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MED STATEOOF CALIFORNIA
: MEDICAL BOARD-OF CALIFORNIA
XAVIER BECERRA : )
Attorney General of California SACRAMENTO | 20_‘(_8

MARY CAIN-SIMON BY 1\ Ry 4 ___ANALYST
Supervising Deputy Attorney General ‘ ‘ _

‘State Bar No. 113083 -

455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000
San Francisco, CA 94102-7004
Telephone: (415) 510-3884
Facsimile: (415) 703-5480

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE ‘
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
. In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. 800-2017-037999
John Namala Samuel Rajaratnam, M.D. ACCUSATION
498 Mountain Road
Laguna Beach, CA 92651
Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate
No. A 51207, '
Respondent.
Complainant alleges: -
- PARTIES

1.  Kimberly Kirchmeyer (Complainant) brings this Accusation solely in her ofﬁciai
capacity as the Executive Director of the Medical Board of California, Department of Consumer
Affairs (Board). |

2. On dr about September 22, 1992, the Medical Board issued Physician's and Surgeon's
Certificate Number A 51207 to John Namala Samuel Rajaratnam, M.D. (Respondent). The
Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the
charges brought herein and will expire on July 31, 2018, unless renewed. The certificate is
SUSPENDED by virtue of an Order issued by the Board 6n March 15, 2018 pursuant to Business
and Professions Code section 2310(a). | '

"
"
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JURISDICTION

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

4. Section 2227 of the Code states:

“(a) A licensee whose matter has beer; heard by an administrative law judge of the Medical
Quality Hearing Pénel- as designated_in Section 11371 of the Government Codé, or whose default
has been entered, and who is found guilty, or who has entered into a stipulatic;n for disciplinary
action with the board, may, in accordance with the provisions of this chapter:

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

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

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

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

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

“(b) Any ﬁ1atter heard pursuant to subdivision (a), except for warning letters, medical
review or advisory conferences, professional competency examinations, continuing education
activities, and cost reimbursement associated therewith that are agreed to with the board and
successfully completed by the licensee, or other matters made confidential or privileged by
'existi-ng law, is deemed public, and shall be made avaiiable to the publié by the board pursuant to
Section 803.1.”

5.  Section 2305 of the Code states:

“The revocation, suspension, or othér discipline, restriction or limitation imposed by
another state upon a license or certificate to practice medicine issued by that state, or the

revocation, suspension, or restriction of the authority to practice medicine by any agency of the

“federal government, that would have been grounds for discipline in California of a licensee under

2
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this chapter shall constitute grounds for disciplinary action for unprofessional conduct againét the
licensee in this state.”

6.  Section 141 of the Code states:

"(a) For any licensee holding é license issued by a board under the jurisdiction of the .
department,-a diébiplinary action tal;en by another state; by any agency'of the federal government,
or by another country for any act substantially related to the practice regulated by the Califorr?ﬁa
license, may be a ground for disciplinary action by the respective state licensing board. A
ccrtified copy of the record of the disciplinary action taken against the licensee by another state,
an agency of thé federal government, or another country ‘shall be conclusive evidence of the
events related therein. |

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

| CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Discipline Restricti'on or Limitationlmpbsed by' Another State)

7.  Respondent John Namala Samuel Rajaratnam, M.D. is subject tb ciisciplinary acj’fion
undgf sections 2227, 2305 and 141 in that the State 6f Maryland issued an order revbking
Respondent’s medical license in that state effective March 1, 2_01 8. The circumstances are as
follows: .

8.  Onor about October 10, 2017, Respondent enteréd into a Consent Order with a
Disciplinary Panel of the Maryland State Board of Physicians, that concluded as a matter of law
that the public health, safety and welfare imperatively required emergency action; that
Respondent was professibnally, physically, or mentally incompetent; and that suspe'nded.his
license and reduired him to enroll in the Maryland Professional Rehabilitation Program and to
fully cooperate with that program’s referrals, rules and requirements. Respondent reenrolled in
the program, but thereafter rescinded his consent to the program and failed and refused to meet

with the psychiatrist to whom he had been referred by that program. During a January 10; 2018

3 ,
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hearing before the disciplinary panel, Respondent and his counsel appeared and did not dispute
that Respondent -had violated the terms of the consent order. The disciplinary parfel determined
that the appropriate penalty for Respondent’s refusal to cooperate with the rehabilitation program
and failure to comply with the terms of the consent order was revocation of his medical licénse.

9.  The Maryland Order attached as Exhibit A, and as described in paragraph 8, above,
comprises unprofeésional conduct and cause for discipline pursuant t§ sectidns 2305 and/or 141
of the Code. ,

DISCIPLINARY CONSIDERATIONS

10.  To determine the degree of discipline, if any, to be imposed on Respondent John
Namala Samuel Rajaratnam, M.D., Complainant alleges that on orl about January 2, iOOS, ina
prior disciplinary action entitled In the ‘Matter of the Accusation Against John Namala Samuel
Rajaratnam, M.D. before the Medical Board of California, in Case Nu’mber 04-2004-163478,
Respondent's license was revoked with revocaﬁon stayed and Respondent placed on probation for
a period of ﬁvé years, with terms and conditions including one year of actual suspension. Thaf
decision is now final and is incorporated by reference aé if fully set forth herein. Respondent
obtained an early termination of probation in that matter effective January 11, 2013.

| PRAYER

WHEREFORE Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged
and that following the hearing, the Medical Board of California issue a de01s1on

1. Revoking or suspendmg Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate Number A5 1207
issued to John Namala Samuel Rajaratnam, M.D.; ‘

2.  Revoking, suspending or denying approval of John Namala Samuel Rajaratnam,
M.D.'s authority to supervise physician assistants and advanced practiée nurses; _

3. Ordering John Namala Samuel Rajaratnam, M.D., if placed on probatic;n, to pay the |
Board the costs of probation monitoring; and |
"

1"
/!
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4.  Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

DATED:

7Y //MW

SF2018400572
41983217.docx

KIMBEﬁLY KI HMEYER
Executive D1re tar

Medical Board of California
Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California '
Complainant -
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IN THE MATTER OF * BEFORE THE MARYLAND

*

SAMUEL RAJARATNAM, M.D, STATE BOARD OF

Respondent * PHYSICIANS

License Number: D76564 * Case Number: 2016-0871A
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CONSENT ORDER

Disciplinary Panel A of the Maryland State Board of Physicians (the "Board®)
voted to summarily suspend the medica! license of the Respandent, pursuant to Md.
Code Ann., Stale Gov't § 10-226(c){2)(i) (2014 Repl. Vol. & 2015 Supp.j, concluding
that the public health, safety, or welfare imperatively requires emergency actioh.
Disciplinary Pane! A also voted to charge the Respondent under the Maryland Medical
Practice Act (the "Act”), Md. Code Ann., Health Oac. § 14-404(a)(4) - is professionally,
physically or mentally incompetent.

Prior to the issuance cf an Order of Summary Suspension and charges, the
Respondent agreed to enter into the following Consent Crder, consisting of Findings of
Fact, Conclusions of Law, Order and Consent. |

FINDINGS OF FACT

Disciplinary Panel A finds:
1. At all times relevant, the Respondent was a physician licensed to practice
medicine in the State of Maryland, The Respondent was initially licensed in Maryland
on or about August 1, 2013, and his license is presently active through September 30,

2019.



2, The Respondent trained as a psychiatrist, is not board certrfred In &@ny specialty,

The Respondent has worked as a Medrcal Director at three facilities srnce Ootober

- 2014; from October 2014 through Ootober 2015 at Facility A; from August 2015 through

February 2017 at Facrhty B; and from January 3, 2017 to September 18, 2017, at ’

Facility C."

3. On or about April 28, 2016 the Board received a complamt from two socral

- warkers employed by Facrlrty B, alleging that the Respondent had recommended that a

former patrent ("Patient A") share her prescription for Seroquet2 with her minor son.

4. 7 After receiving the complaint, the Board rnrtrated an rnvestrgatron and on Ootober

31, 20186, notified the Respondent of its rnvestrgatron and requested a written response
to the allegations. 7

5. On orabout November 7 2016 the Respondent through his attorney, submitted

a written response to the complarnt

'6. Board staff subpoenaed the Respondent’s personnel and medical files and

oonduoted interviews of the Respondent and several witnesses,

7. Following  a review of the rnvestrgatrve documents in furtheranoe of rts

rnvestrgatron the Board ordered that the Respondent be evaluated by the Maryland '

Proteseronal Rehabrtrtatron Program ("MPRP"), The Respondent met with MPRP on or

about August 21, 2017. |

8. On August 28,2017, as part of MPRP's evaluation, Dr A a neuropsychologrst

evaluated the Respondent

" order to maintain confidentiality, facility, patient and employee nambes will not be used in this docurnent, but
WrH be provided to the Respondent on request.
? Psychot ropic ‘medication ‘commonly used. in the treatment of bipolar disorder, schizaphrenia and

depression.
2



9, As a result of Dr. Als ne’uropsyohological evaluation, he rfecommended that the ;

Respondent disoontinUe the praotice of rnedicinea | |

10. As a result of 1ts comprehensrve assessment MPRP opmed that the chntcal team
was unabte to endorse that the Respondent had the abmty to practtoe medicine in a

safe and competent manner Consequently, MPRP requested that the Respondent stgn
a praotlce oessatton agreement and contacted hlS employer at Practice C to share the:

'recommendatxon

~ CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
Based on the foregoing facts, Panel A oonoludes that the public health, safety or
welfare mperattvety requires emergency aotton m thlS case, pursuant to Md. Code Ann.,

State Govt § ’IO 226 (c)(2)( (2014 Repl, Vol. & 2016 Supp) Panel A also oonoludes

that the Respondent is profesetonally, physloally or mentally tnoompetent in v:olatton of

H.O. § 14- -404(a)(4).

' ORDER
His, on the affirmative vote of & ‘majority of thequorUm of Board Disciplinary
Panal A, hereby:

ORDERED that the Respondents license to practtoe medtotne is SUSPENDED ;

_ eub]ect to the following terms and conditions:

* To maintain confidentiality, specific information regarding Dr. A's evaluation or the assessment of MPRP
dlt not be referenced in this document, The Respondent may obtain from the Admlmstratnve Prosecutor
cuments supporting the evaluahon and assessment.

3



1. The Respondent shall enroll in the Maryland Professronat Rehabutatron’
Program (“MPRP”) Wxthrn 5 busmess days the Respondent shall contact MPRP to
schedule an rnrt al consultatton for _enroliment. Within 15 business davs ,,the
Respondent shall enter |nto a Partrorpant Rehabrt tatton Agreement and Participant
-Rehabmtatron Plan with MPRP The Respondent shatl fully and trmety COOperate and
comply with all of MPRP's referrals rules and requrrements rnoludlng but not trmrted to,
the terms and conditions of the Partrcrpant Rehabrhtatron Agreement(s) and Partrorpant ;
Rehabrhtatron Ptan(s) entered into wrth MPRP and shall fu!y partrorpate and comply
with “all therapy, treatment, evatuatrons and toxicology screenrngs as drrected by

MPRP;

‘ 2. The Respondent shaH srgn and update the wnt ten release/oonsent forms
; requested or requrred by the Board and MPRP. The Respondent shatt srgn the ,
release/consent forms to authonze MPRP to make verbal and wrltten disclosures to the .
‘ Board, including dlsotosure of any and all MPRP reoords and files possessed by MPRP. :
The Respondent shall also sign any written release/consent forms to authorize MPRP to
‘exchange with (i.e., dtsclose to and receive from) outside entities (rncludlng all of- the
Respondents ourrent theraprsts and treatment providers) verbal and written |nformatron
oonoernmg the Respondent and to ensure that MPRP is authorized to receive the ,
medtoal records of the Respondent motudrng but not limited to mental health’ and drug
or alcohol treatment records;

3. Tne Respondent shatt be reSponsrbte for ensuring that any treatment
provider(s) submit written reports to the MPRP and to the Board at least once every

three (3) months regardtng his attendanoe, progress, payment of fees, and .



recommendations as to the continuation, frequency, and/or termination of treatment
The Respondent shall sign any consent forms requrred to authorrze Drsorplrnary Panel A
and the MPRP +to receive wrltten reports from hrs treatlng mental health and health
, professronals or any treatment provrders ' |

CAND T IS FURTHER ORDERED that if and when the MPRP fmds that ‘the
Respondent is safe to praotroe medicine and if the Respondent has complred with
condrtrons above, the Respondent may submit a written petrtron to the Panel ta Irft the '
‘suspension of the Respondents license and may be requrred to appear before the
rPaneI to drsouss hrs petrtlon Upon relnstatement Drscrplmary Pe nel A may 1mpose :
conditions on the Respondents return to praotrce and it is further

ORDERED that if the Respondent altegedly fails to compiy with any terms or
kcondrttons of this Consent Order the Respondent shall be given notroe and an
opportumty for a hearrng If there is a genurne drspute as to a material fact the heanng
shall be before an Administrative Law Judge of the Office of Admrnrstratrve Hearings. If
there is no genurne drspute as to a material fact, the Respondent shall be given a show |
cause hearing before the Board or Panel A, and it is further

ORDERED thattif, after the appropriate hearing the Board or Panel A determtnes
that the Respondent has falled to comply wrth any term or condrtron of this Consent
Crder, the Board or Panel A may reprimand the Respondent place the Respondent on
probation with  appropriate  terms and condrtrons, or suspend or revoke the
Respondent’s license to practice medicine in Maryland. The Board or Panel A may, in
addition to one or more of the sanctions set forth above impose a civil monetary fine

upan the Respondent; and it is further



ORDERED that the Respondent shall comply wrth the Maryland Medical Practice
Act, Md. Code Ann Health Oce. §§ 14 101——14 702, and all laws and regutatrons
governrng the practroe of medrcrne in Maryland and itis further
ORDERED that the Respondent is responsrbe for all costs |ncurred in futfrthng
| the terms and condmons of thrs Consent Order and it is further |
ORDERED that unless stated otherwrse in the order, any time perrod prescrrbed
~in this order begrns when the Consent Order goes into effect The Consent Order goes
into effect upon the signature of the Board' S E‘xecutrve;Drrector, who signs on behalf of
Panel A; and it is further | k | )
ORDERED that this Consent Order 1S a public document pursuant to Md Code
Ann., Gen. Ptov §§ 4—101 etseq (2014 Vol. & 2016 Supp)

Lo } s ' /) "2 o/
ig/ 1% / A i 7 IR UWW% L’fvybé»(i{éﬁ}
Date ' | : Christine A. Farrelly © % { | ey
' ‘ : Executive Director \,-// At

Maryland State Board of Physicians

CONSENT
1, Samuel Rajaratnam M.D., acknowledge that | was represented by counsel ‘
before entermg this Consent Order. By thrs Consent and for' the purpose of resolving
the issues raised by the Board t agree and ‘accept to be bound by the foregorng
Consent Order and its condrtrons |
[ acknowledge the validity of this VCon'sent Order as if entered into after the
conclusion of a formal evidentiary hearing in which | would have had the right to

counsel, to confront witnesses, to give testimony, to call withesses on my own behalf,

B



and to all other substantive and procedural protectxons provided by the law. | agree to
lorego my opportunity to challenge these allega’uons I aoknowiedge the legal authonty
and le’!SdJCflOﬂ of the Board to initiate these proceedmgs and to issue and enforce this
Consent Order, | afﬂrm that I'am Wawmg my right to appeal any adverse ruling of a
dxsc:plmary panel of the Board that | might have f:led after any suoh hearmg

I s:gn 'thIS Consent Order after having an opportumty to consult with counsel
voluntarily and - thhout reservataon and | fully Lnderstand and comprehend the

language, meaning and terms of the Consent Order.

Date Samue! Rajaratnam M D.
Respondent
‘ NOTARY

STATE OF MARYLAND
CITYICOUNTFY OF 10 [ iort

[ HEREBY CERTIEY that on this /S0 gay of O Ao~ 2017, before me,

a Notary Pubhc of the foregoing State and C:ty/County, personally appeared Samue[
Rajaratham, M.D., and made oath in dus form of law that signing the forégoing Consent
Order was his voluntary act and deed. |

AS WITNESSETH my hand and notarial seal.

Qw @yﬂaf Ar/ rujo)
' Notary fa /10

My Commission expires: / DL/ D/Q,L)) 7 CERERY A’I‘TESTAND CERTIEY DR
7 PENALTY OF PERJURY ONL[E&LM
THAT THE FORGOING DOCUMENT 1§ A
FULL, TRUE AND CORRECT COPY OF THE
ORIGINAL ON FILE IN MY OFFICE AND

IN MY LEGAL CUSTODY.

' CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS
MARYLAND BOARD OF PHYSICIANS
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IN THE MATTER OF | * BEFORE‘THE
SAMUEL RAJARATNAM, M.D. e MARYLANDSTATE
| Respondent (IR L ‘veoARo oF,r?HYsrc;ANs
: License Number D76564 o ;  * V'Cas‘:e N’urnber:‘ ‘771‘8-0040/1\‘

ORDER AFTER SHOW CAUSE HEARING

’ On October 'tO 2017 Samuel Rajaratnam M. D entered |nto a Consent Order
i""wrth Drsolpllnary Panel A of the I\/laryland State Board of Physrcrane ("Panel A") that

| suspended his lloense and requrred hrm to enroll in the Maryland Professronal B
’ 'Rehabmtatron Program (“MPRP”) and fulty and trmety oooperate and oomply Wrth all ot '
MPRPS referrats rules and requrrements Dr. Rajaratnam enroHed in MPRP on
FOotober 27’ 2017 but then rescinded hrs consent and failed to meet wth the
" psyohlatrlst he was referred o by MPRP Dr. Rajaratnam thereby farled to oomply wrth -
the condltrons of the Consent Order

On December 7, 2017, Panel Aissued a Vrolatron of Consent Order and NO’[ICGV
to Show Cause why addmonal eanotrons should not be rmposed agamst hrs ||cense
. based on his failure to oomply wrth the oondrtrons of the Consent Order. Dr. Rajaratnam
appeared at a Show Cause hearlng on January 10,-2018, betore Panel A. The State
argued that Dr Rajaratnams vrolatlon warranted a revooa’uon of his hoense Dr
Rajaratnam did not deny that he Vlolated the Consent Order but argued against turther
sanction. | o

FINDINGS OF ‘FACT
Dr. Rajaratnam was licensed by the Board on August 1, 2013, and his Iioense

states the expiration date of September 30, 2019. Dr. Rajaratnam was trained as a



psychra‘rrist, but is not board-certified in any specialty. He'»was, employed:as a medical
director at Facility A from October 2014 through October 2015; at Facrhty B from August,
2015 through February 2017 and at Facility C from January 3 2017’ untrl September\ d
18, 2017..

On April 26, 2016, :the Board reoeived a Complaint from two social workers
vemployed by Facility B allegrng that Dr Rajaratnam had recommended thata former
patrent share her prescnptron of Seroquel an antlpsyohotrc medrcatlon W|th her minor
~son.  The Board opened an lnvestrga’uon. As part'of the investigation, the Board
'obtained‘ a written respo’nse fromruDr. kRajaratn,am and subpoenaed his’ personnei a_ndv
medical files The Board also interviewed Dr. Rajara{nam ‘and several witnesses AIso
as part of the rnvestrgatron Panel A ordered that Dr Rararatnam be evaluated by'
MPRP, MPRP met wrth Dr. Rajaratnam and referred him fo a psyohologrst for an
| evaluation, under Md. Code Ann., Health Ooo. § 14-402. The psychologist
‘recommended that Dr. Rajaratnam‘discontinue the practice of medicine. Fo!lowing that
report, Disciplihary Panel A voted to summarily'suspend Dr. Rajarat_nam’s medical
license, pursuant to Md. Code Ann., State Gov't § 1'0—226(0) (2)(), conoluding'that the
publrc healith safety or welfare Imperatrvely required emergenoy action. Panel A also
voted to oharge Dr, Rajaratnam under the Maryland Medical Practice Act, Md. Code
Ann,, Health Occ. 1l § 14-404(a)(4), as “professionally, physroally, or mentarly

incompetent.” | | 7
On October 10, 2017, prior to the‘ir'ssuance of the Order of Summary Suspension
and disciplinary oharges, Dr. Rajaratnam entered into a Consent Order with Panel‘k/—\,

which concluded as a matter of law that the public health, safety or welfare imperatively



required emergency aotron pursuant to State Govt § 10-226tc)(2)(1) and conoluded
that Dr. Rajaratnam was professronatly, physxoally, or: mentally moompetent in onlatronr
of Health Ooc 1§ 14-404(a)(4). | | |

Under the terms ot the’Consent Order, Dr. Rajaratnam agreed that his medical
license would be suspended and that he woutd fully and satlsfaotonly oomply with-the

enumerated Condmons -including those regardlng hls mandatory partlmpatron in the

- MPRP. Condltron “ stated

1. The Respondent shall enroll in the Maryland Professronal Rehablhtatlon ,
Program (‘MPRP”).  Within 5 business days, the Respondent shall
contact MPRP to sohedule an initial consultation for enrollment. Within 15
busmess days the Respondent “shall enter into a Participant
Rehabilitation Agreement and Participant Rehablhtatron Plan with MPRP.
The ‘Respondent shall fully and timely cooperate and oomply with -all of
MPRP’s referrals, rules, and requirements, ineluding but not limited to, the
terms and oondmons of the Participant Rehabilitation Agreement( ) and -
Participant Rehabilitation Plan(s) entered into with MPRP, and shall Tully

- participate and oomply with -all therapy, treatment, evatuatlons and
toxicology screenings as dlreoted by MPRP[ ]

The Consent Order further stated

ORDERED that rf the Respondent atiegedly fails to comply with any terms
or conditions of this Consent Order, the Respondent shall be given notice
and an opportunity for a hearing. If there is a genuine dispute as to
material fact, the hearing shall be before an Administrative Law Judge of
the Office of Administrative Hearings. If there is no genuine dispute as to.
a material fact, the Respondent shall be given -a show cause hearing
before the Board or Panel A; and it is further

ORDERED that if, after the appropnate hearing, the. Board or Panel A
determines that the Respondent has failed to comply with any term or
condition of this Consent Order, the Board or Panel A may reprimand the
Respondent place the Respondent on probation with appropriate terms
and conditions, or suspend or revoke the Respondent’s license to practice
medicine in Maryland. The Board or Panel A may, in addition to one .or
more of the sanctions set forth above, impose a civil monetary fme upon
the Respondent].]

By signing the Consent Order, Dr. Rajaratnam agreed to each of these conditions.



On Qctober 27, 2017, pursuant to the terms of the Consent Order, Dr.

Rajaratnam enrplled in MPRP. On November 8, 2017, Dr. Rajraratnam sent an email to’
7 MERP etatt ;ertating “i [sio]r rhereby reveke any cbnsents rnade dnder:durees.” MPRD
reported this to the Board as a “C,:rltioal el/ent.” On Novernber 13, 201?, Dr. Rajaratnam “
contacted Board starf,vsta‘ting that khe ‘dofes] not want to ‘c'ontlnue with renewal of [his]
l\_/laryland Medical License.” -On or 'around Novernber 14,,2‘()’1’7, Dr Rajaratnam‘was
instructed to Schedule an appointment with Dr. A a psychiatrist On November ‘16
2017, Dr. A contacted MPRP and rnformed MPRP staff that Dr Rajaratnam stated that
he only Wanted to meet with Dr Ato discuss professronal issues and not personal
matters. Dr. A explained to Dr. Rajaratnam that a psychiatric evaluation Could not be
restricted in that way. Dr. Rajaratnam did notsche‘clule an appOlntrnent With Dr. A.and
did not rneet Dr. A. . On November 17, 2017, MPRP closed Dr. Rajaratnam’s_case for
Cause MPRP listed the following reasons for his discharge: “1) [Dr Rajaratnam s]k
refusal to grant consent to Correspond WIth treatment providers; 2) [hls} lack of tlmely
responses; 3) dictating the terms of [hrs] psychiatric evaluation; and 4) Contrnulng to
view our clinical case managem'ent process in a legal manner (fdr example, insisting on
recording our Clinlcalmeetlngs).” |

On December 7, 2017, the Attorney Gene‘ral’s Office issued a Violation of’
Consent Order and Notice to Show Cause. On-January 10, 2'Ol7,‘ Disciplinary Panel A
held a Show Cause hearing at which Dr, Rajaratham and hls_ieOLrnsel appeared. lAt the
hearing, Dr. Rajaratnam argued that there were mltigating circumstances and asked
that his Consent Order be modified to permit him to continue his rehabilitation in

California. He stated that he would agree not to renew his license.



Dr. Rajaratnam did not deny that he revoked his agreernent to participate with
MPRP nor-does he: deny that he. fauled to schedu|e an: apponntment or meet wrth the
psychlatrlst as MPRP requrred for evaluatron and treatment At the Shovv »Cvausre
hearmg,, Dr. Rajaratnam s counsel kstated that “{t]here doee not appear to be rnateriyal,‘
dikspute of factin this'case"and "[w]e‘are not c’ontesting a vio_lationﬁ

Instead, Dr. Rajaratnam argued that hie violation Was because ‘df a temporary-,
medical condition that caused cogmtrve rmpatrment He atso claimed that he did not

: schedute the appomtment beoause he could not aﬁord to pay the fee
The State argued that Dr Rajaratnam S farlure to meet wuth Dr A constituted a
violatlon of the Consent Order and tha’thls fallure to comply w:th‘the ferms of the MPRP
j agreement warranted the revocatron of his llcense The State also argued that he was
‘ dtscharged from MPRP not because he coulid not pay the fee, but rather because he
rescinded his partmrpatton in MPRP that he described as belng 3|gned under duress.
: The State further stated that Dr. Rajaratnam attempted to set hmlts on the topics for htS‘
vmeetmg with Dr. A, Based on concems of pubhc heaith -and safety, the State argued
that revocation or a letter of surrender were the only safe sanctions avaﬂabte to the
- panel. | |
'CONCLUSION OF LAW

Dr. Rajaratnam wae required under condition “1" of the Consent Order to "fully
and timely cooperate and co"mply with all of MPRP’SF referrala, rules, and reguirements,”
and to' “fully participate and comply “with all therapy, trea‘tme‘nt, evaluations, and

toxicology screenings as directed by MPRP."



Dr. R.ajaratnam failed to comply with MPRP’s requirenwents. ’Hefrescinded his
oensent {0 tneafment througn MPRP. Dr. Rajaratnam failed to schedule an appoin{ment
- or meet with Dr A for ekpeyc'hiatrirc evaluetion, thereby f'airling”";e complrry_withi MPRP"S |
referrels‘for “fherapy, treaﬁtment, [and/'o‘r‘] evaluations.” Dr. R'ajaratnam does no{ centest
" that he violated the CQnsent vOrder{ | | | |

Disciplinary Penel A concludes that Dr. Rajaratnam Violaied condition “1” of the
October 10, 2017 Consent Order,

SANCTION

In determznlng the appropnate sanction for VIolatmg the Consent Order Panel A
conSIders the underlylng conduct and the nature of the v10latlon Pnor fo entenng into :
~the. Consent Orde’r, Dr. Rajaratnam was examined by a ’psychologis’[, who -
recommended that Dr. ﬁra‘jaretna:m discontinue th’e.bra’ctice of medicine. Panel A did '
not revoke Dr. Rajaratnam'’s license at that time, but rather entered into a Consent
Order with Dr. Rajaratnam to gwe hlm an opportunlty to obtain treatment and if he was
deemed safe to practlce to lift the suspensnon Instead of taking advantage of the
opportunity presented by the Consent Order, Dr(Rajaratnem violated the Consent
Order’s conditions mere weeks after he éntered into the agreement; The fappropriete
sanction for Dr. Réjaratnam’s failure to comply with the terms of his Conisent‘O_rder by
not coo'pereﬁn_g with ‘the recommendations of MPRP is the revocation of his medical
license.

T IS, thus, by Board Disci'nlinary Panel A, hereby
ORDERED that Samuel Rajaratnam M.D.’s license, License Nurnber D76564, to

practice rnedlcme in Maryland is REVOKED; and it is further



ORDERED that this Orderis a‘public document.
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Date! | - Ellen Douglas Smith, Deputy Director
‘ o - Maryland State Board of Physicians -




