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The above-entitled matter came on for hearing before the Minnesota Board of Medical
Practice (“Board”) on May 9, 2015, at University Park Plaza, 2829 University Avenue S.E.,
Minneapolis, Minnesota. The Board conducted a hearing pursuant to the procedure set forth in
the Stipulation and Order (“2014 Order”) entered into by the Board and Jonathan G. Peterson,
M.D. (“Respondent™), and approved on January 11, 2014. At the hearing, the Board’s Complaint
Review Committee (“Committee”) presented, by affidavit, documentation of Respondent’s
violations of the 2014 Order. Respondent presented, by affidavit, documentation of his attempts
to comply with the 2014 Order.

Jason T. Pleggenkuhle, Assistant Attorney General, appeared and presented oral
argument on behalf of the Committee. Harvey Friedenson, Esq., and Cindy Lavorato, Esq.,
appeared and presented oral argument on behalf of Respondent. Gregory J. Schaefer, Assistant
Attorney General, was present as legal adviser to the Board. The following members of the
Board were present: Mark A. Eggen, M.D.; V. John Ella, J.D.; Sarah L. Evenson, J.D., MBA;
Dr. Eduardo T. Fernandes; Rebecca J. Hafner-Fogarty, M.D., MBA; Subbarao Inampudi, M.B.,
B.S., FACR; Irshad H. Jafri, M.B., B.S., FACP; Kelli Johnson, MBA; Gerald T. Kaplan, M.A.,
L.P.; Charles F. Moldow, M.D.; Allen G. Rasmussen, M.A.; Maria K. Statton, M.D., Ph.D.; Jon

V. Thomas, M.D., MBA; and Joseph R. Willett, D.O., FACOI. Charles F. Moldow, M.D., did



not vote in the matter. Mark A. Eggen, M.D.; Gerald T. Kaplan, M.A., L.P.; Irshad H. Jafri,
M.B., B.S., FACP; and Maria K. Statton, M.D., Ph.D., were members of the Committee that
initially reviewed this matter, and therefore, they did not participate in deliberations and did not
vote in the matter.

Based on the testimony, records, and arguments in this matter, the Board makes the
following:

FINDINGS OF FACT

L Respondent was licensed by the Board to practice medicine and surgery in the
State of Minnesota on January 20, 1990. Respondent is board-certified in general psychiatry.

2 On January 11, 2014, the Board adopted a Stipulation and Order (“2014 Order”)
based on Respondent’s violation of Minn. Stat. § 147.091, subd. 1(g) (unethical conduct),
(k) (unprofessional conduct), and (o) (failure to maintain adequate medical records). The 2014
Order was based upon, among other things, Respondent maintaining inappropriate boundaries
and personal relationships with three patients. The 2014 Order reprimanded Respondent and
imposed conditions and restrictions upon Respondent’s license to practice medicine and surgery
in the State of Minnesota, including but not limited to paragraph 5.b., which required Respondent
to successfully complete a professional boundaries course, approved in advance by the
Complaint Review Committee (“Committee”) or its designee, within one year of the date of the
2014 Order.

. 8 The 2014 Order required Respondent to successfully complete a professional
boundaries course, approved in advance by the Committee or its designee, by no later than

January 11, 2015. On multiple occasions, Respondent acknowledged that he was not in

compliance with the 2014 Order.



4, In correspondence to Board staff dated February 9, 2015, and March 23, 2015,
Respondent admitted that he had failed to complete a pre-approved professional boundaries

course by January 11, 2015, in violation of the 2014 Order.

5. On or about January 7, 2015, Respondent sent a letter via facsimile to Board staff
stating he was unable to find a professional boundaries course to complete as required by his
2014 Order and he was prohibited—for personal, financial, and prolessional reasons—irom
completing a professional boundaries course. Respondent requested the opportunity to meet and

discuss these issues with the Committee.

6. The Committee requested that Respondent appear before it to discuss
Respondent’s failure to complete a pre-approved professional boundaries course by January 11,
2015. Respondent’s conference with the Committee was continued twice at Respondent’s
request. Subsequently, Respondent failed to appear for his scheduled conference with the
Committee.

CONCLUSIONS

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Board makes the following conclusions of
law:

1. Any of the foregoing Findings of Fact that are more appropriately considered
conclusions of law are hereby adopted as such.

2., The Board has jurisdiction in this matter pursuant to Minn. Stat. §§ 147.001-
147.37,214.10, and 214.103 (2014).

3, The Board and the Committee gave proper notice in this matter and have fulfilled

all relevant substantive and procedural requirements of law and rule.






