is your verification of credit received for COA's CE@Home
Please keep for your records.




PERFORFANCE PARTHERS
N

BETTER PERSPECTIVE, BETTER RESULTS

~RECORD OF ATTENDANCE FOR CONTINUING EDUCATION CREDIT-

Please provide all information requested. On completion of the course identified below, the

~room monitor will validate and immediately return this form to you. Keep it as your
validated record of attendance. Cleinman Performance Partners will not notify any
licensing board, or any other agency of your attendance unless specifically required by
your state board. Cleinman Performance Partners does not guarantee that the course you
have attended has been approved for continuing education credit by your licensing board.

PARTICIPANT INFORMATION

COURSE INFORMATION

LAST NAME ’ FIRST NUMBER OF CE HOUR
1.0
Citpt) , Wy @
CITY STATE ) TITLE
;‘ /(/ % E Building a Trust Based Practice
77, L /5207 |
LIC. NO. STATE ISSUED INSTRUCTOR (S):

g- 0/77 .

Tim Roberts

COURSE EVALUATION

Please return the yellow copy of this to the Cleinman
information desk. Thank You

Poor Fair Good @/;?t

COPE ID NUMBER

31885-PM

i —————

Cleinman Performance Partners
343 Main Street
Oneonta, NY 13820
Phone: 607-431-1001
Fax: 607-431-1093

NOT VALID UNLESS STAMPED

EVENT ID:
104216

Sheraton Grand Sacramento
1230 J Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
November 7, 2012




H

< PERFORMANCE FARTNERS —
NI

BETTEH PERSPECT!VE BETTER RESULTS

_RECORD OF ATTENDANCE FOR CONTINUING.EDUCATION.CREDIT..

P/ease provide all information requested. On completion of the course identified below, the
room monitor will validate and immediately return this form to you. Keep it as your
validated record of attendance. Cleinman Performance Partners will not notify any
licensing board, or any other agency of your attendance unless specifically required by
your state board. Cleinman Performance Partners does not guarantee that the course you
have attended has been approved for continuing education credit by your licensing board.

PARTICIPANT INFORMATION

COURSE INFORMATION

LASTNAME FIRST Mi NUMBER OF CE HOUR
. 1.0
CH, wymAy e
cITYy STATE TITLE
57& C%ﬂ % ?{Zé’ 7 A Clear Perspective of Freeform
LIC. NO. STATE ISSUED INSTRUCTOR (S):

§T)/77" CH- <

Mark Mattison-Shupnick

COURSE EVALUATION

Please return the yellow copy of this to the Cleinman
information desk. Thank You

Poor Fair Good /._{xc-:eMt

COPE ID NUMBER

32034-PM

_/

Cleinman Performance Partners
343 Main Street
Oneonta, NY 13820
Phone: 607-431-1001
Fax: 607-431-1093

NOT VALID UNLESS STAMPED

Wy
(aspECIE- 8El

el ga ®

1en RESULTS

EVENT ID:
104216

Sheraton Grand Sacramento
1230 J Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
November 7, 2012

S
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PERFORIANCE FA&TP{EPS

BETTER PERSPECTIVE, BETTER RESULTS

~“RECORD OF ATTENDANCE FOR CONTINUING EDUCATION CREDIT -

room monitor will validate and /mmed/ate!y return this form to you. Keep it as your
validated record of attendance. Cleinman Performance Partners will not notify any
licensing board, or any other agency of your attendance unless specifically required by
your state board. Cleinman Performance Partners does not guarantee that the course you
have attended has been approved for continuing education credit by your licensing board.

PARTICIPANT INFORMATION

COURSE INFORMATION

LAST NAME FIRST M NUMBER OF CE HOUR
2.0
&7‘1%4/ W 7HA &
CITY STATE ZIP TITLE

4ﬁ@fcf2¢/ CH.  g5207

The Accidental Leader. Leadership Skills for Licensed
Professionals and Their Teams

LIC. NO. STATE ISSUED

&0 777"

INSTRUCTOR (S):
Alan Cleinman

COURSE EVALUATION

Please return the yellow copy of this to the Cleinman
information desk. Thank You

Poor Fair Good

(Excellent)
v

COPE ID NUMBER

31873-PM

Cleinman Performance Partners
343 Main Street
Oneonta, NY 13820
Phone: 607-431-1001
Fax: 607-431-1093

NOT VALID UNLESS STAMPED

.. 8
—AQVEG‘\\ILI

EVENT ID:
104216

Qe R

Sheraton Grand Sacramento
1230 J Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
November 7, 2012

_ Please provide all information requested. On completion of the course identified below, the



San J oaqum Optometnc Society Continuing Education Rece1pt
B 4% Annual Fall CE Harvest- R

.rrirﬁ_bAttendee J\/ymi\ D 6-\/0 %O /bcense# ‘gé [77

Speakers: Drs. David Moline, Iohn Zeiter, Jef&ey Ing, and Julio Narvaez

Date of Course: October 14®, 2012

CE Units: 6 CE units in the category of TPA, approved by COA

SJOS Education Chalmerson@ons Wong, 0D.

San Joaquin Optometric Society Continuing Education Receipt
~ September 9, 2013

Attendee: ;/\/V//” H’U G« ﬁ//#ﬁ”[) O . License # \O/—7 —7/

Title: Dry Eye and MGD
Speaker: Dr. David Moline, O.D., F.A.A.O
2 CE credits approved by COA in the category of TPA

SJOS CE Chairperson, Devinder Grewal, O.D.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

BERKELEY + DAVIS « IRVINE + LOSANGELES +. RIVERSIDE + SANDIEGO + SANFRANCISCO 1 18 SANTA BARBARA  +  SANTA CRUZ

DENNIS M. LEVI, 0D, PHD. ... . . SCHOOL OF OPTOMETRY

- DEAN " e e : e BERKELEY. CALIFORNIA947202020 e

e Un1vers1ty of Cahforma, Berkeley School of Optometry - o

62" Annual All-Alumni Reunion & CE Conference

Saturday, November 3, 2012 8:30am - 4:30pm
Stanley Hall, UC Berkeley Campus

This is to certify that Wyman Chan, OD
. ‘ — .
State AL ”:, License No.b 0 / 7 T State License No.

attended the following lectures on Saturday, November 3, 2012.

SPEAKER ~ LECTURE TITLE
Don Mutti, OD, PhD What Berkeley Taught Us About Emmetropization and
- Orinda Taught Us About Myopia
Karla Zadnik, OD, PhD " How the Collaborative Longitudinal Evaluation of
A Keratoconus (CLEK) Study Affects Patient Care

David Yang, OD Interpreting Visual Field Defects: Case Studies

Bernard Dolan, OD, MS ' Pathogenesis, Diagnosis, and Management of Diabetic
Maculopathy and Clinical Insights in Glaucoma
Management

Total: 5 TPA, 2 Misc. CE Hours

< ’ -
Attendance Certified : \ At ll\‘\ , LO—LH
University of California v

School of Optometry

DENNIS M. LEVI, O.D., PH.D.
DEAN

Website: http:/foptometry.berkeley.edu E-mail: optoCE@berkeley.edu Tel: 510 642-6547




UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

BERKELEY + DAVIS + IRVINE « LOSANGELES -« RIVERSIDE ¢ SANDIEGO <« SANFRANCISCO ‘ \ SANTABARBARA + SANTACRUZ

DENNIS M. LEV], O.D., PHD. . SCHOOL OF OPTOMETRY
DEAN BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94720-2020

January 15, 2013
~To-Whom It May-COoneern: - - - - m o o i ol

* This is to certify that Wyman Chan, OD, attended the following lectures on January 12 - 14,2013, =

at the 24™ Annual Berkeley Practicum. The continuing education program was presented by the -
School of Optometry, University of California, Berkeley.

2

| <ol o
State License No._ -~ 0 ’7 ’r State ( Wi/, License No.

January 13, 2013 8 TPA Hours
Paul Karpecki, OD What Went Wrong With This Patient and Why? '
H. George Tanaka, MD What's New in Glaucoma Surgery?
Blair Lonsberry, OD, MS, MEd Ocular Manifestations of Autoimmune Diseases
Joel Pearlman, MD, PhD - Retinal Jeopardy
Attt_)ndal}ce Ceﬂiﬁcatiqn @
University of California
Sehool of Optometry Patsy L. Harvey, O.D., MP.H

Continuing Education Director

Website: http:/foptometry.berkeley.edu Email: optoCE@berkeley.edu Tel: 510 642-6547 Fax: 510 642-0279




SACRAMENTO VALLEY OPTOMETRIC SOCIETY

CERTIFICATION OF PARTICIPATION IN CONTINUING EDUCATION

" CALIFORNIA LICENSENO,_ 5 91 77

THISWILLCERTIFYTHAT e #AA WMM /d (;@,d f

e ~(LastName) -~ "~ (First) ~ (Middle) - T

5/5 % %f?’/ rony  CRT b SIF o LT ,,\) @f ?70 52,07

(Address of Practice Location) (City) (State) (Zip)

Social Security Number ;Vi/ / 99 f7 ,
A, >, W (/ﬁ

(Signature{df Licensee)

ATTENDED: 26th Annual Ocular Symposium
PLACE: Marriott Sacramento Rancho Cordova Hotel
DATE: March 3™ 2013

CE UNITS: Eight (8) hours . v (Other) |

COURSE INSTRUCTORS:

Adventures in Anterior Segment Disease Blair Lonsberry, OD
2

Contact Lenses Utilizing Hybrid Lens James Kirchner, OD 1
My Doctor Said I Needed an Eye Exam Bruce Onofrey, OD 2 ;
Diabetes Update and Top 5 Nutritional Supplements | Paul Chous, OD -
for Diabetic Retinopathy 3

Matthew Eankart, O.D.

Matthew Eahart, O.D.

Program Director

*ENTIRE FORM MUST BE COMPLETE Please DO NOT send any records of Continuing Education attendance to
the board office until requested to do so.




California Optometric Association
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State of California — State and Consumer Services Agency Edmund G. Brown, Jr., Governor

Vi, STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
SRMIA STATE JDARD OF 2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105, Sacramento, CA 95834
O P T O \/I ET RY P [916] 575-7170 F [916] 575-7292 web: www.optometry .ca.gov

CERTIFICATION OF PARTICIPATION IN CONTINUING EDUCATION

- THIS WILL CERTIFY THAT
Last Name (Please Prmt) First , MI

$C2S <reuTFord C['-IQ;.'# Cyl

Address (Practice Location) Street Number and Name

f;%c/mu \ Chefp YAY R

City ' State Zip Code

California LlcenseNo 3 o 77T

‘7/um,zw >@ %%‘/ﬁﬁ

S1gnaturé/ 6f Licensee

ATTENDED: Glaucoma’. Yeclaoms & Cwlces , Tiestment v Maculay Df’&]fV\'EVﬂ'h.GY\
(Course Title)

SPONSORED BY: _ketth Uangr, MD @ Cenfer Fov Slaht
(Name of Sponsoring Organization)

AT: 2l T Stwet  Sacraments cR G316
Location where course(s) were provided

oN: _ May \1,201% , FOR: U / 1}
Date(s) Hours : Course ID #

JCTOR(S): keith Lians), mD

Signan}tre of Instructdr Signature of Instructor

NOTE: This ENTIRE form MUST be complete. Please DO NOT send any records of continuing education
attendance to the board office unless requested to do so.




7

: tTNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

BERKELEY e« DAVIS + IRVINE + LOSANGELES + RIVERSIDE ¢ SANDIEGO - ¢ SANFRANCISCO SANTABARBARA + SANTACRUZ

DENNIS M. LEVIL, 0.D., PHD. SCHOOL OF OPTOMETRY

DEAN BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94720-2020
~ April 29,2013
To Whom It May Concern: e

28™ Annual Morgan/Sarver Symposium. The continuing education program was presented by the
School of Optometry, University of California, Berkeley.

State. (_ A UIF- License No. 50| ] T State ’ License No.

April 28, 2013 ' T 8 TPA Hours
Brad Sutton, OD Sleep Apnea: Is There a Connection Between Snoring and Glaucoma?

Long Tran, OD Corneal Dystrophies and Degenerations

Byron Lee, MD, MS Heart to Heart: Understanding Cardiovascular Diseases and Ty reatments

Steve Ferrucci, OD Posterior Segment Disease: Case Challenges

Attendance Certification
University of California }
School of Optometry . Patsy L. Harvey, 0.D., M.P.H
Continuing Education Director
Website: http://optometry.berkeley.edu Email: optoCE@berkeley.edu Tel: 510 642-6547

B ThlS isto 'ce'rti'fy 'th‘at"Wyman (:’han,"‘ ’OD,““att'e‘ﬂded' the”fo'll‘owin‘g 'lectur'e’s’on"April”ZS; '2‘0'1'3;"'311 the



 STATE OF LICENSE: CA  OE TRACKER# §3,07¢c0

BUST THE BUGS CE MONOGRAPH

CERTIFICATE OF CREDIT

AR WymanChan SRR SR

- DATE: 6/4/2013

COURSE TITLE: BUST THE BUGS; CURRENT MANAGEMENT OF OCULAR

'BACTERIAL & VIRAL INFECTIONS - A SUPPLEMENT TO OPTOMETRY TIMES

COURSE ID #: 31574-AS
EVENT ID#: 103108
FACULTY CHAIR:  PAUL KARPECKI, O.D.
THIS COURSE HAS BEEN ACCREDITED FOR 2.0 HOURS OF CONTINUING

EDUCATION CREDIT BY COPE

Cynthia Tornallyay, CE Administrator for MedEdicus

ADMINISTRATOR NAME & TITLE

ADMINISTRATOR SIGNATURE




J > Page 1 of 1

Nutrition and AMD: Sorting Through the Mix: Which Supplement for Which Patient?

CERTIFICATE OF CREDIT

Name: Wyman Chan
State of
License: Ca
IR eEtFaeker_#:, 530760 e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e et et e
» I:IC #: 5017T

Course Title:  poti e
Course ID#:  33451-PS

Event ID #: 103415

Faculty Chair: Jeff Gerson, O.D.

THIS COURSE HAS BEEN ACCREDITED FOR 2 HOURS OF CONTINUING EDUCATION
CREDIT BY COPE

Cynthia Tornallyay, CE Administrator for MedEdicus

ADMINISTRATOR NAME & TITLE

ADMINISTRATOR SIGNATURE

https://mededicus.educationaltrak.com/survey/customization/certification/index.php 8/2/2013

T Nutrition and AMD? Sorting Through the Mix: Which Supplement for Which~ |~~~
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California Optometric Association

2415 K Street, Sacramento, CA 95816
Tel: (916) 441-3990 Toll-Free: (800) 877-5738 Fax: (916) 448-1423

- License.Number:. . ... 0501 AR e e

Wyman G. Chan, O.D.
5635 Stratford Circle, Ste. 46
Stockton, CA 95207-5000

CONTINUING EDUCATION TRANSCRIPT Code Listing

California Optometric Association ' G - GLAUCOMA
Ol - OCULAR INFECTION
CE@home I - INFLAMMATION

SM - SYSTEMIC MEDS

P - PAIN MEDICATIONS

O -OTHER

PM - PRACTICE MANAGEMENT

Date COURSE TITLE CE HRS CAT
8/15/13 e "The case of the suddenly-monocular patient," by Gary W. Asano, 1.00 ‘ TPA
OD, appearing in the May/June, 2013 issue of California Optometry
Magazine

This is your verification of credit received for COA's C!;@Hom

e o °
Please keep foryourrecords. -+ S@Eting the standard in eyecare”
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Print i

Meibomian Gland Dysfunction Understanding and Implementing the New Consensus Definition and Treatment
Regimens Into Your Optometric Practice

- CERTIFICATEOF CREDIT ~

Name; Wyman Chan
*Dater 7 August 13,2013~ o oo A s
State of
Ticense:
OE tracker #: 530760
LIC#: 5017T

.., Meibomian Gland Dysfunction Understanding and Implementing the New Consensus Definition and
Course Title: . . ) . .
Treatment Regimens Into Your Optometric Practice

Course ID #: 34224-AS

Event ID#: 103808
Faculty  ppr 1 v NICHOLS, O.D.
Chair:

THIS COURSE HAS BEEN ACCREDITED FOR 3 HOURé OF CONTINUING EDUCATION CREDIT BY COPE

Cynthia Tornallyay, CE Administrator for MedEdicus

ADMINISTRATOR NAME & TITLE

ADMINISTRATOR SIGNATURE

https://mededicus.educationaltrak.com/survey/customization/certification/index.php 8/13/2013
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Tel: (916) 441-3990

05017

License Number:

S WWYRIER G ChaR, 0D

5635 Stratford Circle, Ste. 46
Stockton, CA 95207-5000

p
O
\

California Optometric Association

2415 K Street, Sacramento, CA 95816
Toll-Free: (800) 877-5738

Fax: (916) 448-1423

CONTINUING EDUCATION TRANSCRIPT

Code Listing

California Optometric Association G - GLAUCOMA
Ol - OCULAR INFECTION
CE@home 1 - INFLAMMATION
SM - SYSTEMIC MEDS
P - PAIN MEDICATIONS
0-OTHER
PM - PRACTICE MANAGEMENT
Date COURSE TITLE CE HRS CAT
9/13/13 e "Treatment of convergence insufficiency," by Debora Lee Chen, oD, 1.00 TPA

FAAQ, appearing in the July/August issue of California Optometry
Magazine ‘

This is your verification of credit received for COA's CE@Home,

Please keep for your records.

“Setting the standard in eyecare”
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Review of Optometry® > View Cerwficate

SALUS University

I® Center for Continuing and Post-Graduate Edusation]

8350 QId York Road
Elkins Park, PA 18027
{216) 780-1380
This is to certlfy that the below named Individual 1as attained 2,00 Internat/Onling Corttinuing Faucstion

credits for & course offered by the Qptometric Study Cenier.

Raizman, MD, Jodi Luchs, MD, Joseph Shovlin, OD, and Ragul L. Wolf, MD

__ Date: 6/18/2013
Lcore: BO%

Wyman Chan

H635 Stratford Circle
# 48
Stockton, CA $5207 USA

QUESTIONS ANSWERED INCORRECTLY: 4-A, 7-E

-1 -Course Title: Ocular Allergy: A Scientific- Review and Expert Gase Debate by Michael B - |-

http:/iwww.tevoptom.com/continuing_education/tabvieweertificate/testresultid/1 7127830/

Page 1 of 1

. COPEID and Event Number; 34174-AS - Event# 103898 |

9/17/2013




Tel: (916) 441-3990 Toll-Free: (800) 877-5738

License Number: 05017

Wyman G. Chan, O.D.
5635 Stratford Circle, Ste. 46~

California Optometric Association

2415 K Street, Sacramento, CA 95816

Fax: (916) 448-1423

Stockton, CA_95207-5000

CONTINUING EDUCATION TRANSCRIPT - Code Listing
= California Optometric Association G- GLAUCOMA
: Ol - OCULAR INFECTION
CE@home I - INFLAMMATION
SM -~ SYSTEMIC MEDS
P - PAIN MEDICATIONS
0-OTHER
PM - PRACTICE MANAGEMENT
Date COURSE TITLE CE HRS , CAT
6/17/13 e "Understanding and Managing Allergic Conjunctivitis" by Mile Brujic, 1.00 Other

— OD appearing in the March/April 2013 Issue

Please keep for your records.

This is your verification of credit received for COA's CE@Home

“Setting the standard in eyecare”
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San Jr=quin Optor'h?ezi;:"Society Continuing E~ -ation Receipt
6" An.—.d Spring Fling Charity Golf Tournames.. and Wine Tour
May 5%, 2013

Attendee: l/\)7/ W/ ﬂ’ K\ = C#ﬂ/ I\)f)? License # 6‘0‘ / 7T

Titles: 1. Thyroid eye disease, 2. Floppy eyelid syndrome, 3. Eyelid oncology
Speaker: Dr Kimberly Cockerham, M.D, F.A.C.S.
Pending 3 CE credits in the category of ‘TPA’

Titles: 1. Is There Anything New In Corneal Diseases?, 2. The Seven C's Of Success with
Multifocal IOLs, 3. Herpes Zoster Ophthalmicus.

Speaker: Julio Narvdez MD

Pending 3 CE credits in the category of ‘TPA’

L) 7

SJOS CE @airperson)Bevinder Grewal, O.D.




License Number: 05017

5635 Stratford Circle, Ste. 46

CONTINUiNG EDUCATION TRANSCRIPT

Stockton, CA 95207-5000

<,

N N
‘California Optometric Association

2415 K Street, Sacramento, CA 95816

Tel: (916) 441-3990 Toll-Free: (800) 877-5738 Fax: (916) 448-1423

Code Listing

California Optometric Association G- GLAUCOMA
Ol - OCULAR INFECTION
CE@home I~ INFLAMMATION
$M - SYSTEMIC MEDS
P - PAIN MEDICATIONS
0-OTHER
PM - PRACTICE MANAGEMENT
Date COURSE TITLE " CEHRS © CAT
“ 91712 o “Low Vision Rehabilitation: How Rehabilitation Can Improve the 1.00 Other

Quality of Life in the Low Vision Client," by Chris Nelms, OTRIL,
MLVR, and Tina MacDonald, OD appearing in the July/August 2012
issue of California Optometry Magazine.

This is your verification of credit received for COA's CE@Home
Please keep for your records.




San Joaquin Optometric Society Continuing Eduéation Receipt
The 5th Annual Fall CE Harvest
October 13%, 2013

entees |/ Tat)  CHAV, 0D e Sor77

Title: Femtosecond Cataract Surgery: The Path to Emnietropia
Speaker: Dr. John Zeiter MD

Title: Early Detection of Glaucoma using the Diopsys ERG Module
Speaker: Dr. David Moline OD

Title: Neuro-Ophthalmology Review -
Speaker: Dr. Brian Lenser MD

6 CE credits approved by COA in the category of TPA

D7 go

SJOS CE Chairpe;s\&l, Devinder Grewal, O.D.




BUSINESS, CONSUMER SERVICES, AND HOUSING AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., GOVERNOR

STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
2450 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 105, SACRAMENTO, CA 95834
P [916] 575-7170 F [916] 575-7292 www.optometry.ca.gov

BTONMETRY

- THIS WILL CERTIFY THAT:

Last Name (Please Print) First Ml

5635 Stratford Cir #C46

Address (Practice Location) Street Number and Name

Stockton CA 95207

City State Zip Code

California License No. 5017T ’%W/\) >% . &Ml &’%ﬁ/

Signature of Licensee

ATTENDED: The Technology that’s “Driving” Eye Surgery

SPONSORED BY: NVISION LASER EYE CENTERS

AT: CALIFORNIA AUTOMOBILE MUSEUM, SACRAMENTO

ON: OCTOBER 29, 2013 FOR: 2 (TWO) HOURS Course ID # 9445

COURSE INSTRUCTORS(S): Richard Meister, MD; Tom Tooma, MD; Mitra Ayazifar, MD;

Thomas Fleischmann, OD

NOTE: THIS ENTIRE form MUST be complete. Please DO NOT send any records of continuing
education attendance to the board office unless requested to do so.
VISKON

LASER EYE CENTERS | THE EYE DOCTORS' #) CHOICE'

Signature of Instructor




State of California — State and Consumer Services Agency Edmund G. Brown, Jr., Governor

STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
R 1 2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105, Sacramento, CA 95834
OPrPTOM ETRY P [916] 575-7170 F [916] 575-7292 web: www.optometry .ca.gov

_CERTIFICATION OF PARTICIPATION IN CONTINUING EDUCATION

. CHAN, __ _  ___ WYMAN _ e

Last Name (Please Print) First MI
5035 STaatFory Ci Fo iy

Address (Practice Location) Street Number and Name

Crpcrroy  CAUE 9207

City State Zip Code

California License No. B/@ 17T

/m%\ﬁ%ﬁ/%/

Signatufe of Licensee
ATTENDED: Devlar Hupevdension ¢ 0cT: Maculd ¢ Dphe Newe

(Course Title)

SPONSORED BY: Kewh Lang, mp @ Center for Sight

(Name of Sponsoring Organization)

AT: 3160 T Street Sacramento (R 95814

Location where course(s) were provided

ox NV 10,2013 For 4 ;9291 § 9292

Date(s) ' Hours Course ID #

COURSE IyYfRUCTOR(S): Kelth Liang, MP
: \ v

Signature ff\ﬁlstructor ‘) Signature of Instructor

NOTE: This ENTIRE form MUST be complete. Please DO NOT send any records of continuing education:
attendance to the board office unless requested to do so.




__License Number:

05017

Tel:

Toll-Free: -(800) 877-5738

Wyman G. Chan, O.D.

5635 Stratford Circle, Ste. 46

=" Stockton, CA 9520775000 "

California Optometric Association

2415 K Street, Sacramento, CA 95816

{916) 441-3990 Fax: (916) 448-1423

CONTINUING EDUCATION TRANSCRIPT * Gode Listing:
California Optometric Association . G - GLAUCOMA
Ol - OCULAR INFECTION
CE@home 1« INFLAMMATION
SM - SYSTEMIC MEDS
P 2 PAIN MEDICATIONS
0- OTHER
PM - PRACTICE MANAGEMENT .
Date COURSETITLE GEHRS CAT
11/15/13 o "Age related maclar degeneratlon and primary care optometry," by 1.00 TPA

Stanley Woo, OD, MS, MBA, FAAO and Robert Yacoub, OD,
appearing in the SeptembeY/October 2013 issue of Caln‘orma

Optometry magazine.

This is your verification of credit received for COA's CE@Home

Please keep for your records.

“Setting the standard in eyé‘&a‘re ”




Relief-Petition for Reinstatement of Revoked |

. BEFORE THE
- BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In'the Matter of the Petition for Penalty Agency Case No. 2000-71

)
)
License of: ) OAH No 2010040142
Wyman Chan, O.D. )
5635 Stratford Circle #C46 )
Stockton, . CA 95207 )
' )

)

)

)

_"Optomettist'Licenee No. 5017,

ReSpohdent.

' DECISION

The attached Decision is hereby adopted by the Board of Optometry, Department of
Consumer-Affairs, as its Decision in the above-entitied matter:

This Decision shall become effective October 27, 2010.

‘It is.so ORDERED September 27, 2010.

70 it D

LEE A. GOLDSTEIN, O.D. MPA
PRESIDENT
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY




. BEFORETHE. . . . . _ _
' BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the_Mattér of the Petition for Penalty -
Relief-Petition for Reinstatement of Revoked
License of: o ' Case No. 2000-71

WYMAN CHAN, O.D,, : ' OAH No. 2010040142
Stockton, California 95207 ' ' ,

Surrendered Registration to Practice _
Optometry No. 5017

| Petitioner.

DECISION

A quorum of the Board of Optomeﬁ‘y of the State of California heard this matter in
Sacramento, California, on July 28, 2010. Administrative Law Judge Stephen J. Smith,

~ Office of Administrative Hearings, State of California, presided over the proceedings, but did

niot participate in the making of the Dgcision.

Wyman Chan, O.D., appeared and was représented by Craig S. Steinberg, Attorney at
Law. ' B '

Char Sachson, Deputy Attorney General, Department of Justice, represented the
People of the State of California. :

The matter was heard in open session. The record was closed, the matter was
submitted and the Board adjourned to Executive Session, where it deliberated and decided
the matter. ' :

FACTUAL FINDINGS

1. The Board issued Wyman Chan, O.D., (petitioner) Certificate of Registration
number 5017 (certificate) to practice Optometry in the State of California on July 15, 1968.



2.+ -The Board and petitioner entered into a Stlpulated Settlement and- Dlsc1pl1na1y .-

Order effective July 14, 2003, resolving allegations made by the Board against petitioner set
forth in an Accusation filed against petitioner.

3. DPetitioner agreed as part of the Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order

that there was a factual and legal basis for imposing discipline upon his certificate. Petitioner

acknowledged that he engaged in unprofessional conduct with respect to four patients as
alleged in the accusation; including failing to perform dilated fundus examinations; failing to
document or obtain health histories, failure to obtain visual acuities for the patients, and
failing to refer one patient to a physician.

4. As part of the Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order, petitioner ‘agreed ‘

to the revocation of his certificate, with a stay of the revocation for a period of three years, -
during which time the petitioner agreed to be placed on three years probation to the Board,
subject to numerous terms and conditions. Those terms and conditions of probation included
a 15 day actual suspension, taking and completing 40 hours of continuing education, taking

~ and passing a re-examination, having his practice monitored, agreeing to certain restrictions

of practice, and making payment of costs of investigation and prosecution in the amount of

$12,461.94.

5. Petitioner failed in four separate attempts to successfully complete the re-
examination condition of his probation. The Board brought a Petition to Revoke Probation

against petitioner in October 2005, on the grounds that petitioner had violated his probation

by failing to successfully complete the re-examination condition of probation.

6. Petitioner entered into another Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinmy. Order,
effective March 10, 2006, with the Board, resolving the allegatlons in the October 2005
Petition to Revoke Probation.

7. - The second Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order extended petitioner's -

existing and incomplete probation two years; subject to additional terms and conditions. One

- of those additional terms and conditions included that petitioner pass the clinical portion of

the National Board of Examiners in Optometry (NBEO) exam within a specified period of

- time. Petitioner agreed that if he should fail to pass the examination and thus comply with

the re-examination requirement on a timely basis, he would surrender his certificate to the |
Board. Petitioner further agreed that all of the allegations contained in the Accusation and
Petition to Revoke Probation previously brought against petitioner would be deemed to be
true, should petitioner seek to.reinstate his certificate in the event he ended up suuendeung

“the certificate as a 1esult of thls term and condition of p10bat10n

8. Petitioner took the NBEO examination more than once within the required
time period set forth in the additional probationary conditions. Petitioner failed the
examinations. Although petitioner passed some individual components of each clinical
examination in at least one of the exams, he did not succeeded in passing all of the required




- components-together in any-one session, and-therefore was not found by the NBEO have -

successfully passed any of the three clinical skills examinations.

9. Petitioner filed an administrative appeal against the determination by NBEO
that he failed the April 22, 2006 examination, for the same reasons he attacked the
examination as unfair and not reflective of his skills and abilities in these proceedings
(discussed below). The appeal of the examination outcome and petitioner’s claims of -

. unfairness in the examination itself and in the manner in which it was administered to hun

were found by NBEO as lacking merit and his appeal was denied.

10.  Based upon the fact that petitioner failed to comply with the additional term

- and condition of probation requiring him to pass the NBEO examination, the Board sought

the surrender of petitioner’s Certificate. Petitioner surrendered his Ce1t1ﬁcate and wall and
pocket certificates to the Board on September 29, 2006.

11. Pet1t1011er ﬂled a Pet1t1on for Remstatement of his surrendered certificate with
the Board on October 24, 2008, a little more than two years after the surrender of his
certificate. Petitioner had previously submltted a Petition for Remstatement in October 2007,
whlch petitioner latet w1thd1ew

- 12. It was not disputed that during the period of time that petitioner was on
probation to the Board, petitioner complied with all material terms and conditions of his
probation, with the notable exception of his failure to comply with the re-examination -
condition and his failure to pass the NBEO examination. At the time of his first Petition for
Reinstatement, it was uncertain whether petitioner had paid all of the cost recovery provision
of his probation, but it was undisputed that he had pald a portion of it.

13, Inhis fn st Petition for Reinstatement petitioner contended that his Certificate

.should be reinstated because he believed he had corrected the deficiencies that led to the

disciplinary action. He contended that he was now able to provide a better standard of care
for his patients. He also conterided that his fluency in Cantonese allowed him to provide
service to a portion of the population in his area where few optometrists were able to serve,
due to the fact that there is a sizable Cantonese speaking portion of the population in his area.

14. ~ As of the time of the hearing on his first Petition, petitioner had not been -
regularly employed since surrendering his Certificate. He worked for a brief period of time
as an enumerator for the United States Census Bureau, and otherwise had volunteeled his
time for various local community activities.

15.  As of the time of his first Petition for Reinstatement, petitioner had completed
approximately 69 hours of continuing education. He had also been tutored by various
optometrists in clinical skills and had studied various publications devoted to the practice of
optometry. ' '



~ 16. " Petitioner testified during the hearing on his first Petition for Reinstatement - -
that he did not agree with the allegations made against him in the initial Accusation that led
to the first disciplinary action imposed against his Certificate. Petitioner also testified that he
did not believe the examinations administered to him while he was on probation were fair,
and he claimed the examinations were not scored fairly. He also testified that he would not
be agreeable to any restrictions placed on his practice, should his certificate be reinstated. -

17.  Petitioner acknowledged at the hearing on his first Petition for Reinstatement -

- that he had not practiced optometry since December 2003. He acknowledged that

nevertheless, he still maintained his optometry office and all his equipment. He admitted that
signage outside his office on the building that includes his office identified him as-an
optometrist, and that he still has an active telephone line in his office with an answering -
machine méssage that indicated that he is an optometrist. He also acknowledged that he was
still listed in the local Yellow Pages as an optometrist, and that he has not told many of his
long-term patients that he was required to surrender his Certificate or that he is no longer

-permitted to practice optometry.

18.  Petitioner's first Petition for Reinstatement was denied by the Board, effective
January 28, 2009. The Board found that petitioner failed to meet his burden of proving that
he was 1ehab111tated at that time or that cause existed to reinstate his Certificate.

_ 19. Petitioner filed this instan_t Second Petition for Reinst_atement on February 28,
2010.

20. Pet1t10ne1 appended a lengthy statement to this Petition, enumerating why he
feels reinstatement of his Certificate is appropriate and warranted. Petitioner’s statement
paralleled his testimony at the hearing. It consisted of an attack on the fairness and accuracy
of the original findings against him in the initial 2003 Decision placing him on probation,
and upon the lack of fairness in the NBEO examinations he was required to take and failed to
pass that were conditions of his probations. Petitioner also claimed later in his statement to’
have “corrected the deficiencies'” that led to the disciplinary action, and therefore, he is able
to provide a “better up to date standard of care” for his patients. He noted that he takes the
practice of optometry very seriously, and wants to contribute to the good reputation of the
profession. He noted that although his practice is not large, he is still able to contribute to the
plactlce community. He understands and speaks Cantonese, and enjoys meeting, helping and

- growing with the diversity of patients his city has to offer, and he accepts Medi-Cal patients.
"He observed that he has tried his best to cooperate with the Board throughout the disciplinary

process, including obtaining the coope1at1on of a colleague to monitor his practice, taken the
proficiency examinations, paid $12,461.94 in costs and fines, faithfully filed all his quarterly
reports, had his office and patient records repeatedly inspected by the Board and completed
286 hours of continuing educatlon between July 2003 and February 2010.

" This is a curious claim, in light of the fact that petitioner has never acknowledged, other than in the Stipulations,
that there was any factual or legal basis for the original disciplinary action against him, and in fact disputed the
validity of the factual basis for that action in his testimony during this liearing.



21, Petitioner particularly took issue with the April 22, 2006 clinical examination

he was required to pass, or surrender his license, as briefly referenced above. He claimed the,
- examination was “quite unfair.” He wrote that he was allowed only one partial attempt to '

pass the Goldman Tonometry test, and claimed that his scores on several skills tested were
“definitely not commensurate with the actual performance.”

22.  Petitioner wrote that since November 2008, he has been tutored in clinical
skills by Dr. Jennee Lee of Stockton, and in Goldman Tonometry and non-contact fundus -

“examination by Dr. Eldon Risenow and Dr. Sean West of Modesto and in Goldman

Tonometry and Biomicroscopy by Dr. Robert Felderstein of Stockton.

23.  Petitioner’s counsel challenged the Board’s authority in the first instance to
hiave ordered the petitioner to pass a clinical competency examination as a condition of
practice on probation and/or as a condition that must be satisfied in order to continue on
probation or surlende1 his license. The contention ignores the fact that petitioner was
represented by counsel at every stage of the proceedings against him, both initially in
response to the Accusation, and upon the Violation of Probation proceedings, and stipulated
and agreed to these conditions. Any claim petitioner may have had that the Board was acting
in excess of its authority in adding the clinical examination conditions as terms of the. -
mutually agreed upon stipulations and Disciplinary Orders has long since been waived. A
similar faté awaits petitioner’s legal claim that petitioner never agreed to be required to
demonstrate clinical proficiency in skills he had not been tr -ained in and are not commonly -
used. Petitioner’s claim that requiring him to demonstrate clinical proficiency in such skills
was “outside the agreement” is also waived. The time to raise such objections was at the
time the conditions were imposed and when it became evident that petitioner was being
required to demonstrate clinical proficiency in areas outside what he understood he had
agreed to demonsnate

24. . Petitioner’s claim that it is very difficult for him to learn and demonstrate
clinical proficiency in skills he was not taught during his education and training, which took
place in the late 1960s and early 1970s, because he is barred from practicing on live patients
does present a dilemma. Several times petitioner has requested permission to practice on
actual patients or volunteers under the supervision of a tutor, but permission has been
consistently denied. Petitioner contends this prohibition has significantly hampered his
ability to learn and improve skills required to. pass the clinical skills examinations. He points
out that he has satisfied faithfully every other condition imposed upon him, and in 30 years

of practice, these disciplinary actions are the only blemishes. Petitioner’s claims that the

patient’s civil complaint that was the focus of the first Accusation action against him was
dropped by the patient, and there never has been any other patient complaint agamst hnn n
all his years of practice were not dlsputed

25. - Additionally, petitioner contends he has taken steps to address the Board’s -
concerns expressed in the Decision following his First Petition for Reinstatement. - He has
taken his name off the building exterior and changed his telephone message, all in an éffort
to make certain no one gets the wrong impression that he is still actively practicing. The

/



Yellow pages- advel tisement has ev1denﬂy expired and did not appear in the most recent
book

- 26. . Petitioner finally claims that he does not need to perform Goldman Tonometry
or dilated fundus examinations in his practice. He contends these tests are uncommon and

 that there are acceptable alternatives to needing to be able to perform these procedures. He

contends these procedures are more recent developments in optometry, and he was not taught -
how to perform them in school. Thus, he reasons that his failure to pass a skills test on these

_procedures is not indicative of whether he is a safe and competent practitioner in his practice

as he contemplates it going forward. Any patient who might need Goldman Tonometry or
dilated fundus examination would be promptly referred to a colleague able to perform these
tests; and he would consult with the referral optometrist in working out a tleatment plan in
the best iriterests of the patlent and the patlent’s needs. :

27. 'D1 Robert Pedersen an optometrist practicing in Stockton, and President of

~ the San Joaquin Optometric Society, has mentored petitioner and tried to help him with his
clinical skills directed toward passing the NBEO examinations. Petitionet has frequently

shadowed Dr. Pedersen, and has tried to train petitioner in-Goldman Ton01netry, using
himself as a patient as well as a few volunteers. Dr. Pedersen expressed his opinion that
petitioner is a safe and competent practitioner who poses.no danger to the public if allowed
to return to active practice.

28. Petitioner’s own testimony regarding the c_lirﬁcal skills testing in the NBEO
examinations was enlightening. Although he accepted “fault” for his failure to pass certain

* portions, he noted that he was not familiar with the type of slit lamp used in one of the tests,

and he ran out of time before he was able to become comfortable with it. It appeared that the
biggest problem with petitioner’s performance in the examinations wastime. The tests are
timed and the requisite clinical skills must be successfully demonstrated within a fixed.
period. Petitioner is slow and deliberate in his practice, and his common complaint was that
he “ran out of time” before he was able to complete the tests. The skill not demonstrated
within the requisite time period earns the same “fail” as does the skill fully demonstrated
within the time period allotted but not competently perfouned

29.  Petitioner has not treated a patient since 2003. He is presently unemployed.
He spends his time involved in several voluntary community service activities, and in
keeping up with his continuing education and journal reading, as well as shadowing in the
practices of those willing to have him present, as noted above. In response to questions,
petitioner-confirmed he has modern equipment. He contends he is presently competent to
treat patients. He has kept his skills current by shadowing, observing and discussing

 treatment of various patients, watching testing and joining in the discussion of results,

discussing cases with those mentoring him, and through continuing education and journal
reading. He contends he is “careful all the time.” He offered in response to questions about
his struggle with Goldman Tonometry, that he would treat a patient with non-contact
tonometry, dilate the patient to check for “floaters,” check with biomicroscopy and then refer

~ the patient to a colleague if necessary.



30. - - Petitioner’s claims have a little merit, but largely lack it. Petitioner’s constant

complaint has been that the examinations that he was to pass to prove he is clinically safe to

practice are unfair, problematic, and so forth with a variety of additional excuses. There may
be some merit to some of his complaints, but none in and of themselves are persuasive, and
all miss the essential point that the Board sought an independent third party assessment and

acknowledgement of petitioner’s clinical skills. before permitting him to continue to practice.

Despite petitioner’s alternative approach to work around patients who might need dilated
fundus examinations or Goldman Tonometry, by using non dilated fundus examination,
biomicroscopy and referral to a colleague for Goldman Tonometry, this again avoids the
central issue of petitioner’s consistent failure to demonstrate these essential optometric
clinical skills to an independent third party. The Board takes exception to petitioner’s claims
that skill and ability in pelfoumng Goldman Tonometry or dilated fundus examinations is
collateral and uncommon in a successful daily clinical practice. These skills are essential.

" Petitioner’s problem of consistent failure to successfully demonstrate reasonable clinical

familiarity and competerice with these skills has continued to date.

LEGAL CONCLUSIONS
L. Government Code section 11522 pr'ovides:

- A person whose license has been revoked or suspended may
petition the agency for reinstatement or reduction of penalty
after a period of not less than one year has elapsed from the
effective date of the decision or from the date of the denial of a
similar petition. The agency shall give notice to the Attorney

- General of the filing of the petition and the Attorney General
and the petitioner shall be afforded an opportunity to present
either oral or written argument before the agency itself. The -
agency itself shall decide the petition, and the decision shall

“include the reasons therefor, and any terms and conditions that
the agency reasonably deems appropriate to impose as a

- condition of reinstatement. This section shall not apply if the
statutes dealing with the particular agency contain different
provisions for reinstatement or reduction of penalty.

2. California Code of Regulations (CCR), title 16, section 1516, provides:

9.9

(b) When considering the suspension or revocation of a
certificate of registration on the grounds that the registrant has
been convicted of a crime, the Board, in evaluating the
rehabilitation of such person and his/her present ehglblhty for a
license, will consider the followmg criteria:



- - (1) Nature and severity of the act(s)-or offense(s).- - -
(2) Tdtal criminal record.

(3) The time that has elapsed since commission of the
~ act(s)-or offense(s)

4 Whether the licensee has complied with any terms of
parole, probation, restitution or any other sanctions
lawfully imposed against the licensee.

4 (5) If applicable, evidence of expungement proceedings
- pursuant to Section 1203.4 of the Penal Code.

(6) Evidence, if any, of rehabilitation subnntted by the
licensee.

(c) When considering a petition for reinstatement of a certificate

of registration under Section 11522 of the Government Code, -

the Board shall evaluate evidence of rehabilitation submitted by

the petitioner, considering those criteria of 1ehab111tat10n
specified in subsection (b).

3. Full comphance with all terms and conditions of probation is expected, and
satisfactory compliance with all required terms and conditions of probation does not
nécessarily constitute rehabilitation. Relief from the requirements of probation generally,
from any of the individual terms and conditions, or cause for reinstatement is reserved for
one or a combination of the following:

a. Exemplary probationary pelf01mance by proof of exceptmnal comphmce Wlﬂ‘l the
existing terms to date; or

b. Substantial and compelling evidence of rehabilitation; and/or

c. Compelling circumstances beyond the control of the petitioner.

4, The purpose of a disciplinary proceeding is to afford protection to the public
upon the rationale that the respect and confidence of the public is merited by eliminating .

from [or preventing the entry or reentry into] the ranks of practitioners those who are
dishonest, amoral, disreputable, or incompetent.? The quality and quantity of proof of

 rehabilitation must be sufficient to overcome the board's former adverse determination.

2 Fahmy v. Medical Board QfCaZz_'fornz'a (1995) 38 Cal. App.4"™ 810, 817.




Therefore, the quality and quantity of rehabilitation must be commensurate with the nature -
and gravity of the conduct resulting in the previous disciplinary action.’

5. Petitioner contends the Board should “consider alternatives™ to continuing the
revocation of petitioner’s certificate. Petitioner contends such “alternatives” should be
crafted to both give petitioner a chance to prove his competence, and protect the public at the
same time. But petitioner failed to offer much in the way of assistance to the Board in

~ drafting the specifics of a proposal containing such alternatives and protections, or providing

the Board with a reasonable proposal containing anything more in the way of reasonable

“assurances of competence and protection for the public beyond petitioner’s unsupported _
‘promises. In light of repeated failures upon opportunities to prove his clinical skills to the

national examining body, petitioner’s unsupported promises of his own safety and

‘competence are devoid of substance. Petitioner thus offered the Board nothing substantive in

support of his proposal for the Board to grasp and implement. In fact, the contention was
rather vague, and left it entirely to the Board to figure out just what altematlves and

protections petitioner was suggesting should be implemented.

. 6. Petitioner’s rehabilitation is incomplete and insufficient to support
reinstatement. Nevertheless, the Board offers petitioner here an alternative opportunity to
obtain and produce the independent assurances of clinical skills, safety and competence it

formerly sought through previous probationary requirements that petitioner take and

successfully pass the NBEO clinical skills examination. It will also seek to remove the
impediment to petitioner obtaining the hands on training he needs in order to learn or
upgrade the skills he needs to pass the examination. The Order here allows petitioner the
opportunity to obtain the training needed and prove through an independent third party that
he has the requisite clinical skills needed to be reinstated with minimum safety standards for
the public adequately met. Petitioner must obtain this training at a Board approved and
recognized optometric institution, or through a Board approved third party
practitioner/trainer willing to teach and train petitioner and who is willing to certify to the
Board that petitioner has actually demonstrated to the practitioner/trainer or institution the
requisite clinical skills to competently and safely plactlce opt01net1y consistent with current

standards of care and practice.

ORDER

The Petition for Reinstatement of Surrendered Certificate of Wyman Chan, O.D.,
DENIED. However, the denial shall be STAYED upon the successful completion of the

- requirements and satisfaction of the Conditions Precedent (below) to returning to

probationary practice set forth below.

, ' If the Board, upon satisfactory proof made by petitioner that the Conditions Precedent
have been successfully completed and satisfied according to their terms, the stay of the

* Housman v. Board of Medical Exmnine/'s (1948) 84 Cal.App.2d 308, 315-316.
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denial shall take effect, and petitioner shall be admitted to probation for a period of three (3) - - -

years, during which time petitioner shall be on probation to the Board of Optometly, subject
to the terms and conditions set forth below.

If the Board has not certified in writing that the Condition Precedent have been
successfully completed and satisfied upon presentation of satisfactory proof to the Board
during the penod of two (2) years from the effective date of this Decision, unless the Board,
for good cause shown in the exclusive discretion of the Board, extends the period, the stay
shall not lift, and petitioner shall not be admitted to probation, and the probationary
conditions set forth below shall not take effect, and the denial of this Petition shall become
permanent.

Condition Precedent

1. Clinical Training Program

Petitioner shall successfully complete a program of Board approved clinical training from a
Board approved and recognized optometric educational institution of higher learning, or from
a Board approved clinical instructor. The course of clinical training shall include, but not
necessarily be limited to, instruction in binocular indirect techniques, dilated fundus
examination and Goldman Tonometry, and any other clinical techniques the Board
determines are required for modern clinical practice and were shown to be lacking in the:

“results of the NBEO examinations taken by petitioner. In order to facilitate the training,

petitioner shall be entitled to use the student exemption from the proscriptions against
unlicensed practice of optometry for all training conducted under the direct supervision of

the approved optometric institution of higher learning or any Board approved third party
instructor/trainer. The Board’s designee shall meet with petitioner to outline the training
requirements and shall provide petitioner clear written guidelines of the Board’s expectations -
and minimum requirements for the training, as well as guidance for selection of an institution
or trainer the Board will approve for the training. -

The clinical training may consist of all or part of the following, in addition to the above
mentioned skills and procedures; a comprehensive assessment of petitioner’s basic clinical
and communication skills common to all clinicians; and optometric knowledge, skill and

* judgment pertaining to the practice of optometry; and at minimum, a 40 hour program of

clinical education in the areas of practice in which petitioner failed in past NBEO
examinations. Petitioner shall pay all expenses associated with the clinical training program. -

Upon successful completion of the training, the approved clinical trainer or institution shall
certify to the Board that petitioner meets minimum standards of care in the clinical skills
identified by the Board at the outset of the training. - Upon receipt and acceptance of the
certification of successful training by the Board, the Board shall so indicate successful
completion to petitioner in writing. - Until petitioner successfully completes the training and
the trainer or institution has certified that completion to the Board, petitioner may not be
admitted to probation unless the Board otherwise approves in writing.

10 - ,
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' ADMISSION TO PROBATION

Upon written notification from the Board to petitioner that he has successfully
completed the Condition Precedent to admission to probationary practice, the stay of the .
denial of the Petition shall take effect, and petitioner shall be admitted to probat1on to the
Board, subject to the followmg terms and conditions:

1. Monitored' Practice

Within 30 calendar days of the date petitioner is notified in writing by the Board that he has
successfully completed the Condition Precedent and has been admitted to probation,
petitioner shall submit to the Board or its designee for prior approval as a practice monitor,
the name and qualifications of one or more licensed optometrists whose licenses are valid
and in good standing. A monitor shall have no prior or current business or personal
relationship with petitioner, or other relationship that could 1easonably be expected to
compromise the ability of the monitor to render fair and unbiased reports to the Board,
including but not limited to any form of bartering. The monitor shall be a practitioner with a
practice similar to petitioner’s practice, and must agree to serve as petitioner’s monitor.

,P'etitioner shall pay all monitoring costs, including any costs imposed by thé monitor..

The Board or its demgnee shall provide the approved monitor with coples of this and all
previous Decisions of the Board, Accusation and Petition to Revoke Probation (documents)
and a proposed monitoring plan. Within 15 calendar days of receipt of the documents and

 the proposed monitoring plan, the monitor shall submit a signed statement that the monitor

has read the documents of the Board’s prior actions, fully understands the role of a monitor,
and agrees or disagrees with the proposed monitoring plan. If the monitor disagrees with the
proposed monitoring plan, the monitor shall submit a revised monitoring plan with the swned .

- statement.

Within 60 calendar days of written notice by the Board that petitioner has been admitted to
probation, and continuing throughout probation, petitioner’s practice shall be monitored by
the approved monitor. - Petitioner shall make all records available for immediate inspection
and copying on the premises by the monitor at all times during business hours and shall
retain the records for the entire term of probation.

The monitor(s) shall submit a quarterly written report to the Board or its designee which
includes an evaluation of petitioner’s performance, indicating the monitor’s independent
assessment of whether pet1t10ne1 s practices are within current optometnc standards of
practice, and whether pet1t1one1 is practicing safely.

It shall be the sole responsibility of peutlonel to ensure that the monitor submns the quarterly
written reports to the Board or its designee W1th1n 10 calendar days after the end of the

- preceding quarter.

I
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If the monitor resigns or is no longer available, petitioner shall, within 5 calendar days of
such resignation or unavailability, so advise the Board in writing and submit to the Board or
its designee, for prior approval, the name and qualifications of a replacement monitor who .

-will be assuming that responsibility within 15 calendar days. If petitioner fails to obtain

approval of a replacement monitor within 60 days of the resignation or unavailability of the
monitor, petitioner shall be suspended from the practice of optometry until a replacement
monitor is approved and prepared to assume immediate monitoring responsibility. Petitioner
shall cease the practice of optometry within 3 calendar days after being so notified by the

" Board or designee. .

Failure to maintain all records, or to make all appropriate records available for immediate .
inspection and copying on the premises, or to comply with this condition as outlined above is
a violation of probation and may constitute cause for immediate suspension.

. Following the expiration of one half of the probationary period, petitioner may petitidn for

the removal of the practice monitor condition. Proof of successful practice monitoring for
the first eighteen months of probation shall be a condition precedent to granting of the

Petition. Attestation under oath of the current monitor, that, in the monitor’s professional

opinion, monitoring is'no longel required to assure patient safety and accuracy of patlent
charts and records, shall be prima facie evidence of successful monitoring.

2. Obey All Laws

Petitioner shall obey all federal, state and local laws, all rules governing the practice of

optometry in California and remain in full compliance with any court or dered criminal .
probation, payments and other orders.

3. Quarterly Declarations
Petitioner shall submit quarterly déclarations under penalty of perjury on forms provided by

the Board or its designee, stating whether there has been compliance with all the conditions
of probation. Petitioner shall submit quarterly declarations not later than 10 calenda1 days

.aftel the end of the preceding quarter.

4. Probation Unit Compliance

‘Petitioner shall comply with all directions of the Board’s probation unit. Petitioner shall, at

all times, keep the Board informed of petitioner’s business and residence addresses. Changes
of such addresses shall be immediately communicated in writing to the Board or its designee.

3

Petitioner shall not engage in the practice of _Cptometry in petitioner’s place of residence.

- Petitioner shall maintain a current and renewed California Certificate of Registration.

Petitioner shall immediately inform the Board or its designee, in writing, of travel _‘to any

12



-areas outside the jurisdiction of California which lasts, or is contemplated to-last,-more than

thirty (30) calendar days.

5. - Interview with the Division or Designee

Petitioner shall be available in person for interviews either at petitioner’s place of business or

at the Board’s office with the Board’s designee, upon request, at various intervals and either .
with or without prior notice throughout the term of probation.

6. - Residing or Practicing Out-of-State

In the event petitioner should leave the State of California to reside or to practice, petitioner
- shall notify the Board or its designee in writing 30 calendar days prior to the dates of-

departure and return. Non-practice is defined as any period of time exceeding thirty calendar

days in which petitioner is actively engaging in the practice of optometry, as defined in the

Business and Professions Code. -

All time spent in an intensive training program outside the State of California which has been
approved by the Board or its designee shall be considered as time spent in the practice of.
optometry within the State. A Board-ordered suspension of practice shall not be considered
as a period of non-practice, including the period of nonpractice set forth in the Condition
Precedent to the return to active practice referred to below. Periods of temporary or
permanent residence ot practice outside California will not apply to the reduction of the
probationary term. Periods of temporary or permanent residence or practice outside
California will relieve petitioner of the responsibility to comply with the probationary terms

‘and conditions with the exception of this condition and the following terms and conditions of

probation: Obey All Laws; and Probation Compliance.

Petitioner’s Certificate shall be automatically cancelled if petitioner’s periods of temporary
or permarient residence or practice outside California totals two years. However, petitioner’s
Certificate shall not be cancelled as long as petitioner has satisfied the Condition Precedent
to admission to probation and returning to active practice set forth below and is residing and .
practicing optometry in another state of the United States and is on active probation with the
optometry licensing authority of that state, in which case the two year period shall begin on
the date probation is completed or terminated in that state. '

7. Failure to Practice Optometry - California Resident

‘In the event p’etitibner resides in the State of California and for any reason petitioner stops
- practicing optometry in California, after having successfully satisfied the Condition

Precedent to admission to probation and returning to the active practice of optometry,
petitioner shall notify the Board or its designee in writing within 30 calendar days prior to the
dates of non-practice and return to practice. Any period of non- practice within California,

as defined in this condition, will not apply to the reduction of the probationary term and does

not relieve petitioner of the responsibility to comply with the terms and conditions of

13



- probation. Non-practice is defined as-any period of time exceeding thirty calendar days.in-

which petitioner is not engaging in the active p1act1ce of optometr y as defined the Busmess
and Professions Code.

All time spent in an intensive training program which has been approved by the Board or its
designee shall be considered time spent in the practice of optometry. All time prior to
successful satisfaction of the Condition Precedent to be admitted to probation and return to
active practice shall not be considered as time not spent in the practice of optometry for the
purposes of this provision For purposes of this condition, non-practice due to a Board-
ordered suspension or in compliance with any other condltlon of plobatlon shall not be
considéred a period of non-practice.

Petitioner"s Certiﬁcate shall be automatically cancelled if petitioner resides in California for -
a total of two years after successful completion and notification by the Board that petitioner

has successfully satisfied the Condition Precedent to admission to probation and return to the -

active practice of optometry, and fails to engage in California in the active p1aet10e of .
optometry, as described in the Business and P1 ofessions Code.

8. Education Program

Wlthm 90 days of the effective date of the written notice from the Boald that petitioner is
admitted to probation following successful satisfaction of the Condition Precedent, and on an
annual basis thereafter, petitioner shall submit to the Board for its prior approval, an
educational program or course to be designated by the Board, which shall not be less than 40
hours per year, for each year of probation. This program shall be in addition to the
Continuing Optometric Education requirements for re-licensure, and shall be obtained with
all costs pa1d by petitioner. Following the completion of each course, the Board or its
designee may administer an examination to test petitioner’s knowledge of the course.
Petitioner shall provide written plOOf of attendance in such course or courses as are approved

| by the Board.

9. Branch Offices

During the period of probation, petitioner shall be restricted to a single office location, and

shall be restricted as to the number and location of branch offices which the petitioner may
operate or in which the petitioner may have any proprietary interest as designated and
approved in writing by the Board. :

10.  Advertising During Probation

14



O

Pet1t1onel shall, during the period of probation, prior to any pubhcatlon or pubhc :

. dissemination, submit any and all advertisements of professional services in the field of

optometry to the Board for prior approval. Such advertisement may be published or
disseminated to'the public only after written approval by the Board.

11."  Probation Monitoring Costs

Petitioner shall pay the costs associated with probation monitoring each and every year of

probation, as designated by the Board or its designee, which may be adjusted on an annual
basis. Such costs shall be payable to the Board of Optometry and delivered to the Board’s
designee no later than January 31 of each calendar year. Failure to pay costs within 30 -
calendar days of the due date is a violation of probation. ‘ '

12.  Violation of Probation
Faﬂﬁre to fully comply with any term or condition of probation is a violation of p1'obatioh. 4_If

petitioner violates probation in any respect, the Division, after giving petitioner notice and
the opportunity to be heard, may revoke probation and reimpose the stayed denial of this

Petition. If an Accusation, or Petition to Revoke Probation, or an Interim Suspension Order

is filed against petitioner during probation, the Board shall retain continuing jurisdiction until
the matter is final, and the period of probation shall be extended until the matter is final.

13.  Completion of Probation

Petitioner shall comply with all ﬁnancialobligations (e.g., probation costs) not later than 120
calendar days prior to the completion of probation. Upon successful completion of '
probation, petitioner’s Certificate shall be fully restored.

14.  License Surrender

Following the effective date of this Decision, and admission to probation following written
notice of succéssful completion of'the Conditions Precedent, if petitioner ceases practicing
due to retirement, health reasons or is otherwise unable to satisfy the terms and conditions of
probation, petitioner may request the voluntary surrender of his certificate. The Board
reserves the right to evaluate petitioner’s request and to exercise its discretion whether or not
to grant the request, or to take any other action deemed appropriate and reasonable under the
circumstances. Upon formal acceptance of the surrender, petitioner shall, within 15 calendar
days, deliver his wallet and wall certificate to the Board or its designee and petitioner shall
cease to practice optometry. Upon the Board’s acceptance of such a surrender, petitioner
will no longer be subject to the terms and conditions of probation. Surrender of petitioner’s

license shall be deemed disciplinary action. If respondent re-applies for a certificate of
registration, the application shall be treated as a petition for reinstatement of a revoked

15
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certificate.

DATED: September 27, 2010

President

Board of Optometry '
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California
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RECENED BY ,
ETATE SOARD'CF OFTCMETRY

2009FEB - PH 1:22 BEFORE THE
o BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Petition for Reinstatement of: : : A
) - ' - Case No. 2001-71
WYMAN CHAN, 0.D,, _ o
S OAH No. 2008100872
Petitioner. '

O

. DECISION

. This matter was heard by a quorum of the Board of Optometry (Board) on
November 20, 2008, in Los Angeles. Eric Sawyer, Administrative Law Judge, Office of
Administrative Hearings, State of California, presided. The record was closed and the matter

- was submitted for decision, following which the Board met m an executive session and

decided the matter on the day of the heanng
Wyman Chan (Petmoner) was present and represented hlmself

Jennifer S. Cady, Deputy Attorney General Cahforma Department of Justice,
appeared pursuant to Government Code section 11522, . .

E ACTUAL FINDINGS -

‘1. Onor about July 15 1968 the Board issued Cernﬁcate of Reglstratlon

Number 5017 (certificate) to Peutloner

2A.  The Board, by Decision and Order effective July 14, 2003, in Case No. 2000- A
71 (OAH No. N-2002090449), adopted a Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order

resolving an accusation that had been brought against Petitioner.

2B.  Pursuant to the Board’s Decision and Order, Petitioner’s certificate was
revoked, with the revocation stayed while Petitioner was placed on three years probation
under conditions including a 15 day suspension, 40 hours of education, reexamination,
practice monitoring, practice restriction, and cost recovery in the amount of $12,461.94.

2C.  Inthe Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order resolving the accusation,
Respondent agreed that there was a factual basis for discipline against his certificate for- .
unprofessional conduct with regard to four patients, including his failing to perform proper
dilated fundus exams, failing to document or obtain health histories or visual acuities, and
failing to refer a patient to a physician.
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3A.  Petitioner failed in four separate attempts to successfully complete the
reexamination condition of his probation.- For that reason, in or about October of 2005, the
Board brought a petition to revoke Petitioner’s probation.

3B The Board, by Decision and Order effective March 10, 2006, in Case No.
2000-71 (OAH No. N-2005100203), adopted a Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order
resolving the petition to revoke probatlon that had been brought against Petmoner :

3C.  Pursuant to the Board’s Decis_ion and Order, Petitionier’s probation was

~ extended an additional two years under conditions including that he pass the clinical portion . -

of the National Board of Examiners in Optometry (NBEO) exam within a requisite time. It

was further agreed that should Petitioner fail to comply with the reexamination condition on

a timely basis, he would surrender his certificate to the Board. It was farther agreed that all
allegations contained in the accusation (which.had been amended by agreement of the parties

in the Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order described in Finding 2A) and petition to =
revoke probation previously brought against Petitioner would be deemed as true should '
Petmoner seek to reinstate his cert1ﬁcate in the event that it had been surrendered by hu’n

.~ 3D. . Petitioner failed the NBEO exam that he took within the requlslte time frame.
His admlmstramve appeal of that exam was denied by the NBEO. The Board therefore
requested:Petitioner to surrender his certificate. On or about September 29, 2006, Petitioner

 surrendered to the Board his wall and pocket certificates.

4. The instant Petmon for Reinstatement (petition) was received by the Board on

-October 24, 2008 (a little more than two years after Petitioner surrendered his certificate),

Petitioner had previously submitted a similar petmon for reinstatement in October of 2007
which he later withdrew.

5. P_etitionerih'ad no record of disciplinary action by the Board prior to that
described above. While on probation with the Board, Petitioner essentially complied with
the conditions of his probation, except for the reexamination condition discussed above and a
few other omissions that were not alleged in the petition to revoke his probation. Although
Petitioner paid some of the cost recovery, it was not established whether he has paid all of it.

6.  Petitioner contends his certificate should be reinstated because he believes he
has corrected the deficiencies that led to his discipline described above and he also believes
he is now able to provide a better standard of care for his patients. He also believes that his
fluency in the Cantonese dialect of the Chinese language would help the situation in his area
where few optometrists are able to serve the segment of the population that only speak that

1anguage
7. Petitioner has not been regularly employed since surrendering his certificate.

He worked for a brief period as an enumerator for the United States Census. Bureau and
otherW13e has volunteered his time for various local community actwmes
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8. Inthe past two years, Petitioner has completed approximately 69 hours of
continuing education, been tutored by various optometrists in-clinical skills and has studled
various d1fferent sources of optometric literature.

9. Petitioner has taken the NBEO clinical skills.exam three separate times since
surrendering his license, Although he has passed various individual components of that
exam in at least one of those exams, he has not passed all of the required components
together in any one session and therefore did not pass any of the three clinical skills exams.

10.  The petition is supported by the recommendation letters of two optometrists in
Petitioner’s area, Brian D. Tracy, O.D., and Robert Pedersen, O.D. The pet1t10n is also
supported by letters from two of Pet1t1oner s past patients.

1L Petmoner testified that he did not agree with the allegatlons made agamst him

in the initial accusation that led to the discipline imposed against his certificate. Petitioner

also testified that he did not think the four exams administered to him while he was on
probation with the Board were fair and that he thought they were scored unfairly. He also
testified that he would not be in favor of any restrictions placed on his practice should his
certificate be reinstated.

12.  Petitioner testified that he has not practiced optometry since December of '
2003. However, he still maintains his optometry office and attendant equipment, with
signage outside identifying him as an optometrist; he still has a telephone in his office with
an answering message indicating he is an optometrist; and he is still listed in his local yellow
pages as an optometrist. Petitioner also testified that he has not disclosed the surrender of his
certificate to several of his long-time patients.

- LEGAT CONCLUSIONS

1. Standard of Review. The burden in this petition for reinstatement rests with
Petitioner. (Flanzer v. Board of Dental Examiners (1990) 220 Cal.App.3d 1392, 1398.) The
standard of proof'is clear and convincing evidence to a reasonable certamty (Hippard v.
State Bar (1989) 49 Cal.3d 1084.)

2. Jurisdiction. Government Code section 11522 provides that a person whose
license has been revoked may petition the disciplining agency for reinstatement of that
license after a period of not less than one year has elapsed from the effective date of the
discipline. This statute applies in this case because the statutes dealing with the Board do not
contain any different provisions for reinstatement. (Gov. Code, § 11522.) However,
California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1516 provides certain criteria to be
evaluated when considering a petition for reinstatement under Government Code section
11522 (most of which is related to cases where the petitioner had been previously convicted

~of a crime), including evaluating “evidence of rehabilitation submitted by the petitioner . .
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3. Disposition. Petitioner failed to meet his burden of establishing by clear and
convincing evidence that cause exists to reinstate his certificate, As demonstrated by his
failure in three recent attempts to pass the NBEO clinical skills exam, Petitioner has not
remedied the deficiencies in his clinical optometric skills that ultimately led to the surrender
of his license. The evidence of rehabilitation submitted by Petitioner is substantially. - .
outweighed by that fact as well; even with all the continuing education, tutoring and

‘optometric literature consumed by him, Petitioner is still unable to demonstrate his

competency by passing a clinical skills exam. This situation indicates to the Board that, at
this time, Petitioner cannot be trusted to render safe and competent optometric care to the
public. Moreover, Petitioner did not demonstrate during the hearing an attitude consistent
with satisfactory rehabilitation, in that he refused to accept responsibility for his past failures
and-instead blamed others. The Board is also concerned with the potential of Petitioner
holding himself out to the public as a practicing optometrist, in that he maintains his office,
signage, telephone answering system and advertising in a way that sends out a deceiving
message to the public that he is still available to render optometric services. Under these
circumstances, it was established that the order below is warranted to protect the public

health, safety and welfare. (Factual Findings 1-12.)
ORDER

The petition for reinstate of Wyman Chan is denied.

IT IS SO ORDERED. This Decision shall be effective Ot / 3—8/ M 2809,

D.a_xted:: D l / 25; /19'01

" Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California
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 BEFORE THE
. BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
' DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA |

E el

" in.the Matier of the Accusation Against: ) Agency Case No 2000-71 -
| o )
) OAH No. N2005 100203
- Wyman Gene Chan, O.D. S : Y S
5835 Stratford Circle, Su:te 485 )
Stockton, CA 95207 )
Respondent.. )
)
DECISION

" The attached Stipulated Ssttiement and D;sciplmary Order is hereby adcpted by the

Board of Optometry as its DBCISIDH in the above-entitied matter,

This Decisnon shall become sffective March 10, 2008.
It is so ORDERED February 8, 2006

EDWARD PHERNANDEZ, O. D.
' PRESIDENT
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
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'BILL LOCKYER, Attomey General

of the State of California

ELENA L. ALMANZO, State Bar No. 13 1058
Deputy Attorney General

California Department of Justice

1300 I Street, Suite 125

P.0. Box 944255

Sacramento, CA 94244-2550
Telephone: (916)322-5524 -
Facsimile: (916) 327-8643

Attomeys for Coﬁaplai’nant . e
. BEFORETHE =

STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY -
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

- STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Accusatlon and Petition to Case No. 2000-71
Revoke Probation Against: o
’ OAH No. N2005100203

Wyman Gene Chan -

: STIPULATED SETTLEMENT AND
Respondent. DISCIPLINARY ORDER '

ITIS HEREBY STIPULA’I’ED AND AGREED by and between the pames in this

proceedmg that the followmg atters are true: '
' - PARTIES |

‘1. Taryn Smith (Comp]amant) is the Executlve Ofﬁcer of the State Board of
Optometry She brought this action solely in her official capacuy and is represznted in this
matter by Bill Lockyer, At‘torney General of the State of Caliform'a, by Elena L. Almanzo,
Deputy Attomey General V 4

2. Wyman Gene Chan (Respondent) is represented in this proce"dm gby
attorneys Patricia Tweedy gnd Glenn Holley, whose address is 2001 I Street, Sacramento, CA '
95814 » | A |

3. Onor about Jlily ]5., 1968, the Stéte Board of Optometry issued Certificate

of Registration Number 5017 to Wvman Gene Chan (Respondent). The certificate will expire

"March 31, 2006, unless renewed.
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4. The Accusation and Petition to Réyoke Probation in case n‘urnber 2000-71
was filed before the State Board of Optometry (Board), Department of Consumer Afféi:rs, and is
currently péndin g agafﬁst Respondent. The Accusation and Petition to Revoke Probation and all
o.ther étatﬁtorily required documents were properly served on Respondent. Resporident timely
ﬁ]e(i his Notice of Defeﬁse contesting the Accusation and Petition to Revoke Probation. A copy
of the Accusation and Petitioﬁ to Revoke Pr_obaﬁ on in Case No. 2550-71 are attached

respectively as exhibits A and B and are ihcorporaited herein by reference.

~ ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS

5. Respondent has 'careﬁilly rg:ad, fully discussed with counsél, and
understands the chargés and éllegaﬁoﬁs n the 'Accusation and Petition to Revoke Pfobation n
ca.ée number 2000-.71.' Respondent also has caréfully ~1"<ead, fully discusséd with counsel, and
understands the effects of this Stxpulated Settlement and Dlsc1plmary Order.

6. Reﬁpondent is-fully aware of hxs Iegal nghts in this matter; mcludmg the
nght to a heanng on the charges and allegatlons in the Petmon for Reduction of Penalty, the right
to be reprasented by counse,, at his own expense, the right to c_onfront and cross-examine the
witnesécs against him; the"rigm to preséni evidencé and to testify on his own behalf; the right to
the 1ssuance of subpoenas fo compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of |
documcnts;'thg'dgh"[_ to reconsideration and cﬁm‘ﬁ Teview of an édversé decision; and all other
rights.accordéd by the Califomié Adrninjstrativ¢ Procedure Act and other applicaBlc laws. |

| 7. Respondent voluntarily, kndw'ingly,:and int‘ellig‘entl.y waives and gives up
each and every right set forth above. |

CULPABILITY

8. Respondent without making specific admissions agrees that a factual basis
exists for the purpose of imposing discipline. He further agrées that iﬁ any future disciplinary
proceeding Lhe.facts alleged in the Accusation and Petirion to Revoke Probation in Case No. -
2000-71 shall be deemed admitted. | |

9. Respondent understands that by signing this stipulation he enables the
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1 || Board to issue this disciplinary order without further process.

21 ' CONTINGENCY

3 ~© 10.  This stipulation shall be subject to approval by the State Boar'd of

4 Opfdmetry; Respondent understands and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of

) fhe Stafe Board of Optomeiry may "eornmunjc',ate directly with the Board regarding this

6 || stipulation, W}thout notxce to or participation by Respondent or his counsel By signing the

7 || stipulation, Respondent understands and agrees that he may not w:’fhdraw hls agreement or seek
8 |l to rescind the stipulation prior to the tn’ne the Board con51ders and acts upon it. If the Board fails
9 || to adopt this supulanon as its Decision and Order, the Stlpulated Surrender and Dlsc1p11nary

S 10 Order shal] be of no force or effect, except for this paragraph, it shall be inadmissible in any legal |

. o 11 |t action between the parties, and the Board shall not be disqualified from further action by having
| 12 || considered this matter. o ' ’
" ‘1>3 . 11.  The parties understand and agree that faosmnle coples of this Snpulated '
O : 14 Seﬁlement and Disciplinary Ord_er, mcliding facsimile signatures thereto, shall have the same
15 || force and effect as the originals. . .
16 - 12, In consideration of the foregomg adrmsszons and stipulations, the parnes
] v ‘ 17 | agree that the (Board) may, without further notice or formal proceedmg, 1ssue and enter the
| ~18'|| following Order:
19 . . ORDER |
ZO | IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the revocation of Certificate of Registration
21 number 5017 issued to Respondent Wyman Gene Chan is reimposed, and probation shal 1be
22 extended for a period of two (”) years on the following terms dnd condmons of probation:
230 ~ Each condltzon of probatlon contained herein is a seperate and distinct condition.
24\ 1F any condition of this Order, or any anplication thereof, is declared unenforceable in bart, or o

- 25 |l any extent, the remainder of this Order, and all other applications thereof, shall not be affected.

26 || Each condition of this Order,. and all other applications thereof, shall not be affected. Each

+ 27 |t condition of this order shall separately be valid and enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by

‘ Q - 28 || lawe

WC 075

|

(€3]




N

~ O W

B

1. Respondent shall take and pass the clinical portion of the exam provided by the

National Board of Examiners in Optometry offered in April of 2006. Respondent shall only be -

scored on the following skills of the NBEQ exam: Station 1: sections 1 Case History/Patient
'Communica-tion, 2; Near Cover Test & Extraocular Motility Evaluation, 3. Pupil Testing; Stétion
2: sectioﬁs 6. Biomicroscopy, 7. Goldmann Applanation Tonometry; Station 3 sections 10.
Retinoscoﬁy, 11. Distance Subjective Refréction, 12. Accomodation Testing, 13. Heterophoria
and Vergence Testin-g at Near; Station 5 :secﬁons.16. Binocular Indirect Opthalmoscopy, 17.
Non-Contract Fundus Lens Evaluation,18. Soft Contact Lens hsertiog, Evaluation, and
Removal,- 19. Rigid Gas Permeable Cohtect Lens Insertion, Evaluation and Removal.

2. If respondent fails.to take or pase;the clinical portion of the exam as described
above in paragraph 1, respondent agrees to the surrender of hlS Certificate of Regxstra’uon

Number 5017 and to condmons 4 through 7. If respondent passes the clinical portions descnbed

above in paragraph 1 of the exam offered by the National Board of E*{a.mmers mm Optometry in

Apnl of 2006, conditions numbers 8- '70 shall apply.
3. Respondent agrees to execute an authorization for the release of a certified copy
of hlS scormg sheets for the April exam 10 the California Board of Optometry.

4. Respondent further agrees that the surrender of Respondent’s Certificate of

Registraﬁon_ to practice optorneuy and the acceptance of the surrendered license by the Boz_u‘d

shall constitute the imposition of discipline against Respondent. This stipulation constitutes a -

record of the discipline and shall become a part of Responden_t's [xcense history with the Boafd.
| 5. ' Respondent further agrees that he shall lose all rights and privileges as an-
optometrist in California as of the effective date of the Board's Decision ahd Order.

6.' Respoﬁdem shall cause to be delivered‘t‘o the Board both his wail and
pocker license certificate of Registration to practice optemetr_v within thirty days of being |
notified of a failed exam. |

| 7. Respondent fully understands and agreee' that if he ever files anvapp.lication
fof licensure or a petition for reinstatemenf in the State of California, the Board shall treat it as a

petition for reinstatement. Respondent must comply with all the laws, regulations and

.
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procedures for reinstatement of a revoked license in effect at the time the petition is filed, and all

of the charges and allegatlons contalned in Accusation and Petition to R evoke Probation number
2000-71 shall be deemed to be true, correct and admmed by Respondent when the Board
determines whether to grant or deny the petition. -

8. Obey all laws: Respondent shall obey all federal and stéte and local laws. A -
full and detailed nccount of any and all violations of law shall be reported by the respondent to |
the Board in wntmg within seventy—“rwo (72) hours of occurrence. To permit monltonng of |

3

compliance Wlth this condition, respondent shall submit completed fingerprint fonns and.

fingerprint fees within 45 days of the effective date of the decision, unless prevzously subml‘cted

as part of the licensure application process.

Criminal Coun Orders: If respondent 1s under criminal court order, including
probatlon or parole, and the order is violated, this shall be deemned a onlanon of these probanon
condmons, and may Tesult in the ﬁhng of an accusation and/or petition to revoke probatlon

9. Comply Wlth the Board’s Probation Pro gram: Respondent shall fully comply
with the conditions of the Probation Program as set forth iby the Board herein and‘shé.ll cooj:efate
with representanves of the Board in its monitoring and mvestlgatmn of the respondent’s
comphance with the Board’s Probation Progmm as set forth herem. Respondent shall inform the
Board in writing within no more than 15 days of any address ehange and shall at all times
maintain an active, current hcense status with the Board including during any period o_f.
suspension. ' |

Re'spondent shall comply with the Board’s probation surveillance program,
including but not limited to, aliov‘ving'access to the Respondent’s optometric practice and patient
records upon request of the Board or its agents. | |

| Upon successful completion of probation, respondent’s hcense shall be fully :
restored. |

10. Report in Person: Respondent, dnring the period of probation, shall appear in
person e’t inten'ie;.vsfmeetings as directed By the Board or its designated representatives.

11. Residency, Practice, or licensure outside of state: Periods of residency or
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| practice as an optometrist outside of California shall not apply toward the reduction of this |

|l probation time period. Respondént’s- probation is tolled, if and when he resides outside of

California. The respondent must provide written notice to the Board within 15 days of any
change of residency or practice outside the state, and Within 30 days prior to re-establishing
residency or returning to practice in this state. .

Respondent shall provide a list of all states and territories where he or she has

‘ever been licensed as an optometrist. Respondent shall further pr’o;'{de information regarding the

status of each license and any changes in such license status during the term of probation. -

Respondent shall inform the -B@ard if he applies for or obtains a new optometry license during.

the penod of probanon

12. Sobmit Wntten Reports: Respondent shall, durmg the period of probation,
subrmit or cause to be submitted quarterly written reports/ declarations and verifications of
actions undér ﬁenalty of ﬁexjury, as required by the Board. These quarterly _rcports/declz.lratidns'- .
shall contain statements relative to respondent’s compliance with all of the conditions ‘df the
Board’ s. Probation Program. Respondent shall immediately execute all release of information
forms as may be required by the Board or its representatives. | |

Respondent‘ shall pfovidé a copy of this déciéion to the optoinetric rcgulétory _
agency in every state and territory in which he has an optomeiry license.

13. Function as’ an Optometrist: Respondent during the penod of pI'ObaIIOIl shall |
engage in the p_ractlce of optometry in California for'a minimum of 24 ‘hours per week for 6 ‘
consecutive months, or as determined Ey the Board.

| - For purposes of compliance with this section, "engage in the practice of
optometry” may include, when approved by the Board, volunteer work as an optometrist, or work
iﬁ any non-direct patient care positioﬁ that requires licensure as an optometrist.

If respondent has not complied with this conditiion during the probationary term.

and the respondent has presented sufficient docurhcntafion of his good faith efforts to comply
with this condition. and if no other condition has been violaied, the Board in»its disbfeﬁon‘, may

grant an extension of the respondent’s probation | Denod up to one vear without further hearing in
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{ order to comply with this condition. During the one year extension, all original conditions of

in writing within seventy-two(72) hours after he is terminated or separated, regardless of cause,

probation éhall apply.

14, Employment Approval and Reporting Requiremcnts": Respondent shall
‘obtain prior approval from the Board before commencing or continuing in the practice of
optometry. Respondent shall cause to be submatted to the Board any av;jlab]e perfonnan.cc

evaluations and other employnient related reports as an optometrist upon the request of the

. £
e

Board.

) If working as an employee, Respondent shall provide a copy of this decision to his -

einp]oyer and immediate supervisors .pn'br to the commencement of the practice of optometry. - = |

In addition the above, respondent shall notify the Board in writing within se‘&enty—

two(72) hours after he obtains any optometric employment. Respoﬁdent- shall notify the Board

from any optomeiric‘ employment with a full explanation of the circumstances surrounding the
termination Or separation. | .

15. Res;laondent’.s level of supervision shall be the following:

Moderate - The individual providing surjervisién and/or collaboration.is in the.
patient caré umit or in any other work setting at Jeast half the hours ‘Respondent works.

kespondent éhall practice only under the direct supervision of an ép;cbmetri st in
good standing (n§ ﬁurrent discipline) with the Board of Optometry.

| 16. Employment Limitations: Respondént shall nbt work in any health care

.setting as a Supervisor of optometrists. The Board may additionally restrict rgspondént from
supervising technicians and/ or unlicensed aSsistive personnel on a case—by—case basis.

Respondent shall not work as a faculty member in an approved school of
optometry or as ﬁn instructor in a Board approved continuing education program.

- 1f Respondent is working or intends 1o work in excess of 40 hours per week, the

Board may request documentation to determine whether there should be restrictions on the hours |-

of work.

1"%.Complete Optoinetry Course(s). Respondent, at his own expense, shall enroll
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and sucééssﬁfliy comp]eté SVO> hours of conﬁinuiﬁg éduéation within 18 inonfhs of the effective
date.of ihis decision: Th'(? continm’hg education-shall be in addition to the continuing education
required for licensure. |

- Respondent shall obtain pﬁor approval from the Boa‘rd before en:o]ling-in the
continuing educatlon courses. Respondent shall submit to the Board the original transcripts or
certificates of completion for the above requlrcd course(s). The Board shall return the ori gmal
documents to Rcspondent after phqtocopymg them for its recorc_ls -

18. Cost Recovery. Respondent shall pay to the B’oard costs associated wit.h'its
investigation and enforcement pﬁ:suan;c to'Buéineés'and Professions Code section’125.3 m the -
amount of $3,000. Respondent shall be pe’nﬁittcd to pay these costs in a payment plan approved
by the Board, with payments to be compieted no later than three months pnor to the end of the
'probanon term.

If Respondcnt hasmnot comphed with thxs condmon during the probatlonary term,
and Respondent has presented sufficient documentatlon of his good faith efforts to comply wﬂh
this condmon and if no other conditions have been violated, the Board mits dlscretlon may
grant an éxtension of Respondent’s probation period up to one year without further hearing in
order to comply with this condition. During the one year extensiﬁn, all on ginél conditions of
probation will apply. | |

19. Viclation of Probatxon If Respondent violates the condltlons of his

probatlon the Board after meg ReSpondent notice and an opportunity to be heard may set

aside the stay order and impose the stayed dlSClpf}nB revocation of fRespondent’s license.

If during the period of probation, an accusation or petition to revoke probation has-

been filed agéinst Respondent’s license or the Attorney General’s Office has been requested fo
prepare an accusation or petmon to revoke probation against Respondent s license, the
probanonarv period shall automancai!y be extcndcd and shall not cxplre unti] the accusation or
petition has been acted upon by the Board.

20. License Surrender. During Respondent’s term of probation, if he ceases’

practicing due to retirement, health reasons or is otherwise unable to satisfy the conditions of

co
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probation, Respoﬁdent may surrender hlS licenée té ﬂ:\e-Board. fhe Boérd feéérves ﬁle n gﬁt t§
evaluate Respondent’s. request and to exercise its discretion whether fo grant the request, or to
take any other action deemed appropriz;te and reasonable under the circumstances, without |
further heﬁng. Upon formal ac'cepténce of the fendcréd license and wall certificate, Reépondent
will no longer be subject to the conditions of’ probatlon '

Surrender of Respondent’s license dunng the penod of probation shall be
considered a disciplinary action and sha]] become a part of Respondent 5 hcense history w1th the
Board. An optometrist whose license has been surrendered may petmon the Board for

reinstatement no sooner than one year from the effective date of the disciplinary decision.

AQC__EPL'I_‘_A_N_QE.

T have carefully read the above Snpulated Surrender of Llcense and Order and
have full); discussed it with my attomeys,APamma Tweedy and Glerm Holley. I understand the |
stipulation and the effect it will have on my Optometrist. i'entcr into this Stipulated Surrender of
. License and Order V.c>1untari1y, knowingly, and intelli geﬁtly, and agree to bF boﬁnd bythe
| Decision and Order of the S‘.catc'Board of Optometry. - |
DATED: _\ = |A-d(, |

Respondent

1 have read and fully discussed with Respondent Wymém Gene Chan the terms
and conditions and other matters contained in this Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order.

1 approve.its form and content.

DATED: / —/ 7 ;/Z

R d _/
PATRICIA TWEEDY

Attornev for Respondent
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. ENDORSEMENT
The foregoing Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is hereby respectfully‘

submitted for consideration by the State Board of Optometry of the Department of Consumer

DOJ Matter ID: SA2005100036
3stipulation chan.wpd

DATED:'. ///?/ ¢ __

R

BILL LOCKYER, Attomey General
of the State of California

ELENA L. ALMANZO _ K
Deputy Attomney General . ‘

Attorneys for Complainant
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BILL LOCKYER, Attorney General ..
of the State of California

ELENA L. ALMANZO, State Bar No. 131058
Deputy Attorney General

California Departnient of Justice

1300 I Street, Suite 125

P.O. Box 944255 _

Sacramento, CA 94244-2550

Telephone: (916) 322-5524

Facsimile: (916) 327-8643

Attorneys for Complainant
BEFORE THE . - =
STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Petltlon to Revoke Probation | Case No. 2000 71 -
Against: :
WYMAN GENE CHAN 1 ‘
. PETITION TO REVOKE
Respondent. | PROBATION

' Compléinant alleges:
PARTIES

1. Taryn Smith (Complainant) bnngs thls Petltlon to Revoke Probation solely

in her ofﬁcial,capacny as the Executive Officer of the Board of Optometry, Department of

Consumer Affairs.. |
2. | On or about July 15, 1968, the State Board of Ontometry issued Certlﬁcate

of Registration Number 5017 to Wy:rnan Gene Chan (Respondent). The certificate will expire

March 31, 2006, unless renewed. On or' about March 4, 1998, Wyman Gene Chan became

certified to utilize Theraputic Pharmaceutical Agents:

3. Effective July 14, 2003 in the d1501phnary action entitled In the Matter of

the Accusation Against Wyman Gene Chan, Case Number 2000-71, the Board revoked his

license. The revocation was stayed and Respondent was placed on probaﬁon for three(3) years

on terms and conditions including condition number nine which follows:
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"Within 60 days of the effective date of this decision or within some other tim;s as
presgribed n wn'ting by the boérd,-Respbndent shall Vt_ak.e and pass an oral or written
exam, in a subjéct to be administered by the board or its désignee. If Respondent fails
this éxamination, Respondent must fake and pass a re-examination as approved by the
board.' The waiting period between repeat éxaminations shall at six month intervals until
- success is achieved. The Respondent shall pay the cost of any su¢h examination.
Respondent shall not practice optometry until Respondent has passed the required
examinatio_ﬁ and has been so notified by the Board in Wn'ting. Failure to pass the |
:equired exarninatidn 1o later than 100 days prior to the termination date of probation
shall constitute a violation of prbbéti.or_l." |
4. . Respondent has failed to comply With the following terms and conditions
of his probation, the violation of any one of Which,_ in and of itself, cons,tituteé a: sufﬁcien;; basis
upon which to révoke Respondent’s probatioﬁ and Certificate to Practice Optometry.
5. Section 125.3 of the Code provides, in pertinent part, tha;t the Board -
may request the administrative law judge to direct a licentiaté found to have committed a
violation or violations of the licensing act fo pay a sum not to-exceed the rea'sor-xable' costs of the

investigation and enforcement of the case.

'FIRST CAUSE TO REVOKE I;ROBATION
| (Failure to Pass Examination) |
6. Respondent has failed f.o také and pass an examinatio;; as required by
condition nine of his probation. The circumstancés follow:
A On or about September 11, 2003, respondent was administered' asafety .
and skills examination at the University of California at Berkeléy School of Optometry Wilich 18
given to second and third year optometry students to determine their level of skill ahd safety. |
Respondent failed the exam in the following areas: | |

1. he performed the Goldmann Tonometry exam below the standard and the

test was stopped in the interest of patient safety;
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2. he failed to fasten the tonometry prism in place causing the metal ring to
come into comaét with the patie_:nt’s cornea;
3. he failed to use the cobalt ﬁlter,;_ '
4. - hetried to force the slit. lamp up to the paﬁen_t’s ‘eye risking contact with
the patient’s cornea; and | | o

- 5. the non-fundus lens evaluation was halted for patient safety due to

-respondent’s holding the lens up to the eye such that it would come into contact with the eye.

. B. On or about March 18, 2004, respondent was administered a safety and
skills examination ét the University of California at Berkeley School of Optometry which is
given to-second and third yéar optbmetry students to determine their level 6f skill and .saf‘ety.
Respondent failedfhé exam in the following areas: |

L he failed all sections of the entry level proﬁ/ciency exam;-

2. in the binocular indirect ophthalmoscopy he was unable to obtain

acceptable views;

3. in Goldmann Tonometry he lack'ed skills to operate the examina éafq

pfocedure.- | | | |
- C. | On or about September 24, 2004, respondent Wés admiﬁiétered a safety

and skiils examination at the University of Califonﬁa at Berk.e]ey‘Schoollof Optometry whichis
given to second and third year optometry students to determine their ‘Ievel of skill and safety.
Re-spondent failed the exam in the following areas:

1. - invergence testing, respondent hit a patient in the face with a neaf point
rod; |

2. the Goldmann Tonometry portion of the exam was halted twice in the
interest of patient safety in that he had a tendency to ovér-applanéte the cornea during the
'adjustment of the slit lainp and used excessive force; and o

3. ‘in the non-contact fundus lens evaluation, he pl'aced the lens on the eye in -

contact with the comea.

!
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D. . On or about March 18, 2004, respondent Was administered a safety and
skills examination at the University of Caltfomia at Berkeley School of Optornetry which is -
given to second and third year optometry students to determine their level of skill and safety.‘
Respondent failed the exam. | |

E. Respondent was scheduled to take part ITII-(clinical skills and patient care) ”

of the Natlonal Board of Examiners in Optometly Examination in August of 2005. Respondent

failed to take the August Exam.

PRAYER

WHEREF ORE Complalnant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herem
alleged and that followmg the hearing, the State Board of Optometry issue a decision:

1. Revoking the probation that was granted by the Board of Optometry in
case number 2000- 17 and 1 1mpos1ng the disciplinary order that was stayed thereby revokmg
Certlﬁcate of Reglstratlon No. 5017 issued to Wyman Gene.Chan.- o

2. | Ordenng Wyman Gene. Chan to pay the State Board of Optometry the

reasonable costs. of the 1nvest1gat10n and enforcement of this case, pursuant to Busmess and

Professions Code section 125.3;

‘ 3. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

DATED: october- 31, 2005

g L

TARYN $§MIPH

Executlve Officer

State Board of Optometry
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California

Complainant

SA2005100036
10200488.wpd




’ - BEFORE THE -
- BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Mattér of thé Accusation No. 2000 71
Against: ' : ' :
OAH No. N-2002090449 =

Wyman Gene Chan

Respondcht.

e N N N N Nl N

- DECISION AND ORDER

* The attached Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is hereby adopted b‘y the Board of -
Optometry, Department of Consumer Affairs, as its decision in this matter. . :

@ - This Decision. shall become effective July 14, 2003.

It is so ORDERED June 14, 2003,

* SRDWARD P, HERNANDEZ, O. D.
PRESIDENT |
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
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BILL LOCKYER, Atormey General
of the State of Californja _
ELENA L. ALMANZO, State Bar No. 131058
Deputy Attorney General
California Depariment of Justice o ‘ ]
1300 I Streer, Suite 125 ‘ ,

P.O. Box 944255
Sacramento, CA 94244-2550
Telephone; (916) 322-5524
Facsirnile: (916) 327-8642
Attomneys for Coruplainant
BEFORE THE
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY |
DEFARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: B Case No. 2000 71
[ WYMAN GENE CHAN | oAHNo. N-2002090449
" Respondent, | STIPULATED SETTLEMENT AND
DISCIPLINARY ORDER
T IS HERERY STIPULATED AND AGREED by mnd between the parti'esAto the

above-entitled proceedings that the following maters are true:

PARTIES -

. 1. Karen L. Ollinger (Complainant) was the Executive Officer of the Board
of Optometry. She brought this action solely in her official capacity and is representad in this
matier by Bill Lockyer, Attorncy General of the State of Califorria, b;} Elena L. Alnanzo,
Deputy Aromey General, | o

2. Respondent Wyman Chan (Re‘sp_on'dent) 18 represented in this proceeding
by attorney Robert B, Zaro, whose address is Law Offices of Robert B, Zara, 915 L Strest,
Suite 1240, Sacramento, CA 95814, ‘ '

3. - Onorabour July 13, 1968, the Board of Optomerry issued Certificate of
Regiswation Numbzr 5017 to Wyman Gens Chan, O.D. (Respond c;ﬁ). The Cemificats of

1

WG 060



b

s

[>T S « (N &

‘Registration was in full force and effect at all relevant times 10 the charges brought hersin and
11 ex’pu‘e on March 31, 300.. unlebs r\.newea o
JURISDICTION
o4 Accusation No. 7000 71 was hled before the Board of Opmm»:txy (Bn;u_‘(l)
Department of Consum er Affairs, smd is currently pending against Respondent, 'rhc AuCUSslU.D‘[l v
and all other starutorily required documents were properly sarved on Respondent on June 3,
2002. Rcspondent tirnely ﬁléd his Notice of Defense comesﬁng the Accugaricn. A copy of
Accusation No, 2000 71 s attached as exhibit A and incorporated herein by rclfere.nce.
ADVISEMENT AND WAJVERS

5. . Respondent has cavrefully read, fully discussed with counsel, and
umderstands the charges and allegations in Accusation No. 2000 71. Respondéﬁt has also
carefully read, fully discussed with counsel, and understands the effects of this Stipulated
Sertlement and Disciplinary Order. v

6, Respondént is fully aware ofhis legal rights in this matter, including rhe
right 1o a heafing on the charges and allegétions in the Accusation; the right to be rspresented by
coumsel at his own écpens’e; the right to confront and cross-sxamine the wimesses against him,
the right {o present evidence and {o testify on his own behalf: the nght to the issuance of
subpoenas to compel the arendance of mmesscs agd the production of doc.zmcnts the n,ht to:
reconsideration and court review of an adverse decision: and al! other rights accorded by the
Califormia Admyjnistrative Procedure Act aﬁd other applicable laws, _

7. Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently waives and gi-}cs up
cach and every right set forth abave. : ' ’ . |

8. The parties agree that the Accusation in Case Number 2000 71 shall be
amended s follows: - ' '

A. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action pursuart to secﬁon 3109 in that he fafled *
to perform 2 dilated fundus exam on patient B.0. | :
B. Respondent is Sub_]LCt ) dlsmphmm action under section 3090 a.ud Tiitle 18 Califorria

Code of Regulations section 1510 in that when respondent treated patients O.G. and P.C.




respondent was professionally inefficient and was guilty of unprbfessional condnct by fai]ing 10
document or obtain 2 health history and failed (o provids '<"t‘ diagnd sis and document vi.;“ual
acuities. |

9. - Respondent, without makfng specific admissions, 5tipu]ates that there is a
factual basis for the imposition of discipline based upon the totality of the matters alleged in the
accusation as amended,. Respondent further agrees that in any ﬁlﬁu';é disciplinary procesding the
allegations in Accusation No. 2000 71 shall be deeriied admitted. o

10.  Respondent agrees that his Certificate of Registration is subject to

.discipline and he agress to be bound by the Board of Optometry (Board) 's'impasition of

discipline as set forth in the Disciplinary Order below.
‘ RESERVATION _

11.  The admissions made By Respondent herein arc only for the purposes of
this procesding, or any other proceedings in which the Board of Opfometry or other professional
licensing agency is involved, and shall not be adﬁ:issible in any other cﬁminal orcivil
proceeding. } ‘

- CONTINGENCY

12, This stipulation shall be subject to approval by the Board of Optomelry.
Respondent understands and agrees that cquﬁssl for Complainant and the staff of the Board of
Optometry may communicats divectly with the Board regarding this stipulation and settlzment,
without notice to or parti cipaﬁon by Iicspondcnt or his counsel. By sigmng the stipulation, |
Respondent undcrsfinds and agrees that he may not withdraw his agreement or seek to fcsdind
the stipulation prior to the fime the Board considers and acts upon it. If the Board fails to adopt
this stipulation as its Decision and Order, the S‘u’pﬁlated Settlement and'Diiv.ciplinary Order shall |
be of no force or effect, except for this paragraph, it shall be inadmissiblc Jn any legal action
bcfween the pnI[iES\ and the Board shall not be disqualified from further :u:;tion by having
considered this matter, ‘ |

13, The parties understand and agree that facsimile copies of this Su‘puiazed

3
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followmg Disciplinary Qrdczr:‘ L

Seﬁlement and Dlsclphnary Order, mc]udmg facsimile mgnatu:res thareto, shall have the same

Iorce and effcct as the originals.
14, In consideration of the forsgoing admissions and stipulations, ths parties

agree that the Board may, without further notice or formal proceeding, issue and enter the

ITIS HEREBY ORDERED that Certificate of Regiswation Number 501'7 issued -
‘to Respondent Wyman Chan is revoked. However, the revocation is stayed and Respondent is v
nlaced on probation for thres (3) years on the following terms and conditions. |

1. " Actual Suspensmn. Certificate of Regw.sttauon number 3017 zssucd to
Rz.syondcnt Wyman Chan js suspended for a period of 15 (ﬁﬁeen) dayw:.

2, Obey All Laws. Respondent shall obey all federal, state and lccal laws, -
and all rules governing the practice of optometry in Califorrda,

3. Cooperate with Probation Survexllance. Rcspondent shall corply with
the board's probation surveillance program; including but not limited to allowing access to the
probationer’s optometric practice(s) and paiir:nt.rccords upon Iéqucst of the board or its agent, -

4, Tolling of Probation If Reéspondent Moves Out-of-State, The period of
probation shall not run during the time Respondent is residing or practicing outside the |

jurisdiction of Californie, If, during probation, -Respohdent moves out of the jurisdiction of

California to r951dc or practice elscwhcre Respondent is rcqulred 10 unmechate]y nonfy the board

in wntmg of the date of depa:“cure, and the date of return, if any. _
5. Completion o:’ Probanon. Upon successful completion of probatmn, ‘
Rcsgondmt‘s cemﬁcate will be filly restored.
v 6. - lentmn of Probation. LfRespondent violates probation in any respéct,
the board, afier giving Respondent notice and opportunity Lo be heard, may revoke probation and
carry out the disciplinary orric} that was stayed, If an accusation or pétition 10 revoke probation is

filed against Respondent during probation, the board shall have continuing jursdiction until the

|l matter is final, and the period of probation shall be sxtended until the matrer is final.
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7. Lens Prescnpnous Maintain Records. Respondenr ahal I maintain a
tecord of all lens prescnpnons dispensed or admzmstered by Respondsn during probation, '

showing aL the following: 1) the name and address of the patent. 2) the date. 3) the.price of the

services and goods involved in the prescription, and 4) the visual impaimment idensified for which

the prescription was furnisbed.
Respondent shall keep these records in a separate file or ledger, in chronological

'ordé:r, and shall make them available for inspcbtion and copying by the board or its desighes,

upon reguest,

'S, Education Course. Within 90 days'of the affective date of this decision,

and on an anual basis thereafter, Res;oondém shall submit w the board for its prior approvalml
educational program or course to be designated by the board, which shall not be less than 40
hours per year, for each year of probation. This program shall be in addition to the Coutinuing
Optometric Educaﬁon requirements for re-licensure, émd shall be obtained with all costs being

paid by Respondent. Following the completion of cach courss, the board or its designee may -

administer an examination to test Respondent's knowledge of the course. Respondent shall j

provide written proof of attendance in such course or courses as are approved by the board. -

9. Reexamination, Within 60 days of the cffective date of this decision, or -

within some other ime as prescribed in wrifing by the board, Respondent shall take and pass an
oral or writter exam, in a subject 1o be designated and administered by the board orits dcéignsé.
If Respandent fails this examination, Respondent-must take and pass a Te-examination as
approved by the board. The waiting period between repeat examinations =ha11 be at six mcnr.h
intervals until success is achieved. The Respondent sbnll pay th. cost DJ any such c*cammatxon,

Respondent shall noi practice optometry uniil Rzspondent has passed the Tequu-ed
examination and has been so notified by the board in writing. Failure to pass the required
examination 'no later than 100 days prior to the termination date of probation shall constitute a
nola“ on of probahon : . ' : . .

10.  Monitoring, Within 30 days of the effechive date of Lh.LS decision,

Respondent shall submit to the board for its prior approval 2 plan of practice m which
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‘Respondent’s pract,ce ‘shall be monitored by another op’tometnst who shall provide penochc

N
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repotts to thc board. Any cost for such monitoring shal 1be pald by Respondent,

11. Pracfice Restriction. During the period of probation, the Resuordent

L

shall be restricted to practice at his office located at 5635 Statford Circle, Shite 46, Stockton,

California 95207 unless he obtains prior approval from the board to practice at another location,

RO

o 12 Cost Recovery. Respondent shall xetmburse the Board its costs in the

N

arnoutit of $12,461.94 within TWO years of the effective date of the Board’s decision.. Failure 1o '

-1

§ || reimburse the Board’s cost of-its mvestlaanon and prosecition shall conmtute a viclation uf the

9 probnuon :
10 S  ACCEPTANCE
11 : . Ihava carefully read. the abme Strpulated Scttler.mnt and Disciplinary Orvder and

12 hav~ fully discLssad it with my attorney, Robert B. Zaro. Iunderstand the stipulation and the
13 || effect it will have on my Certificate of Registration Number 5017 T ente_r into this Stipulared

[

14 || Settlement and Disciﬁlinafy Order voluntarily, knowingly, and intel]igenﬂy, and agree 1o be
15 || bound by the Decmon and Order of thc Board of Optometry. ' L

m. 16 || DATED: S “’/’5"
\,

' WYMA]\ CHAN
13 L - Respondent
B 20 , C
21 1 have réad_and fully discussed with Respondent Wyinan Chan the terrds and

22 || conditions and other matters contained in the above Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary

23 || Order. I approve its foom and content.

24 | DATED: -575/5’2 |

25
26 (L L -
, - LARO = - ;
27 Attognoy for Respondent - .
23 ‘
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ENDORSEMENT _
T he fdrcgoing Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is hereby respectfilly

submitted for consideration by the Board of Optometry of the Department of Consumer A ffairs.

<

DATED: /)’)a/’{ (L) 2002

BILL LOCKYER, Amorney General
of the State of California -

 ELENA L ALMANZO ~
Deputy Attorney General o

Attorneys for Complainant

D3I Docket Neynher 03381 110:8A20D1AL 1081
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BILL LOCKYER, Attorney General
-of the State of California -
ELENA L. ALMANZO, State Bar No. 131058
Deputy Attorney General ‘
California Department of Justice S o
1300 I Street, Suite 125 : : .
P.O. Box 944255
Sacramento, CA 94244-2550
Telephone: (916) 322-5524
Facsimile: (916) 327-8643

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: | CaseNo. 2000 71 .
WYMAN GENE CHAN, OD. '
WYMAN GENE CHAN, O.D. .
5635 Stratford Circle, Suite 46 ACCUSATION
Stockton, CA 95207

Certificate of Registration No. 5017

R33pondént< ‘

Complainanf alleges: »
| PARTIES
| 1, Karen L. .Oilinger (Complainant) brings this Accusation solely in lzler

official capacity as the Executive Officer of the Board of Optometry, Departiment of Consumer
Affairs. | | |

2. On or about Jﬁly 15, 1968, the Board of Optometry issued .Ccrtiﬁc.ate of
Registration. Number 5017-to Wyrﬁm Gene Chan, O0.D., Wyman Gene Chan, O.D. tResp:ondent). '
The Certificate of Registration was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges
brought herein and will expire on March 3.1, 2002, unless rénewed. |

JURISDICTION ,
3. This Accusation ié brought before the Board of Optometry (Board), ﬁnder .

the authority of the following sections of the Business and Profeséions Code (Cdde).

1
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4, Section 3090 of the Code states, in pertinent part, that the certificate of

registration of any person may be revoked or suspended for a ﬁxéd period by the Board for any of.

the folléwing: | .
(a) Violating or attcmptiﬁg to violate, directly or indirectly, or aésisting in or
abetting the violation, of or conspiring to violate, any provision of Chapter 7 (comméncing o
with Section 3000) of the Business land Professions Code or of the mleé and reguiations
adoptcd by the Board,
-(B) - Unprofessional conduct; |
(©) Gross ignorance;
(@  Inefficiency in hlS or her profession.
, 5. Section 3109 of the Code stataé, in pertinent part that it shall be
unprofessional conduct to fail to refer a patient to an appropriate physician where an examination

of the eycs indicates a substantial likelihood of any pathology which requires the attention of thé
appropriate physician.

6. Title 16, California Code of Regulations, section 1510, provides m
pertinent part that inefficiency in the profession is indicated by the failure to use, or thé lack of
proficiency in the; use-of the ophthalmoscope, the retinoscoi)e, the ophthalmometer (or
Keratomet&), tonometer, biomicroscope, é.ny one of the modem -fefracting instruments such as -
the phoroptof, refractor, etc., or the phorqmeter—trial frame containing phoria and ductidn
measuring elements 61_' a mult'i;:;elled trial frame, trial lenses, and .inﬁsms, in the conduct of an
ocular examination; the failure to make and keeﬁ an accurate record of ﬁndjnés; lack of
familiarity with, or neglect to use, a tangent screen or perifﬁeter or campimeter; and the failure to
make a careful record of ﬁndings when the need of the information these ins‘mimmts afford is
| definitely indicated. o | |

7. Section 125.3 of the Code provides, in pertinéht part, that the Board may
request the administrative law judge to direct a_liceptiate found to have committed a violation or
violations of the lice.nsing act to pay a sum ﬁot to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigétion

and enforcement of the case.
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FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

’8. | Respondent has subjected his icense to diécipliﬁe under section 3090 and |
Title 16, California Code of Regulations, section 1510 in that when responde_nt treated patient
J.T. he was guilty of unprofessional conducf and was professionally. iﬁefﬁcicm in the following
areas: | | N

A, Ffor_n épproximatcly January 17, 1995 to October 5, 1998, respondent -

|| failed to obtain and/or document general health 'hisfory and ocular history for patient J.T.. Said

failure to obtain a general health history and ocular hjstory consﬁtufes unprofessional conduct.
Respondent’s-failure to document a generﬂ health hist?ry and oculé.r history constitutes
professional inefficiency. a | |

B. Fréin apprqxhately January 17_; 1995 to Octqber 5,1998, respbndent
failed to perform an assessment of visual acﬁity and/or document an assessment of visual acuity
for patient J. T. Said failure to perform an assessment of visual acuity constitutes unp_rdfessional
conduct. Respondent’s failure to document an aséessmeﬁt of visual acuity constitutes
professional inefficiency. | |

C.  From approximately January 17, 1995 to October 5, 1998, when

respondent treated patient I.T, resp'ondenf failed to perform a neurological assessment and or

document the pérfonnance of a neurolbgical asscsérﬁent. “Said failure to pérform an neurological
assessment constitutes unprofessional conduct. Respoﬁdeﬂt’s failure to document the
performance of a neuroiogical assesément constitutes p%ofessional inefﬁcicncy.. |

| D. . From approximately January 17,I_1995 to October 5, 1998, when
respondent treated patient J .T; respondent failed to perform a dilafed fundus examination. Said
failure to perform a dilated fundus examination constitdtés‘unprofeésional coﬁduct. |

Respondent’s failure to document the Aperforriﬁxance of a.dilated fundus examination constitutes

- professional inefficiency.

1
"
1
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SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
9. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 3109 for

unprofessional conduct in that responden’s failed to refer patiént J.T. to a physician. The -
circumstances follow: | :
- A, During the entire period when respondent treated J.T. respondent failed to

perform an exarriihation of the'peripheral retina orto refer I.T. to aphysican who coﬁld perfofm,such’ X
examinatioﬁ. | | ) |

B. On orabout June 6, 1998,_ 1.T. reported that respondent discussed a ‘"yellowish
fluid lke substance aréund the retina area”. However, resj)onden’; failed to refer J.T. to a physician
to perform an examination of J.T°s retina. | ‘ | |
_ PRAY'ER.‘
WHEREFORE, Complmnant requests thata heanng be held on the matters herein
alleged and that following the heanng, the Board of Optometry issue a demsmn '

1. Revokmg or suspending Certificate of Reglstranon Number 5017, 1ssued to '

‘Wyman Gene Chan, O.D.;

3..  Orderng Wyman Gene Chan, O D. to pay the Board of Optometry the

|| reasonable costs of the investigation and enforcement_ of this case, pursuant to Business and

Professions Code section 1253 ;

3. Taking such other and further action as deemed neceséary and proper.

DATED: wMay 21, 2002

%//,)(/UZD %@%&M ’

‘ KA.REN L. OLLINGHR
- Executive Officer
Board of Optometry
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California
Complainant

03581110-SA2001AD1081
2Accusation.wpt 10/19/01
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BUSINESS, CONSUMER SERVICES, AND HOUSING AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR.., GOVERNOR

STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
2450 DEL PASO ROAD, SUITE 105, SACRAMENTO, CA 95834
P (916) 575-7170 F (916) 575-7292 www.optometry .ca.gov

BOARE OF

OPTOMETRY

CERTIFICATION

The under3|gned Mona Maggio hereby certifies as follows:

~ That she is the duly appointed, acting and qualified Execut/ve Officer.of the
California State Board of Optometry (Board), and that in suoh capacity she has
custody of the official records of the Board.

On this 8" day of January 2014, the Executive Officer examined said official records of the -
Board and found that Wyman Gene Chan graduated from the University of California
School of Optometry in Berkeley, CA in 19686, and is the holder of Certificate of Registration
to Practice Optometry No. 5017, which was granted to him effective July 27, 1968. Said
Certificate of Registration is currently in full force and effect and will expire March 31, 2014,
unless renewed. The current address of record for said Certificate of Reglstratlon is

5635 Stratford Circle Suite 46, Stockton, CA 95207.

Said records further reveal that on or about March 4, 1998, Wyman Gene Chan became
certified to utilize Therapeutic Pharmaceutical Agents and is authorized to diagnose and
treat the conditions listed in subdivision (b), (d), and (e) of Section 3041.

Said records further reveal that on or about May 21, 2002, the Board filed an Accusation
against Wyman Gene Chan. The Board, by Demsxon and Order effective July 14, 20083,
adopted a Stipulated Settlement resolving said Accusation. Said license was revoked the
revocation was stayed and said license was placed on probation for three (3) years.

Said records further reveal that on or about October 31, 2005, the Board filed a Petition to
Revoke Probation (Petition) against Wyman Gene Chan. The Board, by Decision and Order

. effective March 10, 2006, adopted a Stipulated Settlement resolving said Petition. Said
revocation of license was reimposed and probation extended for a period of two (2) years. A
condition of probation included the surrender of said license if the NBEO examination was
not passed. '

* Said records further reveal that on or about July 19, 2006 the. Board sought the surrender of
said license for failure to pass the NBEO examination pursuant to a probation condition. On .
or about September 29, 2006, Wyman Gene Chan surrendered said license.

Said records further reveal that on or about October 24, 2008, Wyman Gene Chan filed a
Petition for Reinstatement. The Board, by Decision and Order effective January 28, 2009 -
denied said Petition. :

Said records further reveal that on or about February 28, 2010, Wyman Gene Chan filed a
Petition for Reinstatement. The Board, by Decision and Order effective October 27, 2010, -
denied said Petition. However, the denial would be stayed based on the Conditions
Precedent as set forth in the Decision. Wyman Gene Chan met the Conditions Precedent
and said license was placed on probation for three (3) years effective September 19, 2012.



Given under my hénd and the seal of the State Board of Optometry, at Sacramento,
California, this 8" day of January 2014.




OPTOiV[ﬁTRY MemO

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Board Staff Telephone: (916) 575-7170

Subject: Agenda ltem 7 — Full Board Closed Session

Pursuant to Government Code Section 11126(c)(3), the Board Will Meet in Closed Session for Discussion
and Possible Action on Disciplinary Matters.
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OPTO\METRY MemO

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To:

From:

Subject:

Board Members Date: January 24, 2014
Cheree Kimball Telephone: (916) 575-7173
Enforcement Analyst

Agenda Item 8 — Discussion and Possible Action Pertaining to Granting
Continuing Education Credits for Pro Bono Comprehensive Eye Examinations

Dr. David Turestky, O.D. has requested that the Board consider providing continuing education credits to
licensees for performing pro-bono comprehensive eye examinations and providing eye glasses when
indicated. An amendment would need to be made to California Code of Regulations section 1536 to allow
the Board to accept this work for continuing education credit. For the purposes of continuing education
credit, only comprehensive eye examinations — not screenings - would qualify for credit, and the
examinations would need to be documented and verifiable by the sponsoring organization.

Action Requested: Discuss and possibly refer this issue to the Practice and Education Committee for

further research and clarification of questions and issues, including the following:

1.

2.
3.

Do any other states or licensing agencies do this, and, if so, what are their procedures and
regulations?

How does this provide for the ongoing enhancement of a licensee’s education?

What is an appropriate amount of credit for a certain number of hours served and what would be
the maximum hours of credit allowed per renewal cycle?

How would the service be verified?
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OPTOMETRY MemO

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014
From: Mona Maggio Telephone: (916) 575-7182
Executive Officer

Subject: Agenda Iltem 9 — Discussion and Possible Action on Regulations Affecting the
Board of Optometry

A. Update on rulemaking package pertaining to CCR Section 1524. Retired License Status Fees

Action Requested: None.

Update: At its December 14, 2012 meeting, the Board voted to initiate rulemaking to establish the
retired license status fees. The rulemaking action was printed in the California Regulatory Notice
Register on March 1, 2013; the 45-day comment period for the public started on March 1, 2013 and
ended on April 15, 2013. The hearing was on April 15, 2013. No comments were received from the
public. On May 10, 2013, the Board voted to continue with the rulemaking package.

The package has been approved by the Department of Consumer Affairs and the Business, Consumer
Services, and Housing Agency and the Department of Finance. It was submitted to the Office of
Administrative Law on November 22, 2013 and approved on January 7, 2014. The regulation becomes
effective on April 1, 2014. Board staff is working to implement these regulations. Information about the
process and the applications will be posted on the Board’s website once the vacant policy analyst
position is filled. Staff will be ready to process these requests starting April 1, 2014.

Attachments:
1) Proposed Language
2) Notice of Approval of Regulatory Action

B. Update on rulemaking package pertaining to CCR Section 1516. Applicant Medical Evaluations
and 1582. Unprofessional Conduct Defined

Action Requested: Staff is requesting that the Board direct staff to continue with the finalization of the
rulemaking package for CCR 8§ 1516 and 1582. Additionally, staff requests that the Board grant the
Executive Officer delegation to make non-substantive changes to the rulemaking file as it goes forward
in the process.

Update: At its August 16, 2013 meeting, the Board voted to initiate rulemaking to give the Board
authority to compel an applicant to submit to a psychological or physical examination, and further define
unprofessional conduct. The rulemaking action was printed in the California Regulatory Notice Register
on October 18, 2013, and the 45-day comment period for the public started on October 18, 2013 and
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ended on December 2, 2013. The hearing was held December 2, 2013 in Sacramento at the
Department of Consumer Affairs. No comments were received. The Board has until October 18, 2014
to complete this rulemaking package.

Attachments:
3) Proposed Language



BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
ORDER OF ADOPTION

Amend section 1524 in Division 15 of Title 16 of the California Code of Regulations to read as
follows:

§1524. FEES

The following fees are established:

(a) Application fee for certificate of registration as an optometrist by examination.............. $275
(b) Biennial renewal of a certificate of registration as an optometrist.................cccceeieennn. $425
(c) Delinquency fee for failing to renew a certificate of registration timely........................... $50
(d) Application fee for a branch office license. ... ..o $75
(e) Annual renewal of a branch office lICENSE......... ..o $75
(f) Penalty fee for failure to renew a branch office license timely.....................o $25

(9) Issuance fee for a certificate of registration or upon change of name of a

person holding a certificate of registration..............ccoooi i $25
(h) Application fee for a fictitious name Permit......... ..o e $50
(i) Annual renewal of a fictitious Nname Permit.............coooiiii i e $50
(1) Delinquency fee for failure to renew a fictitious name permit timely.............................. $25
() Application fee for a statement Of ICENSUNe............oiiiiiii e, $40
(1) Biennial renewal of a statement of lICENSUIe. ... ..ot $40
(2) Penalty fee for failure to renew a statement of licensure timely...............c.cooooiiiiiints $20
(k) Application fee for a certificate to use therapeutic pharmaceutical agents...................... $25
() Application fee for approval of a continuing education CoOUrse.............cciiviiiiiiiiinnanannn $50
(m) Application fee for a certificate to treat primary open angle glaucoma........................... $35
(n) Application fee for a certificate to perform lacrimal irrigation and dilation........................ $25
(0) Application fee for a retired liCENSE. ......ovueuiiiiiie it $25
(p) Application fee for a retired license with a volunteer designation..................c.occveueee.... $50
(q) Biennial renewal for a retired license with a volunteer designation.............................. $50

Note: Authority cited: Sections 3025, 3044, 3075, 3152 and 3152.5, Business and Professions
Code. Reference: Sections 3075, 3078, 3151, 3151.1, 3152 and 3152.5, Business and
Professions Code.
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BOARD OF OPTOMETRY
PROPOSED LANGUAGE

Amend Section 1516 and add Section 1582 in Division 15 of Title 16 of the California Code of
Regulations as follows:

8 1516. Application Review and Criteria for Rehabilitation.

(a) In addition to any other requirements for licensure, whenever it appears that an applicant
may be unable to practice optometry safely because his or her ability to practice may be
impaired due to mental or physical illness affecting competency, the Board may require the
applicant to be examined by one or more physicians and surgeons or psychologists
designated by the Board. The applicant shall pay the full cost of the examination. An
applicant’s failure to comply with the requirement shall render his or her application
incomplete. If after receiving the report of the evaluation the Board determines that the
applicant is unable to safely practice, the Board may deny the application. The report of the
evaluation shall be made available to the applicant.

&)(b) When considering the denial of a certificate-ofregistration license under Section 480 of
the Code, the Board, in evaluating the rehabilitation of the applicant and his/her present

eligibility for a certificate-of registration-license, will consider the following criteria:

(1) The nature and severity of the act(s) or crime(s) under consideration as grounds for
denial.

(2) Evidence of any act(s) committed subsequent to the act(s) or crime(s) under
consideration as grounds for denial which also could be considered as grounds for
denial under Section 480 of the Code.

(3) The time that has elapsed since commission of the act(s) or crime(s) referred to in
subdivision (1) or (2).

(4) The extent to which the applicant has complied with any terms of parole, probation,
restitution, or any other sanctions lawfully imposed against the applicant.

(5) Evidence, if any, of rehabilitation submitted by the applicant.

{b}(c) When considering the suspension or revocation of a cettificate-of registration license on
the grounds that the registrant licensee has been convicted of a crime, the Board, in
evaluating the rehabilitation of such person and hisfor _her present eligibility for a license, will
consider the following criteria:

(1) Nature and severity of the act(s) or offense(s).
(2) Total criminal record.

(3) The time that has elapsed since commission of the act(s) or offense(s).

(4) Whether the licensee has complied with any terms of parole, probation, restitution or any
other sanctions lawfully imposed against the licensee.
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(5) If applicable, evidence of expungement proceedings pursuant to Section 1203.4 of the
Penal Code.

(6) Evidence, if any, of rehabilitation submitted by the licensee.

{e}(d) When considering a petition for reinstatement of a certificate-of registration license under
Section 11522 of the Government Code, the Board shall evaluate evidence of rehabilitation

submitted by the petitioner, considering those criteria of rehabilitation specified in subsection
(b).

Note: Authority cited: Sections 3023, 3023.1 and 3025, Business and Professions Code.
Reference: Sections 475, 480, 481, and 482; and 3056 Business and Professions Code; and
Section 11522, Government Code.

1582. Unprofessional Conduct.

In addition to the conduct described in Section 3110 of the Code, “unprofessional conduct” also
includes, but is not limited to the following:

(a) Failure to cooperate and participate in any Board investigation pending against the licensee.
This includes, but is not limited to, failure to respond to a Board request for information or
evidence within 15 days of receipt of the request or within the time specified in the request,
whichever is later, unless the licensee is unable to provide the information within this time period
for good cause. This subsection shall not be construed to deprive a licensee of any privilege
guaranteed by the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States, or any other
constitutional or statutory privileges. This subsection shall not be construed to require a licensee
to cooperate with a request that would require the licensee to waive any constitutional or
statutory privilege or to comply with a request for information or other matters within an
unreasonable period of time in light of the time constraints of the licensee’s practice. Any
exercise by a licensee of any constitutional or statutory privilege shall not be used against the
licensee in a requlatory or disciplinary proceeding against the licensee.

(b) Failure to report to the Board, within 30 days, any of the following:

(1) The bringing of an indictment or information charging a felony against the licensee.

(2) The conviction of the licensee, including any verdict of quilty, or pleas of quilty or no
contest, of any felony or misdemeanor.

(3) Any disciplinary action taken by another licensing entity or authority of this state or of
another state or an agency of the federal government or the United States military that is
related to the practice of optometry.

(c) Failure or refusal to comply with a court order, issued in the enforcement of a subpoena,
mandating the release of records to the Board.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 3090 and 3110, Business and Professions Code. Reference:
Sections 480, 3010.1, 3010.5, 3024, and 3025, Business and Professions Code.
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OPTOMETRY MemO

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014
From: Robert Stephanopoulos Telephone: (916) 575-7185
Enforcement Analyst

Subject: Agenda Item 10 — Discussion and Possible Action on Legislation Affecting the
Board of Optometry

Action Reguested: Items A and B are only updates and no action is required.

A. Legislation Signed by the Governor and Effective January 1, 2014

See attached to read these bills in their entirety.

1. Assembly Bill 258 (Chavez) State agencies: veterans

This bill will:

Require, on or after July 1, 2014, every state agency that requests on any written form or written
publication, or through its Internet Web site, whether a person is a veteran, to request that
information in a specified manner.

Next steps:
Staff will work to update its applications and forms to include the question by July 1, 2014.

2. Assembly Bill 480 (Calderon) Service contracts

This bill will:

Include in the definition of service contract a written contract for the performance of services relating
to the maintenance, replacement, or repair of optical products, thereby making administrators and
sellers of those contracts subject to registration with the Bureau of Electronic and Appliance Repair,
Home Furnishings, and Thermal Insulation and other requirements of the act. By expanding the
definition of service contract, the bill would expand the scope of a crime and, thus, would impose a
state-mandated local program. The bill would provide that a contract in which a consumer agrees to
pay a provider of vision care services for a discount on optical products or contact lenses for a
specified duration is not included in the definition of service contract. The bill would also define
optical products for purposes of these provisions as prescription and nonprescription eyewear and
not contact lenses of any kind.

Next steps:
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Staff will monitor this bill to see how it will affect licensed optometrists, if at all. If necessary,
educational materials will be created to provide guidance to affected optometrists.

Assembly Bill 512 (Rendon) Healing arts: licensure exemption

This bill will:

Existing law provides, until January 1, 2014, an exemption from the licensure and regulation
requirements for a health care practitioner, as defined, licensed or certified in good standing in
another state or states, who offers or provides health care services for which he or she is licensed
or certified through a sponsored event, as defined, (1) to uninsured or underinsured persons, (2) on
a short-term voluntary basis, (3) in association with a sponsoring entity that registers with the
applicable healing arts board, as defined, and provides specified information to the county health
department of the county in which the health care services will be provided, and (4) without charge
to the recipient or a 3rd party on behalf of the recipient, as specified. Existing law also requires an
exempt health care practitioner to obtain prior authorization to provide these services from the
applicable licensing board, as defined, and to satisfy other specified requirements, including
payment of a fee as determined by the applicable licensing board.

This bill would delete the January 1, 2014, date of repeal, and instead allow the exemption to
operate until January 1, 2018.

Next steps:

None. The Board has already completed its regulations for implementation, and has information
and instructions on its website so out-of-state practitioners can apply.

Assembly Bill 1057 (Medina) Professions & vocations: licenses: military service

This bill will:
Require each board, commencing January 1, 2015, to inquire in every application for licensure if the
individual applying for licensure is serving in, or has previously served in, the military.

Next steps:
Staff will work to update its applications and forms to include the question by January 1, 2015.

Senate Bill 305 (Lieu) Healing arts: boards - optometry sunset bill

This bill will:
In addition to various other health boards, this bill would extend the operation of the Board of
Optometry until January 1, 2018 (Sunset date).

This bill would also add to the license eligibility requirements under the optometry act that the
applicant is not currently required to register as a sex offender, as specified. The bill would make
conviction of a crime that currently requires a licensee to register as a sex offender unprofessional
conduct and would expressly specify that commission of an act of sexual abuse or misconduct, as
specified, constitutes unprofessional conduct, subject to an exception for an optometrist treating his
or her spouse or person in an equivalent domestic relationship. The bill would also state that those
acts of unprofessional conduct shall be considered crimes substantially related to the qualifications,
functions, or duties of a licensee. The bill would also expressly specify that the board may revoke a
license if the licensee has been found, in an administrative proceeding, as specified, to have been
convicted of sexual misconduct or convicted of a crime that currently requires the licensee to
register as a sex offender.
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Next steps:
Staff will work to familiarize themselves with the new enforcement language so it can be utilized
appropriately.

Senate Bill 724 (Emmerson) Liability: charitable vision screenings

This bill will:

Limit the liability of a nonprofit charitable organization, or participating licensed optometrist,
ophthalmologist, or volunteer working with a nonprofit charitable organization for any damage or
injury resulting from the provision of vision screening and, if applicable, the provision of donated or
recycled eyeglasses, if specified conditions are met. The bill would make the limitation of liability
inapplicable if an action is brought by an officer of a state or local government pursuant to state or
local law or if the conduct of the nonprofit charitable organization, optometrist, ophthalmologist, or
volunteer includes specified types of misconduct.

Next steps:

Staff will work to familiar themselves with this new section of law and add it to its law book. Staff will
also work to add educational materials on its website for consumers and licensees focusing on both
parties’ rights.

Senate Bill 809 (DeSaulnier) Controlled substances: reporting

This bill will:

Will establish the CURES Fund within the State Treasury to receive funds to be allocated, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, to the Department of Justice for the purposes of funding CURES,
and would make related findings and declarations.

This bill would, beginning April 1, 2014, require an annual fee of $6 to be assessed on specified
licensees, including licensees authorized to prescribe, order, administer, furnish, or dispense
controlled substances, and require the regulating agency of each of those licensees to bill and
collect that fee at the time of license renewal. The bill would authorize the Department of Consumer
Affairs to reduce, by regulation, that fee to the reasonable cost of operating and maintaining
CURES for the purpose of regulating those licensees, if the reasonable regulatory cost is less than
$6 per licensee. The bill would require the proceeds of the fee to be deposited into the CURES
Fund for the support of CURES, as specified. The bill would also permit specified insurers, health
care service plans, qualified manufacturers, and other donors to voluntarily contribute to the
CURES Fund, as described.

This bill would require, by January 1, 2016, or upon receipt of a federal Drug Enforcement
Administration registration, whichever occurs later, health care practitioners authorized to prescribe,
order, administer, furnish, or dispense controlled substances, as specified, and pharmacists to
apply to the Department of Justice to obtain approval to access information stored on the Internet
regarding the controlled substance history of a patient under their care. The bill would require the
Department of Justice, in conjunction with the Department of Consumer Affairs and certain licensing
boards, to, among other things, develop a streamlined application and approval process to provide
access to the CURES database for licensed health care practitioners and pharmacists. The bill
would make other related and conforming changes.

Next steps:

Staff will be working with the Department of Consumer Affairs (Department) to finalize
implementation of this bill. The Department has already established a CURES fund in preparation
for the collection of the $6 annual fee required by this bill. It is not anticipated that any statutory or
regulatory changes will be required by the Board to accommodate the fee. The Department will be
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meeting with all health boards affected to obtain feedback and come to agreement on how the fee
will be displayed on the renewal forms so the fee can begin to be assessed by April 1, 2014.
Licensed optometrists that are Therapeutic Pharmaceutical Agents (TPA, TPG, TLG) certified will
be charged $12, since renewals are biennial. About 5,200 optometrists are affected at this time, but
this number will change as new doctors become licensed and others cancel their license. This fee
will be assessed regardless of whether a TPA certified optometrist exercises their authority to
prescribe the scheduled drugs specified in the optometry practice act.

Although the bill allows for a reduction of the fee via regulation, the Department of Justice (DOJ)
and the Department are not recommending this. The Department is working closely with DOJ and it
has been determined that all health practitioners with the authority to prescribed controlled
substances must pay the full $6 annually for successful funding and implementation of the CURES
database. Once the revenue begins to come in, considering whether the fee should be reduced will
be revisited.

8. Senate Bill 821 (Committee on Business, Professions & Economic Development) Healing
arts

This bill will:

Existing law, the Optometry Practice Act, provides for the licensure and regulation of optometrists
by the State Board of Optometry. That act refers to the authorization to practice optometry issued
by the board as a certificate of registration.

This bill would instead refer to that authorization issued by the board as an optometrist license and
would make other technical and conforming changes.

Next steps:
None.

B. Legislation That Will Continue to be Monitored in 2014

Language has not been attached as these bills will be revisited at the January 2014 meeting when the
legislative session starts again.

1. Assembly Bill 186 (Maienschein) Professions & vocations: military spouses: temporary
licenses

This bill proposes to:

Require the boards within DCA to issue a 12-month temporary license to an applicant who is a
military spouse or domestic partner while the license application is being processed, if certain
requirements are met.

2. Assembly Bill 213 (Logue) Healing arts: licensure/certification requirement: military
experience

This bill proposes to:

Require the State Department of Public Health, upon the presentation of evidence by an applicant
for licensure or certification, to accept education, training, and practical experience completed by an
applicant in military service toward the qualifications and requirements to receive a license or
certificate for specified professions and vocations if that education, training, or experience is
equivalent to the standards of the department. If a board within the Department of Consumer Affairs
or the State Department of Public Health accredits or otherwise approves schools offering
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educational course credit for meeting licensing and certification qualifications and requirements, the
bill would, not later than January 1, 2015, require those schools seeking accreditation or approval to
have procedures in place to evaluate an applicant’s military education, training, and practical
experience toward the completion of an educational program that would qualify a person to apply
for licensure or certification, as specified.

Senate Bill 430 (Wright) Pupil health: vision examination: binocular function

This bill proposes to:

Requires a child at an elementary schools to, upon first enrollment in a private or public elementary
school, receive a vision examination for a physician, optometrist, or ophthalmologist and require
that screening to include a test for binocular function, refraction and eye health.

Senate Bill 492 (Hernandez) Optometrist: practice: licensure
This bill proposes to:
Expand the scope of practice of optometrists (see Agenda Item 12).

Senate Bill 723 (Correa) Veterans (Vetoed)

This bill was vetoed by the Governor, so it is back in the Senate where the veto is being considered.
The Legislature has 60 days to override a veto with a 2/3 vote in each house.

This bill proposes to:

Require the Employment Development Department (EDD), and the Department of Consumer
Affairs (DCA), on or before January 1, 2015, to jointly send a report to the Legislature containing
best practices by state government agencies around the nation in facilitating the
credentialing/licensing of veterans by using their documented military education and experience.

Page 5 of 5



OPTOMETRY MemO

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Mona Maggio Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Executive Officer

Subject: Agenda Iltem 11 — Executive Officer’s Report

A. Budget
The Board of Optometry (Board) is a Special Fund California state government agency, which means it
supports its operations entirely through fees. The Board’s licensees, pay renewal and application fees
that fund operations, including complaint investigation, and licensing examination administration.
Renewal fees represent the vast majority of revenue. Application fees and other forms of income (i.e.,
interest, fines, etc.) make up the remaining balance of the Board’s revenues. The Board does not
receive any funds from the state General Fund.

Although categorized as a Special Fund agency, the Board’s budget is incorporated into the Governor’'s
budget. Upon approval of the Governor’s budget, the Board is permitted to spend its funds. Any
increase to the Board’s spending authority is requested through the Budget Change Proposal (BCP)
process. BCPs are typically sought for additional staff, to increase in a position’s time base (half time to
full time), or funding for a position that was established without funds or to increase spending authority
for a special project such as an occupational analysis. BCP requests are prepared a year in advance.

The Board’s expenditures are attributed to three major categories: Personnel, Operating Expenses and
Equipment (OE&E), and Enforcement. Personnel expenses include salaries and wages, employee
benefits, and board member per diem. Operating Expenses and Equipment (OE&E) includes items
such as supplies, postage, examination development, travel, and departmental pro rata (e.g. office rent,
IT and data services). Enforcement expenses are comprised of costs associated with the formal
disciplinary process and complaint investigations.

2013/2014 Budget

The 2013/2014 budget released for the Board is $1,901,030.00. As of December 31, 2013 2013, the
Board has spent $933,241.00 reflecting 49% of the total budget. It is projected that the Board will spend
$1,795,566.00, leaving an unencumbered balance of $99,464.00, a surplus of 5.2%. Any surplus funds
are reverted to the Board’s reserve fund. The Boards fund condition has 7.4 months in reserve.

Ms. Maggio will meet with the Board’s DCA budget analyst in the next few weeks to go over the
Governor’s Budget that was released on January 10, 2014.

B. Personnel
Staff is working to recruit for the following vacancies:

1) Associate Governmental Analyst (Policy)
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2) Office Assistant (Receptionist)

In addition, staff is working to recruit two temporary employees to assist when current staff is out of the
office working on BreEZe.

C. Examination and Licensing Programs
Prepared by Jessica Sieferman, Enforcement Lead/Probation Monitor

Effective April 1, 2014, licensed optometrists that are Therapeutic Pharmaceutical Agents (TPA,
TPG, TLG) certified will be charged an additional $12 per renewal cycle, pursuant to Senate Bill
(SB) 809. SB 809 established the CURES Fund within the State Treasury to receive funds to be
allocated, upon appropriation by the Legislature, to the Department of Justice for the purposes of
funding CURES. This fee will be assessed regardless of whether a TPA certified optometrist
exercises their authority to prescribe the scheduled drugs specified in the Optometry Practice Act.

Attachments
3. Licensing Statistics
D. Enforcement Program

Prepared by Jessica Sieferman, Enforcement Lead/Probation Monitor

Enforcement Statistics

Complaints
2010/11 | 2011/12 | 2012/13 | 2013/14*
Total Received 295 318 254 133
Total Closed 227 282 289 192
Total Pending 134 170 135 76
Citations
2010/11 | 2011/12 | 2012/13 | 2013/14*
Issued 2 1 3 10
Discipline
2010/11 | 2011/12 | 2012/13 | 2013/14*
Referred to AG 9 14 15 7
Accusations Filed 9 1 18 4
Statement of Issues Filed 0 0 1
Pending at AG 13 17 22 15
Disciplinary Decision Outcomes
Revoked 4 1 2 1
Revoked, Stayed, Probation 4 2 4 7
Surrender 1 1 2 0
Other 0 0 0 0

*July 1, 2012 - December 31, 2013

Attachments
4. Performance Measures — To be provided at the Board Meeting

E. BreEZe
Prepared by Jessica Sieferman, Enforcement Lead/Probation Monitor
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As previously reported, BreEZe will replace the existing Consumer Affairs System (CAS), Applicant
Tracking System (ATS), and multiple "workaround" systems with an integrated, industry-proven system
for use by the DCA organizations.

The goal is for BreEZe to provide all DCA organizations with an enterprise system that supports all
applicant tracking, licensing, renewal, enforcement, monitoring, cashiering, and data management
capabilities. BreEZe will be web-enabled to allow application, renewal, and payment processing via the
Internet for applicants and licensees. Furthermore, BreEZe will allow the public to file complaints and
lookup licensee information and complaint status through the Internet. As part of the BreEZe
implemelntation, interfaces to electronically share data with internal and external systems will be
established; existing data will be converted and migrated into BreEZe; user training will be conducted,;
and system documentation will be created.

Release 1, comprised of ten DCA Boards, went live on October 8, 2013. The Board of Optometry is
currently in Release 2. The schedule for Release 2 and Release 3 Boards has not been released, but it
is estimated to become available shortly.

While the official schedule for Release 2 has not been released, the BreEZe team and Accenture held
an informational meeting on December 2, 2013 to provide Release 2 Boards with updates and an
overview of expected BreEZe activities. In addition, the Board’s enforcement and licensing units have
met with the BreEZe team and Accenture for lab sessions and pre-configuration interviews.

Configuration interviews for the Board’s licensing unit are scheduled for February 24-26, 2014, and the
enforcement unit is scheduled for March 3, 2014.
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December 31, 2013

BOARD OF OPTOMETRY - FUND 0763
BUDGET REPORT
FY 2013-14 EXPENDITURE PROJECTION

FY 2012-13 FY 2013-14
ACTUAL PRIOR YEAR BUDGET CURRENT YEAR
EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES STONE EXPENDITURES PERCENT PROJECTIONS UNENCUMBERED
OBJECT DESCRIPTION (MONTH 13) 12/31/2012 2013-14 12/31/2013 SPENT TO YEAR END BALANCE
PERSONNEL SERVICES
Salary & Wages (Staff) 351,486 166,597 431,171 181,635 42% 363,012 68,159
Statutory Exempt (EO) 77,956 38,978 81,732 42,090 51% 84,180 (2,448)
Temp Help Reg (907) 25,118 10,011 41,000 12,085 29% 78,626 (37,626)
Temp Help (Exam Proctors) 0 0
Board Member Per Diem 6,800 2,600 7,353 3,700 50% 7,000 353
Committee Members (DEC) 0 0
Overtime 841 553 0 0
Staff Benefits 194,426 92,043 270,353 95,974 35% 191,812 78,541
TOTALS, PERSONNEL SVC 656,627 310,782 831,609 335,484 40% 724,630 106,979
OPERATING EXPENSE AND EQUIPMENT
General Expense 8,019 4,897 15,519 2,867 18% 7,000 8,519
Fingerprint Report 5,860 1,942 5,306 539 10% 5,000 306
Minor Equipment 10,408 0 6,100 3,170 52% 0 6,100
Printing 8,140 3,576 7,523 9,047 120% 16,000 (8,477)
Communications 5,425 2,164 5,446 1,798 33% 5,000 446
Postage 14,075 6,353 11,056 7,312 66% 17,200 (6,144)
Insurance 0 0
Travel In State 20,833 5,793 7,651 15,712 205% 33,000 (25,349)
Travel, Out-of-State 0 0
Training 737 159 1,037 0 0% 0 1,037
Facilities Operations 105,595 104,171 58,676 107,491 183% 108,960 (50,284)
Utilities 0 0
C & P Services - Interdept. 79 32 2,943 0 0% 0 2,943
C & P Services - External 10,094 34,771 76,000 25,000 33% 25,000 51,000
DEPARTMENTAL SERVICES:
OIS Pro Rata 119,375 65,350 142,337 76,494 54% 142,337 0
Admin Pro Rata 94,224 51,966 106,494 52,352 49% 106,494 0
Interagency Services 0 0 146 0 0% 0 146
IA w/ OER 24,264 24,264 0 22,520 0 0
DOI-Pro Rata 4,111 2,080 3,409 1,682 49% 3,409 0
Public Affairs Pro Rata 5,097 2,942 4,792 2,366 49% 4,792 0
CCED Pro Rata 6,748 3,610 4,102 2,010 49% 4,102 0
INTERAGENCY SERVICES: 0
Consolidated Data Centers 769 488 14,509 452 3% 1,000 13,509
DP Maintenance & Supply 4,435 0 942 1,036 110% 4,500 (3,558)
Central Admin Svc-Pro Rata 80,753 40,377 65,849 32,925 50% 65,849 0
EXAM EXPENSES: 0
Exam Supplies 0 0
Exam Freight 0 0 484 0 0% 0 484
Exam Site Rental 0
C/P Svcs-External Expert Administrative 8 98 98 (98)
C/P Svcs-External Expert Examiners 0 4,439 20,703 0 0% 0 20,703
C/P Svcs-External Subject Matter 12,323 2,081 12,000 (12,000)
ENFORCEMENT: 0
Attorney General 148,591 41,170 229,055 90,780 40% 264,000 (34,945)
Office Admin. Hearings 13,079 240 37,930 23,040 61% 25,000 12,930
Court Reporters 1,488 143 379 1,500 (1,500)
Evidence/Witness Fees 3,800 12,200 15,017 9,850 66% 6,800 8,217
DOI - Investigations 120,843 61,668 217,895 106,756 49% 217,895 0
Major Equipment 8,500 0 0 8,500
Special Items of Expense 0
Other (Vehicle Operations) 0
TOTALS, OE&E 829,173 474,795 1,069,421 597,757 56% 1,076,936 (7,515)
TOTAL EXPENSE 1,485,800 785,577 1,901,030 933,241 96% 1,801,566 99,464
Reimb. - State Optometry Fund (5,488) (1,200) 0
Sched. Reimb. - Fingerprints (7,252) (3,381) (6,000) (931) 16% (6,000) 0
Sched. Reimb. - Other (4,800) (2,165) (2,185) 0
Probation Monitoring Fee - Variable (4,500)
Unsched. Reimb. - Investigative Cost Recover (35,167) (9,773) (29,143) 0
Unsch - DOI ICR Administrative Case (49) 0
Unsched. Reimb. - ICR - Prob Monitor (100) 0
NET APPROPRIATION 1,433,044 769,058 1,895,030 896,382 47% 1,795,566 99,464
SURPLUS/(DEFICIT): 5.2%

1/16/2014 11:38 AM




0763 - State Board of Optometry Prepared 10/24/13
Analysis of Fund Condition

(Dollars in Thousands)

Budget
Act
Actual CcY BY
NOTE: $1 Million Dollar General Fund Repayment Outstanding 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15

BEGINNING BALANCE 961 $ 1,269 $ 1,069

$
Prior Year Adjustment $ 13 % - $ -
Adjusted Beginning Balance $ 974 $ 1269 $ 1,069
REVENUES AND TRANSFERS
Revenues:
125600 Other regulatory fees $ 27 % 19 3 21
125700 Other regulatory licenses and permits $ 153 $ 137 $ 144
125800 Renewal fees $ 1538 $ 1550 $ 1,569
125900 Delinquent fees $ 100 % 11 % 11
141200 Sales of documents $ - $ - $ -
142500 Miscellaneous services to the public $ 3 % 3 3 3
150300 Income from surplus money investments $ 4 % 3 3 3
160400 Sale of fixed assets $ - $ - $ -
161000 Escheat of unclaimed checks and warrants $ 1 % 1 3 1
161400 Miscellaneous revenues $ 1 % 1 3 1
Totals, Revenues $ 1,737 $ 1,725 $ 1,753
Transfers to Other Funds
GF loan per item 1110-001-0763 BA of 2011 $ - $ - $ -
Totals, Revenues and Transfers $ 1,737 $ 1,725 $ 1,753
Totals, Resources $ 2,711 $ 2,994 $ 2,822
EXPENDITURES
Disbursements:
0840 State Controller (State Operations) $ 1 3% - $ -
8880 Financial Information System for CA (State Operations) $ 8 $ 8 $ -
1110 Program Expenditures (State Operations) $ 1,433 $ 1,841 $ 1,878
CURES $ - $ 76 % -
Total Disbursements $ 1,442 $ 1,925 $ 1,878
FUND BALANCE
Reserve for economic uncertainties $ 1,269 $ 1,069 $ 944
Months in Reserve 7.9 6.8 5.9

NOTES:
A. ASSUMES WORKLOAD AND REVENUE PROJECTIONS ARE REALIZED IN BY+1 AND ON-GOING.
B. ASSUMES APPROPRIATION GROWTH OF 2% PER YEAR BEGINNING IN BY+1.
C. ASSUMES INTEREST RATE AT 0.3%.



* Closed includes denied, withdrawn, abandoned, etc. applications

Applications

OPT Statistics
FY 2013-14
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* Closed includes denied, withdrawn, abandoned, etc. applications

Applications
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* Closed includes denied, withdrawn, abandoned, etc. applications

SOL Statistics
FY 2013-14
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* Closed includes denied, withdrawn, abandoned, etc. applications

BOL Statistics
FY 2013-14
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e MemO

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Alejandro Arredondo O.D. Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Board President

Subject: Agenda ltem 12 — Public Comment for Items Not on the Agenda

The Board may not discuss or take action on any matter raised during this public comment section, except
to decide whether to place the matter on the agenda of a future meeting [Government Code Sections
11125, 11125.7(a)].

lofl


http://www.optometry.ca.gov/

OPTOiV[ﬁTRY MemO

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Alejandro Arredondo O.D. Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Board President

Subject: Agenda Iltem 13 — Suggestions for Future Agenda Items

Members of the Board and the public may suggest items for staff research and discussion at future
meetings.

lofl


http://www.optometry.ca.gov/

OPTOiV[ﬁTRY MemO

2450 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

(916) 575-7170, (916) 575-7292 Fax
WwWW.optometry.ca.gov

To: Board Members Date: January 24, 2014

From: Alejandro Arredondo O.D. Telephone: (916) 575-7170
Board President

Subject: Agenda Iltem 14 — Adjournment

lofl
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