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XAVIER BECERRA

Attorney General of California

JANE ZACK SIMON

Supervising Deputy Attorney General

KEITH C. SHAW

Deputy Attorney General

State Bar No. 227029
455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000
San Francisco, CA 94102-7004
Telephone: (415) 703-5385
Facsimile: (415) 703-5480

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE ‘
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Mattrzr of the Accusation Against, Case No, 800-2015-019328
JAYAPRAKASH AYILLATH OAH No. 2017070756 -
GOSALAKKAL, M.D.
: ' DEFAULT DECISION
1026 Thicket Walk AND ORDER
Dayton, OH 45429

| [Gov. Code, §11520]
Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate No,
AT4084

Respbﬁdeﬂt.

| ‘ BACKGROUND.
On June 15, 2017, an employee of the Medical Board of California (Board) sent by -
certified mail a copy of Accusation No. 800~2015—019328,. Statement to Respondent, Noﬁcé of

Defense in blank, copies of the relevant sections of the California Administrative Procedure Act

© ag required by sections 11503 and 11505 of the Government Code, and a request for discovery, to

Jayaprakash Ayillath Gosalakkal, M.D, (R(,spondent) at his address of ‘record with the Board,
1026 Thicket Walk, Daytou, Ohto 43429 (Exhibit Package, Exhibit 14 Accusa’cmn package, prooi

"The evidence in support of this Defanlt Decision and Order is submitied herewith as the
“Bxhibit Package.”

i

(JAYAPRAKASH AYILLATH GOSALAKKAL, M.D.) DEFAULT DECISION & ORDER (800-2015-019328).




oD -3 vy W B

10
11
12
13
14
15
10

17

18
19

20

21
22
23
24
25

26

27
28

of service.) On or about June 23, 2017, Respoadent signed and returned a Notice of Defense,
requesting a hearing in this matter, (Exhi.bﬁ Package, Exhibit 2, Notice of Defense.) Respondent
and Complainant communicated on July 14, 2017, via email, agreeing to have the case set for
hearing on N’o{/ember 2, 2017, (Exhibit Package, Exhit;it 6, Dsqléraﬁon of Deputy Attorney
General Keith C. Shaw.) '

On July 21, 2017, a Notice of Hearing was served by mail on Respondent at his address of
i'ecord, informing him that an admiﬁistraﬁvé hearing in this matter was gscheduled for November
2, 2017, commencing at 9:00 am. (Exhibit Package, BExhibit 3, Netice of Hearing, proof of
service.) Respondent and Complainant communicated on July 235, 2017, via email, confirming
the hearing had been set for November 2, 2017, (Exhibit Package, Exhibit 6, Declaration of
Deputy Attorney General Keith C. Shaw.) Thc, email address used by Respondent for |
communications with Complainant is the same email address listed on the Notice of Defense.
(Exhibit Package, Exhibit 6, Declaration of Deputy Attorney General Keith C. Shaw.)

Respondent did not appear at the November 2, 2017 hearing, The Adminisfrativc Law
Fudge found that proper nofice of the hearing had been provided, and declared Respondent to be
in default. (Bxhibit Package, Findings and Declaration of Default; Order of Remand, Exhibit 4,)

| FINDINGS OF FACT

1. K;imb erly Kirchimeyer is the E‘xwutivc Director of the Board, The charges and
allegations in the Accusaﬁoﬁ were al all times brought and made 'solrely in the official capacity of
the Board’s Executive Director. |

2. On or about March 15, 2001, the Board issued Ph?sician's and Surgeon's Certificate
N‘o; AT74084 fo Respondent, The Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate: wag current at all times
velevant to the charges brought herein and will expire on March 31, 2019, unless renewed. On
April 14, 2017, an out-of-state suspension order was issued by the Board. (Bxhibit Package,
Exhibit 5, licerise certification.)

3. Onorabout June 15, 2017, Respondent was duly served with an Accusation, alleging

causes for discipline against Respondent.” Respondent filed a Notice of Defense to contest the
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Board’s aéﬁon against him and requested a hearing, Respondent failed to appear at a properly
noﬁced hearing, and I_iespondent was declared to be in default. '

"4, The allegations of the Accusation are true as follows: | _

On January 11, 2017, the State Medical Board of Ohio (Ohio B.oard) issued an Entry of

Order (Order) revoking Resﬁozzd@nt’s tcense to practice medicine in the,Stat;e of Ohio, effective
immediately. The Order was based on factual findings that Respoﬁdent made a false, misleading,
or deceptive statement in his Appli.cation for Physician Licensuré (Application) with the Ohio
Board in two instances: ‘

i.  Respondent provided an answer in the Application that he had never had his
privileges limited, suspended o terminated, or been requested to withdraw from or
resign from any hospital or clinie. In ‘facf, in February 2011, Réspondent had his
clinical pﬁvﬁ eges restricted under a term of exclusion at the University Hospitals

. of Leicester in the United Kingdom.

ii.  Respondent provided an answer in the Application that he had never been
terminated or requested to resign from a position with a medical practice
organization, either public or private. However, in October 2011, Respondent had
his employiment terminated with the University Hospitals of Leicester in the
United Kingdom. Respondent failed to sﬁbsequenﬂy notify the Ohio Board as
required prior to the issuance of his Ohio medical license on December 9, 2011.

- A copy of the Order issued by the Ohio Board is attached is attached to the Accusation,
Exhibit Package, Exhibit 1.
DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

5. Purguant to the foregoing Findings of Fact, Respondent’s conduct and the action of
the Ohio Bnﬁrd constitute cause for discipline within the meaning of Business aﬁd Professic)n§
Code sections 2305 and 141(a). |

| " DISCIPLINARY ORDER

Physician’s andl Surgeor’s certificate number A74084 issued to J ayapralcﬁsh Avyillath

Gosalakkal, M.D, is hereby REVOKED, '
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Respondent shall not be deprived of making a request for relief from de.ﬁéult as set forth 10
Government Code section 11520(c) for good cause shown. However, such showing must be
made in writing by way of & motion to vacate the defavlt decision and directed to the Medical
Board of California at 2005 Evergreen Street, Suite 1200, Sacramento, CA 95815 within seven
(7) days of the S@rvicé of this Decision,

This Decision will become effective Wecember. 15 JRO17

It is 50 ordered on November 16 _,2017.

'MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

i

Kimberly Kifrchmeyer
Executive Director

SF2017203230
41875733, doc
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State Bar No. 227029
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" Facsimile: (413) 703-5480

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
MEDICAL BOARD OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
It the Matter of the Accusation Agalnst: Caée No. 800-2015-019328
Jayaprakash Ayillath Gosalakkal, MD.  |ACCUSATION
1026 Thicket Walk | -
Dayton, OI1 45429
Physici#n’s, and Surgeon's Certificate
No. A74084, : o

Respondent.

Complainant alleges:
PARIIES

1. Kimberly Kirchmeyer {Complainant) brings this Accusation solely in her official
capacity as the Executive Director of the Medieal Board of California (Board). .

2. Onor about March 15, 2001, the Medical Board issued Physician's and Surgeon's.
CertiﬁgatcrNumbqr AT74084 1o Jayaprakash Ayillath Gosalakkal, M.D. (Respondent), The
Physician's and S{Jrgcbn's Centificate was in full force and effect at ali times relevant to the
ohérges brought herein and will expite on March 31, 2019, unless renewed.

JURISDICTION |
3, This Actusation is brought before the Board under the authority of the following
sections of the California Business and Professions Code (Code) and/or-other relevant statutory
gnactment:

]
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A, Section 2227 of the Code provides in part that the Board muy revoke,
suspend for a period not to exceed one year, or place on probation, the lcense of any
licensee who has been found guilty under the Medical Praotice Act, and may recover the
costs of probation monitoting, '

8. Section 2305 of the Code provides, in part, that the revocation, suspension,

or other discipling, restriction or limitation imposed by another stato upon a license to
practice medicine issued by' thai state, or the revocation, suspension, or restriction of the
avthority to practice medicine by any agency of the federal government, that would have
been grounds for discipline in California under the Medical Practice Act, constitutes

grounds for discipline for unprofessional conduct.
C. Section 141 of'the Code provides:

“(a) For any ticensee holding a license issued by a board under the jurisdiction of
the department, a disciplinary action taken by another state, by any agency of the
federal government, or by another country for any act substantially related to the
practice regulated by the California license, may be a ground for disciplinacy action
by the respective state licensing board. A certified copy of the record of the
disciplinary action taken againsi the licensee b{'y apother state, an apency of the
federa] government, of by another country shall be conchusive evidence of the events
related theréin,

{b) Nothing in this section shall preclude a board from applying a specific
statitory provision in the lidensing det adininistersd by the board that provides for
discipline based upon a disciplisiary action taken against that licenseg by another
siate, an agency oig the federal government, or another country.”

CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Discipline, Restriction, or Limitaﬁon Tmposed by Another State)

4. OnJanvary 11,2017, the State Medical Board of Ohio issued an Entry of Order
(Order) regarding Respondent’s license to practice medicine in the State of Ohio. The Qrder
revoked the medical license of Respondent to practice medicine and surgery in the State of Ghip,
effective mmediately.

5. The Otder incorporates the Report and Recommendation (Report) of the State

Medical Board of Ghio (Qhio anré). The Ohio Board’s actions are predicated upon the

| following fuctual find ings eontained in the Repott:
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a. OnlJuly 25, 20}4, the Fitnoss to Practice Panel of the Medical Practitioner’s
Tribunal Service inthe United Kingdom issued a Decision which suspended
Respondent’s medical license in that jurisdiction for a period of six manths due to
Respondent being found impaired by reason of misconduct;

b, [n or around May 2011, Respondent submitted an Application for Physician

- Licensuwre (Application) with the Ohio Board which included an affidavit certifted
under oath that all Information p::widt:éi in the Application was true and all
guestions had been answered truthfully and complete. Respondent further certified
in the Application that should any changes oceur to the answers subimitted in the
Application prior to a license being granted by the Ohio Board, he would
immediately notify the Ohio Board in writing of any changes, On December 9,
2011, Respondent’s Application was granted by the Ohio Board and he was
licensed to practice in Ohio. '

¢. The Report found that Respondent made a false, misleading, or deceptive
statement in his Application in two instances:

i Respondent pmvided‘zm answer in the Application that he had never had

~ his privileges limited, suspended or terminated, orbeen requested to

withdraw from or resign from any hospital or clinie. In fact, in February
2011, Respondém had his clinical privileges restricted under a term of
exclugion at the University Hospitals of Leicester in the United Kingdom,

i, Respondent provided an answer in the Application that he had never been
terminated or requested to resign from a position with a medical practice
organization, either public or private, However, in October 2011,
Respondent had his employment terminated with the University Hospitals
of Leicester in the United Kingdom. Respondent failed to subsequently
notify the Ohio Boatd as required prior to the issuance of his Chio medical

license on December 9, 2011,
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I | A true and correct copy of the Order aﬁnd Reporfissued by the Ohio Board is attached as Exhibit
A.

6. Respondent’s conduct and the action of the Ohio Medical Board, as set forth in
paragrephs 4 and 5 above, constitute cause for discipline pursuant to seetions 2305.and/or 14] of
the Code, |

RAYER
WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged,

and that following the hearing, the Board issue a decision:

. T VT P .

1.~ Revoking or suspending Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate Number A74084,
10 || issued to Jayaprakash Ayillath Gosalakkal, M.D.; '
11 2. Revoking, suspending or denying approval of Jayaprakash Ayillath Gosalakkal,

12 || M.D.'s quthority to supervise physician assistants and advanced practice nurses;

13 3, Ordering Jayaprakash Ayillath Gosalakkal, M.D., if placed on probation, to pay the
14 || Board the costs of probation monitoring; and ' . '

15 4, Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

16 : \

17 || DATED: _June 15, 2017 { {M /
, KIMBERLY K CHMEYER
18 : : Executive Direltor
, - Medical Board of California
19 State of California,
© Complainast
20

21 || $F2017203230
41755438.doc
22 :

23
24
25
26
27
28
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BEFORE THE STATE MEDICAL BOARD OF OHIO

- INTHEMATTEROF . .
ok CASE NO. 15-CRF-109 -
JAYAPRAKASH AYILLATH ‘ E
GOSALARKAL, MD. s

ENTRY OF ORDER

- This matter ;ame on for conmderatzcm before the &»tme Medmal Bedrd of Ohio on Janiary

11, 2017.

Upon the Report-and Recommendation of Linda F. Mosbacher, Bsq, State Medical

Board Hearing Fxaminer, designated in this Matter pursvant to R,C., 4731.23, a true | copy
of which Report and Recommendation is attached hereto and incorporated herein, and
upon the approval and confirmation by vote of the Board on the above date, the following
Order is hereby entered on the Joumal of the State Medical Board of Ohm for the above
date.

Itis hereby ORDERED that:

- The certificate of Jayaprakash Ayillath Gosalakkal, M. 'D to practice
medicine and surgery in the Sta’se of tho ghall be REVOKED. '

This Order shall become eﬁfecnve Immedaateiy upon the mailing of thc notification of
approval by the Board..

%/ QA«W& 2]

- Kim &, Rothermel, M. D.
Secretary

{SEALY. .
Innparee 11, 2017

Date

. AGO-010

NN IR e S oy L e e




L RERT
| o BTATE MEDICAL BOARD
. OFOHio

BEFORE THE STATE MEDICAYL BOARD OF OHIO .

T the Mattér of , * S
‘ : ' ) Case No. 15-CRE-109
Jayaprakash Ayillath Gosalakkad, MLD,  *
: - Hearing Examiner Mosbacher
Respondent.. : -k S

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

Bisis e Jrrnnis:,

Ina muce of oppor tum[y for heaz mg, dafed vaember \4 2015 ¢ ‘mece:") tht: Statf: Medwai Board
or not o lmnt revoka, permamantly rey o}w, su,spehd‘ iefuse to ragmter or re:msta"ie hig’ cert:ﬁcatgz fo

practmg roedivine and surgery, or to zepx;mauﬂ him or piaae him on probation, The Board basngi
its pfoposed action on the feliowmg alegations.

Iniop or about July 23, 2014 the Filness to Practise Panel of‘ihe M{ﬁdmai Prartmﬂners 'lmbund
Service fnthe Utiited K iigdom issued & Declsion. Which suspended Dr. Gosalakkal’s reglstratmn in
that jurlsdiction, for & perfod of six months, Following an appeal, I,'Jr Gosalakka?b glispension
became effective in or.around August 2015,

““The Board's picpﬁsad actionsare i’utiher predwated ‘upon Dr: Gosai&klca.i’s May 201 Apphuatlon S

fot Phystoian Licensuce (“License: Application”); in which Dr. Gosalakkal affirmed that his answers
were truhf 1l and that bhe Votild iymediately notify the Board in wrlhng of any changes {o the
answeis of any of'the qwstmns contained inthe Lxcmsaﬂpplwaimn priortoa license bemg gianted
by the Board. The license-was granted oh "Decemberé? 201k

In the May 2011 License App]acatlon Tr, Gosalakkal dttested 1hat tie Had never-hud his clinjeal
privileges linifted: Jn fact, in or around Febrhaty 2011, Di Gosdlakkals clinical: privileges had -
besh restiictéd under a term of exclusion at Unwew?ty Hospitals. of Leloester. | D Gosalalkal
further: atiosted thaf his employment had nevér been tefininated. T, fast, Br Glosalaldal®s
empioymem at-University Iluspﬁals of mee&ter ended i Octcbe.r 2011, due tg the termmation of
his gontract, .

The Board further alleged that fhie July 2074 Tnbunal Servioe Decision, oonshtutes “(any. of the:
followihg dotions taken by #n agenoy responsible for authorizing, uextlfymg,, oF mgulatmg dn
individual to practice  health care-cooupation of providé health cae Services in this stete or anottier
Jurlsdzctzon, for any reason other than the nonpaynisht. of fees: the, Hmltation, revoeation; o
suspersion of an individual’s. license 1o pmcime Aeceptance of an individual’s Hoensé swrrender;
denia) of g license; zcﬁwal to renew or roinstate 1 lsbensa imposttion of probation; or issnaties of ‘




In the Matter of Gosalakkal, M.D,, ' Page 2
Case No, 15-CRE-109. :

ah order of oensure or other 1epr1mand ? as that olause 15 used in Section 4’1’31 22(BY322),. 0 m
Revised Code. (Stats’s Bxhibit{“St, Bx.”y 1a)

The Boaid alst alleged that D, Gosalelkal’s dets, conduet and/or omissions, individually andfor-

collectively, constitiite “[m]aking a false, fraudulenf deceptive, or misleading statement in the-

solicitation of or adverfisiing for patients; in relation to. th practice of medicine and surgery,

osfeopaihmmed;cma and gUrgety, podidtije inedicing atid surgery, or'g limited branch of medicine;
or in ecliing or atteimpting to'seturs any cemf' cite fo prabtace or certificaie of mglstratloﬁ {gstied-

by the board,” asthat clauvse is useci in-Sestion 4731 22(]3)(5) Ghio Revised Cade, (5t By, 1a)

Acoordingly, thic Board advised Dr, Gogalakkal of his right to request  hearing iix this matter, and-
recelved hiswritfen request on Novémbex: 18 201 5. (St.Bx. iby

(3 f m’é‘igém.

Mike DeWing, Attorney General, and Deboah As Fnck, and James T, Waldey; Hsq., Assistant
Attorneys General, for the State of Ohlo, James M, MoGovern, Bsq. and Levi I. Thash, Esq., of
Graff and MeGovern, LP.A,, for D Gosatakkal,

My 3L 201G
‘&U MMRY 'OF TIIE EVH)ILNCE

B R

All cwi"danca admitted in thig mattcr, mcludmg the festimony, even if not spcmﬁcally mﬁnﬁmed
was thoroughly reviewed and considered by the Héaring Exaiiner priof to prepar ing {his Report
anid Recommendation.

T, Jayapiakesh A, Cmsa!akka wag ﬁistlis;cnsedto practice medicine fn ktdiam 1978, Fo‘llowing_ '
additional sfudy in his area of, spcmalty, p&diaimﬁs, he garhed his Dogtorate of Medicine
degive in 1980. Yie then practi iozd redicing 14 Indiz until 1985,  Subsequently, Dr.
Gusalakdal practiced mediclng v Ssitdi Arabla from 1985 to 1988, He then traveledto the
United I{mgdom where he fstitined in ’pt;‘adtamss anid nEaraiology., Dr, Gosalakkal ﬁnmhed’ i
his tbtraining i 1994, ™ 1996, he bagau a residemy i the. Unitod Stﬁtca of New Yok
Universify. Dr. Gosalakkal subsequently cbiained his muha] bosid certification i pediateics,
pediatric neurology and neurology with spocial competaﬁce n.child neumlovy i1 1997, 2000
and 2001, Dr. Gosalakkal was alsa Tisensed fo: pragtice medicine in California in 2001,
{Hearing Transeript (“Tr.) 11-19, 55-78; St, By, 4; Respondent Exhibit (“Bx?) A)
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Case No, 1‘5~CR}3-1‘ )

. Dt {msamkkai was employed in the United Kio gdom by Unwe.rsiiy Hospitals of Ieicester as
& consultant in pedlatuc neurology, 2 lesd clinician In pedistric fenrology, and a training

program dirgetor in child nf:urology from 2002 1hmug 12011 (T, 26)

3, In February 2011, Dr, Gosa]akka]’s practios was restricted at University Hospitals of

Leicéster while 4i1 mvestigaﬁon was conducted into bis prastive, D, Gosalkkal was not

‘pérmitted 19 practice medicine at University Hospitals of Lefcester; but con‘tmued doing
wscamh and teaching, (Sf: Bxs. 2, 7; T 28- 34) :

. Dr. Gosalakkal believes that the investigation dnd restriction futo his practice was the result

of numerous whistisblower complamt& that he filed against others’ while smployed at

Umvermty Hospitals of Leicestar, (Resp B B Trs 81- 32)

. Dz, Gosalakkal apphed for an Ohfo medical Ticense in May 2011 while the United Kirigdom
investigation was in pragfess, ‘When he submitted his application to the State Medical Board
of Ohio, D, Gosalakkal sertified that the information provided was accurats and complefe.

"Healso certiffed that his piivﬂeg:,eto practme had never been restrioted by any employer (St
Ex: 4y T 20, 34:49), .

. Dr. Gosalakkai smadwasl hcense was granted mDecembcz 2011, (St Bx. 5T, 44)

. Dt Gogalakkal Began hl'i employment at: Wright Staté Umv&rsﬁy and Dayton Chﬂdreu 'S

- Hospital; frr Dayten; Obiotincarly: 2012; 1a:2013;Tie leamned. from.a.reporter that this. Unfted ... .

ngdom uwestrgaﬁoxi fiad resulted in charges being bmught agoinst him by the Fitness to
Practine Panel of the Medical Practitioners Triburial Setvice, the United ngdom § medical
digeiplinary body, The Board leaviied of the United Kingdom chal s apaitist Dr, Gosalakical
from the media.. (Tr, 23:24, 46-47, 82-84) '

. D, (“Qqalakkfﬂ’s employment jirk Dayton was temma‘ged and he r.etumed 0 the Umted
]xmgdom for ﬂhesarmg o the charges (Tr. 105-106)

. Following a hearing, in Which thé Fitagss o Practise- Panel of the Medml Predlitioners
Teibunal Service ditermined that Dr, Gosalakkal’s fitness 1o practive medicine in the United

Kingdnm tad been impaired. by reason of thseaiiduct in two respects, the tribunal suspended

Dr. (msalaikkal s privileges to pra,ctma for sit nopths. (Tr: 47 -50;108)

10 Dr. GGSHI&LL&I appealsd the suspension, In 2015,  thé susPengion was dfﬁmmd Subsequently,

aftorthe period of suspensioi, Dy, Gosalakkal's United Kingdotn inedical license wasrestored
i Jeauary- 2016, ¢ and b can now practice in the United ngdﬁm (I{%sp Lm J; Tr. 51-55,
115)




Py
P

In the Maiter of Gogalalkkal, M.D,, Page 4
Cage No. 15-CRP-109 ’ '

11. Dr. Gosalaklal js Imnssci in Mmhlgan and currently employed by Michigan Neumlogy
Axssociafes, located | in Detroit, Mmmgan. (Tr.-5-6,101,122-123) ~

RELEVANT STATUTES |
R SiTilaminy; o »

{BY The board, by an mﬁzmaﬁv& vote of not feiver then shx miesabers, shall, to the extent permitted
by Taw, limif, revoke, or: suspend afi individnal's certificate to practice or oertxﬁca‘ce 1o recommend,
refuse to fssue a certificate to an individual, refuse to renew a certificate, refiise to. 1éinétate 8

* gertificate; or reprimand or place on pmbatxon the holdet of a cextificats for one or more of t‘ne
. following reasons:

'(22} Any of the following actions takern. by an agcncy. responsible for authorizing,
certifying, of reguiatmg an individual to practice a health care occupation or provide heal th
care.serviced in this stale or another 3m1sdwtmn for any reason other than the nonpayinent
of fees: the limitation, revocation, or suspeision of an individual’s license to practice;
acc&ptanse of an individual’s licehse siwfendsr; denial of a license; reflisal to renew or
reinstate a license; impusﬂtion of probation; ot issuance of an ordm of censurs or other
reprimand;.

,R’ G M;’E"ELBQ?EN‘:)"

(B The b dl‘d byt affi Fivistive Yot of ot fosyer tham six meibers; shall; torthe extent permifted-
By an, Tiriit, revoke; or suspend an individual's certifieate to practice or certificate to recommend;
refuse to issue & certifivate to an iudividual, refude to fensiw 4 cortifivate, refuse to reinstate a
cértificate, or refrimand or place or probatlon the holder ofa vmd‘ cate for ane or mors of the
following reasons:

(5) Making 2 false, fraudal lenit, deceptive; of rmsleadmg staiement in the solicitation of or
advertising for patients; in relation fo the practice of mddicine and surgery, osteopathic
medicine and surgery, podiatrie medizing aud stirgery, or a limited branch of medieine; or
in secwhg or attenipling to securt. ay certificate to prastice issued by the board.

As used in this division, “falss, fraudulent, deteptive, ot mlsleﬂdmg siatement” meaﬁs a
stafeinent that ieludes 8 misvepresentation of fuct, is Hkely fo mislead or deceive because
of o failure to disclose materfal facts, is intended oris 11ke1y to create false of 1m1ustlﬁed
oxpectations of favorabls reéilts, or inclades vepresentatlotis ar implicationis: that in

' feasonable probability will vause an ordinarily prudent person to misunderstand or b
deceived,
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(Gase No, 15-CREF-109

1.

FINDINGS OF FACT

On or ahout July 25; 2014, the Fitries o Practise Fanel of the Mediéal Piaoim onérs, .

Tyibund] Servics in the United Kingdom fssued 8 Deeision ("July 2014 ’Irj‘onna!
Service. Decislon™), which sispended Dr. ‘Gosalgkkal’s Tepistration in thit
Jurisdiction: for a period of 6 mintlis, In the July 2014 Trlbuna] Service i)emawn,
it wad determined that Dr. Gosalakkal’s fitness to préctise was impaired. by reagon
of mistonduct: The July 2014 Tribiiial Séfvice Decision was to Dbecome effective
2% dayy after notice wis deemed to.have heen servedupon Dr, Gosulakkal, wnless
hie odged an appeal; Dr. Gosalakkal fifed an appeal. Ori or absut Augast 19; 2015,
the High Court-of Justics, Queen’s Beich Diviston, Administrative Court, tssued

an Appmved Iudgmen{: and dismissed Dr. Gogalakkal’s. appeal. The. Ju]y 2014 -

’irxbuna[ Servine Devision became eﬁeciwa in or amund Angust 2015 5

. In-or around May 2011, Dt Gosalakkal cavsed o be submxﬁed to the Board an

Apphcatxon for Physician Licensure (“License Application™), which included an
Affidavit and Authorization for Relésse of Inforration (‘Afﬁdavxt”) By smgmng
the Affidavit, Dr. Gosalalda! certified under oath that the information provided in
his Ticerise Application was true and that lie had answerzd all questions trafifully
and oompletely Dr. Gosalakkal. furi her ceitified i the Affidavit that he wauld
fmmediately notify-the Board iri writing of any, changes to the answors to @ity of the
quas‘uons containgl in his License Application if such change ogeurred at any
time: prior to a ligense.to practice: belhg, granted by the Board, On or about

N _Dgcember 9,2011, Dt Gosalakkal's Livense Appheatxon was gra.ntad by ’r,hc Bnmd

and Fe Was IIGGHSEJ to pxacﬁcgg b Olits;

. Inthe “Addztiomﬂ Tnfortnation” sectipn of the Chio Addencium to Dr. Gosalalkal’s

License Applmahen, By, Gosalakkal answered *No® to' gusstion 2, which ssked:

Havo you. ever been Waried, censured; disciplined, had. admissiong
monitored, had privileges limited, had privileges Suspendad or terminated,
been pul on probation, or been. wqucstcd. to withdraw. from ot tesign

" plmiage:s At any hospital, awisiog home; nlmic health malnteranse
organization, or other similat ingtifution in whmh you ligye ralned, been a
staff member, of held pmflifsges5 for the' reasons othey than failure to
maintain tecords o0 a timely basis, or failue 0 amnd staff or suqusn
meetmgs?

In fact, in bi arttnd February 2011 Dr: Gosalakkal s-olinkeal privilegss had been
réstricted undera tevm of.excluslon ab University Ei’cépitais of Letoester:

Tirthe *Additional Informatlon” seetion of the Ohio Addendum t6.Dr. Gesa lakkal’ s;
Licenae Apphc:anon Dr; Gosalakkal also. an“wcmd “No™ to question: 3, which

askoed:

iy ST S W L%
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Gver bean mquer,ted o remgn ﬁ'mm, Wﬂhdraw frnm, ot oﬂwrwma bc:en
tefminated from, 4 positios with & medical partnership, -professional -
assoclatioh corpor ation, health maintenance orgatiization, ot other medwﬁi
practice organuatmm either private or pub!m?

Tri fact, Dr ‘Gosalakkal's subsequently staled in or around Decernber 2013 thathis

cmplcynwm al University Hospitals- of Laaccstf:r erded in October2011 and that
his contraot had been ferminated, :

{,GN(‘LUS TONS 033‘ LAW

. The :Iuly 2014 Tribimnal Semee Demsmn whwh becamé effective in or atound August

2015; as alleged in Findings of Pact (1) above, gonstitutes “{a]ny ofthe foilowmg actions
taken by an. agéncy réspafsible for authorlzmg, cemfymg, or mgulatu)g an individual to
practice a health care ocoupation or provide health care servicss in this stato or another
Jumdwtwn for any reason other thih the nofpaynient of fees: the limitation, revocation,

© or suspension of an individual’s license to piactice): adceptance of an individual’s ticense

surierider; denial of a Heensey reflisal to remew or yeinstate 4. licengo; imposition of

probafion; or issuence of an order of canstite of ‘gther reprinand,” as that clause 1s nsed in.

Section 4731, 22(33}(22), Ohio Revised Code,

Dr, Gosalakkal’s sets, conduet;:and/or orhfsslans, a auagad in Findings of Fact 2), (3)

i “@y." mdwiddally dridfor wliecti‘velyj -gonstitute- ~[m]aking - false;« fravdulenty - oo - e

deceptive, of misleading statement in the solieitation of or advertising for- patients; n
relation. o the practice. of médicine aiid Surgery, estéopathic. medicing and *surgciy,
pachaf:rm mcdmm& miick surgery, ot a Tierited branch, of ‘medicine; or-in securmg or
memptmg fo secure any certifigate to practics issued by the board,™ 45 thiat clénise i sed
in Section 4731:22(R)(5Y, Ohio Rewseé Cods

DISCUSSION OF }?ROPOSEE) {)RDHR

‘Whei fie subimitted ks May 2011 Libease Applmatmna Dr. Gosalakkal pertified under rmth thiat,

the information provided ift his License Application‘was trae and that he had ansyered ll

quedtions truthfully and completely, D Gosalakical further cortified in the Affidavit that he

would immediately notify the Board in writing of any changes to the answers toany-of the

questions contained in hisLicgnse Apphc:&tzon ifatich a chang g6 deeutied at any time prior fo &
Tioénss to prattice bemg granted by the Board: Dr. Gosalakkal was untruthful 6 his application

in tvd nstanees, Dr, Gosa[akkal ¢ registation in the United Kingdom was subséquently
suspended for a period of six months diré.to his havmghecn found impafred by reason of

miseonduct Because D Gossalakkal’s conduct that gave rise to the violations octurred prior to.

Septembiet 29, 2015, the Bodrd is not authcnz&d 1o 1mpose arcivil pcna!ty in tins iriatter.
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PROPOSED ORDER
It i hpreby ORDERED that;

The cértificate of Jayaprakash Ay;iéa‘é}x Gosalakkal, M.I: to practica 11’16!:11611“16 and
suigery in the State of Ohio.shall b8 REVORED.

This Order shiall becomes effective Immedmteiy upon the mailing of ﬂm netifieation of approval by
the Board. :

1,;1,1;@3 ss. Masbacher Esq.
Hearing Examiner

i e B




CERTIFICATION

- I hereby certify that hic attached copy of the Entry of Ordet of the State Medical Board of
Ohio; Report and Recommendation of Linda F. Mosbacher, Bag., State Medioal Board
Hearing Examiner; and excerpt of draft Minutés of the State Medical Board, meeting in
regular session on January 11, 2017, including motions a;:-pmwng ‘and confirming the
Findings of Fact, Conclusmns and Proposed Order of the Hearing Bxaminer as the
Findidgs and Order of the Stale Medical Board of Ohio; constitute a true'and complete
copy of the Findings and Ordsr of the State Medical Board in the matter of Jayaprakash
Ayillath Gosalakkal, MD., Case No. 15-CRF-109, as it appears in the Jowrnal of the

- Staie Medical Board of C)hm

This certification is made by autherity of the State Medmal Board of Ohxo a,nd in its

behalf, |

Kim (? Rothennei M.D.
Secretary

(SEAL)

January 11, 2017
Date

_AGO009
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