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(Conclusion of the) DECISION 
 
 
The purpose of an administrative proceeding such as this one is to protect the public from 
errant practitioners, and not to punish the licensee.  (Camacho v. Youde (1979) 79 
Cal.App.3d 161, 164)  Respondent has been licencsed to practice medicine in the State of 
California since 1977, and has no prior record of discipline.  Ordinarily under such 
circumstances, in a case involving only a single patient, outright revocation would not be 
warranted.  
 
However, that is not the case here.  An additional factor exists in this case, which places 
the public at a far greater risk than would normally be expected in a case such as this.  At 
the time of B.R.'s death in February of 1998, Respondent was convinced that, despite a 
poor result, he had made the proper decision. Since that time, he has extensively 
researched the issue and has concluded that, because of the lack of evidence of 
effectiveness of anticoagulation in the treatment of popliteal DVT, he was absolutely 
correct in discontinuing the anticoagulants, particularly in light of what he perceived to 
be major risk factors (albeit not absolute contraindications).  That reading of the literature 
appears to be completely at odds with the mainstream thinking of practicing physicians 
and researchers in the community.  It is unacceptable for a physician to completely 
disregard the standard of care in the community simply because he (and very few, if any, 
others) believes the lterature does not support it, to then discontinue the very treatment 
called for by the standard of care, and to fail to offer any effective alternative treatment.  
 
Nonetheless, Respondent is now even more convinced than he was in 1998 that hhe made 
the correct decision in discontinuing the anticoagulant medication he had been approving 
for B.R. , and he made it very clear at the administrative hearing that, if faced with the 
same situation today, he would make the exact same decision.  Respondent is entitled to 
that opinion.  However, he is not entitled to foist that opinion on an unsuspecting public, 
more than 2,000,000 of whom suffer DVT annually.  Those popliteal DVT patients who 



may be treated by Respondent in the future are now at evne greater risk of pulmonary 
embolism than before because of Respondent's ongoing belief that the standard treatment 
for the condition, accepted by the vast majority of the medical profession, is nothing 
more than "dogma."  No probationary order can adequately address and prevent that risk 
to the public.  That risk to the public is too great to permit Respondent's continued 
practice of medicine. 
 

ORDER 
WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made: 

 
1. Certificate No. G-35122 issued to Respondent David Keith Cundiff is revoked.  
2. Within ninety (90) days of the effective date of this Decision, Respondent shall 

reimburse the Board the sum of $39,338.69 for its costs of investigation and 
prosecution.  

 
DATED:  June 7, 2000 
 

H. Stuart Waxman 
Administrative Law Judge 
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