
Appendix #399 

Open Letter to California Attorney General Kamala Harris 
 

Re: David K. Cundiff, MD v Medical Board of California: Office of Administrative Hearings 

Case # 2009090479, Superior Court Case # BS126568 and Court of Appeals Case # B234734 

 

Dear Ms. Harris, 

 

If you don’t know of my appeal for medical license reinstatement after it was revoked in 2000, 

please ask Carlos Ramirez, Senior Assistant Attorney General, or one of your Deputy Attorneys 

General to brief you on my case.  

 

The Decision in the case hangs on my testimony in three different courtrooms that I will not 

prescribe anticoagulant drugs (e.g., heparin and Coumadin) in any future venous 

thromboembolism patients that I treat once my medical license is reinstated. Deputy Attorney 

General Klint McKay, representing the Medical Board of California, says that this makes me a 

danger to patients. I maintain that the use of anticoagulant drugs in treating venous 

thromboembolism patients does not save lives and most likely increases the chance of death in 

addition to unnecessarily increasing the risk of major non fatal bleeding.  

 

In the oral arguments, heard by justices from the Second Appellate District in Los Angeles on 

Wednesday April 18, 2012 (link to oral recording and link to transcript), Justice Victoria Chaney 

sharply questioned Deputy Attorney General McKay about his failure to call a medical expert 

witness to counter my expert testimony and my peer-reviewed medical journal articles 

supporting my position not to prescribe anticoagulants in future venous thromboembolism 

patients. While nothing is certain about the Decision that will be rendered by the justices, the 

briefs and the tenor of questioning in the oral arguments suggest that I may win. If I lose, I will 

appeal the Decision to the California Supreme Court based on, among many other things, the 

demonstratively untrue statement that Deputy Attorney General McKay made to the Court of 

Appeal Justices in the oral arguments that my four articles in the record of this case are not 

published in peer-reviewed medical journals.  

 

As I have testified before repeatedly, my first priority in this legal action is to save the lives of 

venous thromboembolism patients. The return of my license is secondary. Should I win the 

reinstatement of my license in the Court of Appeals, it would be a hollow victory for me without 

stopping the epidemic of unnecessary bleeding and rebound clotting deaths in venous 

thromboembolism patients, and it would be an embarrassing defeat for the Attorney General’s 

Office. It does not have to be that way, and you can make it a win-win situation.  

 

As Attorney General, you have the authority and the responsibility to ensure justice and safety of 

Californians as it pertains to my case regarding venous thromboembolism treatment. Please ask 

Margaret Hamburg, MD, FDA Commissioner, to send you a transparent, detailed, and thorough 

point by point analysis of my portfolio of evidence published in peer-reviewed medical journals 

showing that anticoagulant drug treatment of venous thromboembolism causes net harm to 

patients, accounting for thousands of unnecessary bleeding and rebound clotting deaths per year.  
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Over the last 8+ years, I have repeated sent my peer-reviewed published articles demonstrating 

the danger and lack of efficacy of anticoagulants for venous thromboembolism to leaders from 

the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (i.e., FDA, National Institutes of Health, 

Agency for Health Research and Quality) for their response. While they have usually 

acknowledged the correspondence, they have repeatedly refused to address the evidence I 

presented of net harm caused by anticoagulant treatment for thromboses in the legs and lungs. 

For example, I sent Janet Woodcock, MD, Director of the Center for Drug Evaluation and 

Research (CDER) in the FDA, an article that showed that bleeding and rebound clotting 

complications of anticoagulant drugs for prophylaxis and treatment of venous thromboembolism 

cause at least 25,000 unnecessary deaths per year in the USA. Responding for Dr. Woodcock, 

Ann Farrell, MD, Acting Director of the Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute, wrote, “We have 

reviewed your interesting paper but have no written critique 

(http://thehealtheconomy.com/WD/app387.pdf).”  

 

Recently, medical investigative reporter Jeanne Lenzer, who is working on a story about my 

case, submitted media queries to FDA press officers asking them to request that anticoagulation 

medicine experts specify the articles in the medical literature that serve as the evidence basis for 

the FDA approval of anticoagulant drugs for treatment of venous thromboembolism. The experts 

referred her to a review article and a guideline article concerning anticoagulant drugs as 

prophylaxis for venous thromboembolism. This does not pertain at all to FDA approval of 

heparin, Coumadin, and other anticoagulant drugs for the treatment of patients with venous 

thromboembolism.  

 

If you request an FDA reanalysis of their approval of anticoagulants for venous 

thromboembolism that confirms my interpretation of the data in the medical literature that 

heparin, Coumadin and other blood thinning drugs do net harm to venous thromboembolism 

patients, you will have helped save the lives of thousands of Americans each year. If the FDA 

reanalysis proves that anticoagulant drug use reduces the chance of dying of venous 

thromboembolism, then you will have definitive evidence to use to appeal the ruling of the Court 

of Appeals should I win or to use against me in the California Supreme Court should I lose the 

Decision in the Court of Appeals and continue appealing.  

 

Please exercise your authority as California Attorney General and ask Dr. Margaret Hamburg for 

a transparent, detailed reanalysis by the FDA of the evidence basis for the use of anticoagulant 

drugs for venous thromboembolism. If they find, as I suspect, that anticoagulant drugs do not 

save patient lives, please recommend that the FDA does its duty to protect Americans by 

withdrawing the indications for anticoagulant drugs for treatment of venous thromboembolism.  

 

Thank you.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

David K. Cundiff, MD 
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Carlos Ramirez, Senior Assistant Attorney General 

Robert McKim Bell, Supervising Deputy Attorney General 

Klint McKay, Deputy Attorney General 

Janet Woodcock, MD, Director of CDER in the FDA 

Margaret Hamburg, MD, Commissioner of the FDA 

Ann Farrell, MD, Acting Director of Hematology Products, CDER, FDA 

Francis Collins, MD, Director of the National Institutes of Health 

Susan Shurin, MD, Acting Director of the Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute:  

Carolyn Clancy, MD, Director of the Agency for Health Research and Quality:  

Jeanne Lenzer, Investigative Medical Reporter:  
George Lundberg, MD, Editor-at-Large of Med Page Today 

 

 

 

 

 


