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Exhibits 
 

A.  State’s Exhibits 1A through 1I:  Procedural exhibits.   
 

State’s Exhibit 2:  Documents maintained by the Board including Mr. Gaudett’s 2006 
application to practice massage therapy in Ohio.   
 
State’s Exhibit 3:  Affidavit of Penny Grubb, the Board’s Chief of Licensure 
 
State’s Exhibit 4:  Affidavit of Lynn Zondorak, a Board Enforcement Attorney, with 
attached documents: the Board’s letter dated November 16, 2006, and certified mail receipt; 
a file memorandum written by Ms. Zondorak; and letter from Glenbeigh Hospital.   

 
B. Respondent’s Exhibit A:  A copy of an email from the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, Southern 

District of Ohio, notifying the parties of the filing of a bankruptcy petition by Mr. Gaudett 
in 2006; and a Form 1099-G regarding unemployment compensation paid to Mr. Gaudett. 

 
SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE 

 
All exhibits and transcripts of testimony were reviewed and considered by the Hearing Examiner, 
although all the evidence may not be referenced below.  
 
The Licensure Application 
 
1. On February 14, 2006, Russell L. Gaudett submitted to the Board an application for a certificate to 

practice massage therapy.  By signing the application, Mr. Gaudett certified that all the statements 
he had made or would make in the application were true, and that he understood that issuance of a 
certificate to practice massage therapy would be considered on the truth of the statements and 
documents that he furnished, which, if false, could result in the denial of the requested 
certificate.  (St. Ex. 2 at 1, 17; Tr. at 69-71)  

 
2. In his application, Mr. Gaudett stated that he had begun his training in October 2004 at the 

Cincinnati School of Medical Massage and expected to graduate in April 2006.  (St. Ex. 2 at 3)  
When asked to list all his activities for the past five years, Mr. Gaudett set forth the following: 

  
•  From October 1999 to October 2005: employment as the office manager at Family 

Chiropractic Center in Cincinnati.   
•  From November 2005 to February 2006: collecting unemployment while looking for work. 
• From October 2002 to February 2006: employment by the Ohio High School Athletic 

Association as a wrestling official.   
 
(St. Ex. 2 at 4-5) 
 

3. Under the heading “Additional Information Questions,” the instructions in the application state: 
 
 If you answer “YES” to any of the following questions, you are required to 

furnish complete details, including date, place, reason and disposition of the 
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matter.  All affirmative answers must be thoroughly explained on a separate 
sheet of paper.  Please note that some questions require very specific and 
detailed information.  Make sure that all responses are complete. 

 
(St. Ex. 2 at 6) (Emphasis in original) 

 
4. Under “Additional Information Questions,” Mr. Gaudett answered “YES” to Question 11, 

which asked as follows: 
 

 Have you ever been convicted or found guilty of a violation of any law, 
regardless of the legal jurisdiction in which the act was committed, other 
than a minor traffic violation?  If yes, submit copies of all relevant 
documentation, such as police reports, certified court records and any 
institutional correspondence and orders. 

 
(St. Ex. 2 at 7) (Emphasis in original) 
 

5. Subsequently, when asked by the Board to provide an explanation regarding his affirmative 
answer to this question, Mr. Gaudett wrote the following letter, which the Board received on 
March 23, 2006: 

 
This letter is to serve as my explanation of the DUI [driving under the 
influence of alcohol and/or a drug of abuse] charge I received on 12-1-01 
in Cincinnati, OH. 
 
The irresponsible decisions and errors in judgement I made that evening to 
drink alcohol in excess, and without a plan for transportation had devastating 
results for me and my family. 
 
I am thankful now that I can take a learning experience from this event, (and 
from the alcohol treatment, fines, and restrictions sentenced to me), and that it 
hasn’t, and won’t happen again.   
 
I hope this occur[e]nce has not disqualified my opportunity to become an 
LMT, and help people to a healthier self. 

 
(St. Ex. 2 at 10; Tr. at 66-71) 
 

The Board’s Investigation and Order to Examination 
 
6. The Board commenced an investigation, during which a Board investigator learned that 

Mr. Gaudett also had a 1999 conviction for DUI, a 2003 conviction for marijuana possession, 
and a domestic-violence conviction.  All or most of this information was obtained from an 
interview with Mr. Gaudett himself.  However, Mr. Gaudett had not mentioned these other 
convictions on his application.  (Tr. at 14-18, 25-27, 68-69) 
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7. When asked during the hearing why he had failed to mention on his application the 1999 DUI 
conviction, the 2003 marijuana conviction, and the domestic-violence conviction, Mr. Gaudett 
testified that he had no answer to give other than that he had not done it “purposely.”  In 
addition, he subsequently explained that he was not trying to hide anything because he knew 
that the Board would learn everything during a background check:   

 
 I mean, it says in there that there’s going to be an investigation done or like a 

background police check kind of thing done, so I knew that, you know, 
everything, you know, was going to come out or whatever; but, like I said, I 
really wasn’t intentionally trying to hide things, and I explained that when I 
met with the [investigator], and, you know, I told him everything and was just 
completely honest. 

 
 (Tr. at 71, 78)  
 
8. A copy of the sentencing order from the Hamilton County Municipal Court in 

December 2001 shows that, for the 2001 DUI conviction, the court sentenced Mr. Gaudett 
to 180 days of incarceration with 170 days suspended, 10 days at Talbert House to 
complete a 10-day treatment program, two years of probation, and two years of driving 
suspension.  Under the hearing “Conditions,” the court stated: “Alcohol tx [treatment] as 
req’d by P.D.”  (St. Ex. 2 at 14)  

 
9. Mr. Gaudett testified that, during the 10-day treatment at the Talbert House, it was 

recommended that he attend meetings of Alcoholics Anonymous and stop drinking alcohol.  
(Tr. at 83)  

 
10. When asked why he had not submitted documentation regarding any of his convictions, as 

required in the licensure application, Mr. Gaudett stated that the information “was very hard 
to get.”  He stated that “[o]ne of the facilities that I went to get—that I was ordered to get 
treatment at was actually closed,” which he said had prevented him from obtaining records.  
Mr. Gaudett further stated that, regarding records relating to his convictions, “It was hard for 
me to get down to the court and get that information.”  (Tr. at 66-67) 

 
11. Further investigation was coordinated by Lynn Zondorak, an Enforcement Attorney for the 

Board.  On May 18, 2006, Ms. Zondorak sent a set of interrogatories to Mr. Gaudett by 
certified mail, with a due date to respond by June 8, 2006.  Although Mr. Gaudett signed 
the receipt for these interrogatories, he failed to answer them.  (Tr. at 12, 18-20) 

 
12. On June 22, 2006, Ms. Zondorak wrote a follow-up letter to Mr. Gaudett, reminding him 

that the deadline for answering the interrogatories had passed and asking him to respond to 
them within 15 days.  (Tr. at 20) 

 
13. Mr. Gaudett did not respond to Ms. Zondorak’s letter and did not answer the 

interrogatories.  (Tr. at 20) 
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14. On July 27, 2006, Ms. Zondorak sent a duplicate set of interrogatories to Mr. Gaudett, to give him 
another chance to answer them.  The due date for responding to this set of interrogatories was 
August 9, 2006.  The interrogatories were sent to the same address at which Mr. Gaudett had 
received and signed for the previous mailing, but these interrogatories were returned unclaimed.  
(Tr. at 20-22)    

 
15. In August 2006, the Board notified Mr. Gaudett that he had passed the massage-therapy 

examination but that a question remained regarding a violation of R.C. 4731.22 and that the 
Board was still processing his application.  (St. Ex. 2 at 20; Tr. at 23-24) 

 
16. Mr. Gaudett contacted Ms. Zondorak, wanting to know the status of his application.  Ms. Zondorak 

explained to Mr. Gaudett that he had failed to respond to the interrogatories she had sent and had 
failed to accept receipt of the most recent set she had mailed to him.  (Tr. at 22-24) 

 
17. As a result of that telephone conversation, Ms. Zondorak prepared a third set of the same 

interrogatories and mailed them to Mr. Gaudett on August 22, 2006.  The due date for the responses 
was September 4, 2006.  On September 5, 2006, she received his answers.  (Tr. at 24-25) 

 
18. In his answers to the interrogatories, Mr. Gaudett stated that, in addition to the 2001 DUI 

conviction, he also had a 1999 conviction for DUI, a 2003 conviction for marijuana possession, 
and a 2000 conviction for domestic violence.  Further, Mr. Gaudett admitted to having used 
marijuana 50 to 75 times between 1991 and 2003.  He also admitted to using cocaine two to 
three times in 1992 and LSD one time in 1992, during his first year of college.  (Tr. at 25-27) 

 
19. Ms. Zondorak testified that she consulted the Board’s Secretary and Supervising Member, who 

directed that Mr. Gaudett be ordered to undergo a 72-hour inpatient examination to assess 
impairment.  (Tr. at 25-27)  On November 16, 2006, the Board sent a letter by certified mail to 
Mr. Gaudett, as follows: 

 
The State Medical Board of Ohio [Board] has determined that it has reason to believe 
that you are in violation of Section 4731.22(B)(26), Ohio Revised Code, to wit: 
“[i]mpairment of ability to practice according to acceptable and prevailing standards 
of care because of habitual or excessive use or abuse of drugs, alcohol, or other 
substances that impair ability to practice.” 

 
This determination is based upon one or more of the following reasons: 

 
(1) In your Application for Certificate to Practice a Limited Branch – Massage 

Therapy, which remains pending at this time, you answered “Yes” to Question 
11, which asks whether you have ever been convicted or found guilty of a 
violation of any law, other than a minor traffic offense.  The documentation that 
you submitted to the Board indicated that on December 1, 2001, you were 
arrested in Hamilton County, Ohio, and charged with Driving Under the 
Influence [DUI] in violation of Section 4511.19(A)(1), Ohio Revised Code, 
Operating a Vehicle with a Blood Concentration of .10 Grams of Alcohol Per 
100 Milliliters of Blood, in violation of Section 4511.19(A)(2), Ohio Revised 
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Code, and Failure to Control, in violation of Section 4511.202, Ohio Revised 
Code.  The police report indicates that you had a blood alcohol concentration of 
0.190.  On or about December 13, 2001, in Hamilton County Municipal Court, 
you were convicted of DUI, in violation of Section 4511.19(A)(1), Ohio 
Revised Code, and ordered to participate in the Talbert House ten-day driver 
intervention program in Cincinnati, Ohio.   

 
(2)   In your April 11, 2006, interview with a Board investigator and in your sworn 

responses to [the interrogatories] received by the Board on or about September 5, 
2006, you disclosed the following: 

 
(a) On or about August 20, 1999, in Kenton County, Kentucky, you were charged 

with DUI in violation of Section 189A.010, Kentucky Revised Statutes; 
Disregarding a Stop Sign in violation of Section 189.330,1 

 
(b)  Kentucky Revised Statutes; and Registration/Title to Vehicle in Another State 

in violation of Section 186.990, Kentucky Revised Statutes.  The police report 
indicates that, upon taking a breathalyzer test, you had a blood alcohol 
concentration of 0.168.  On or about August 20, 1999, in Kenton District 
Court, you entered a plea of guilty to and were convicted of DUI.  On or about 
December 1, 1999, you were arrested and charged with Contempt of Court for 
nonpayment of a fine related to the aforementioned charges.  On or about 
November 2, 2000, you completed a court-ordered twenty-hour assessment 
program with Commonwealth Substance Abuse in Florence, Kentucky. 

 
(c) On or about November 26, 2003, in Springfield Township, Hamilton County, 

Ohio, you were issued a citation for Possession of Marijuana, in violation of 
Section 2925.11, Ohio Revised Code, and you were required to pay a fine. 

 
(d)  You have used marijuana, cocaine, and LSD.  You indicated that you used 

marijuana 50 to 75 times from in or around the fall of 1991 through in or 
around December 2003, and that your use of cocaine and LSD occurred while 
in college.   

 
By the authority vested in the State Medical Board of Ohio by Section 4731.22(B)(26), 
Ohio Revised Code, you are ordered to submit to an examination.  This examination 
will take place at Glenbeigh Hospital, 2863 St. Rt. 45, Rock Creek, Ohio 44084, 
telephone number (440) 563-3400.  You are to report to the Glenbeigh Admissions 
Office, on Monday, December 4, 2006, at 10:00 a.m. for a 72-hour in-patient 
evaluation.  For driving directions or questions regarding admission procedures, please 
contact Cathy Chambers, the Intake Coordinator for Glenbeigh, at the above-listed 
telephone number.  

                                                 
1 At this point, the text of the letter includes a clerical error in formatting.  The sentence is clearly intended to continue from 
“Section 189.330” to “Kentucky Revised Statutes” without interruption, but a new paragraph begins after “Section 189.330.”   
The Hearing Examiner has treated paragraphs (a) and (b) as constituting a single paragraph. 
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Pursuant to Section 4731.22(B)(26), Ohio Revised Code, you are responsible for the 
expense of this evaluation.  The total estimated cost of this evaluation is $1,800.00.  
You must present a certified check or money order in the amount of $1,800.00 made 
payable to Glenbeigh Hospital to the examiner prior to the beginning of the 
examination.  Failure to present a certified check or money order in the amount 
specified to the examiner will result in the examination being cancelled, and will be 
deemed by the Board to be a failure to submit to the examination as directed due to 
circumstances within your control.   
 
Please be advised that failure to submit to this examination as directed constitutes an 
admission of the allegations against you unless the failure is due to circumstances 
beyond your control, and that a default and final order may thereupon be entered 
without the taking of testimony or presentation of evidence.  
 
Copies of the applicable statute sections are enclosed for your information. 

 
(St. Ex. 4) (Emphasis in original) 

 
20. Mr. Gaudett received the letter and signed for it on November 17, 2006.  (St. Ex. 4; Tr. at 29) 
 
21. On November 30, 2006, Mr. Gaudett contacted Ms. Zondorak, who memorialized the 

telephone conversation in the following written memorandum:  
 

 November 30, 2006 
On this date, around 10:30 a.m., I had a telephone conversation with Russell 
Louis Gaudett, who called in regard to the letter that he received ordering him 
to a 72 hour evaluation.  Mr. Gaudett indicated that he cannot afford the 
evaluation, and will not have $1,800.00 for a long time, he doesn’t know 
where Rock Creek, Ohio, is, and he cannot take 3 days off work.   He asked if 
there is something else that he can do, such as have the evaluation at a VA 
hospital, as he is a veteran.  I told him that he is required to attend the 
evaluation at the location specified in the letter.  He remarked that the 
evaluation was short notice, and I told him that I tried to call him to tell him 
about the evaluation ahead of time, but that both telephone numbers, one [of] 
which he had recently given me, were out of service.  He stated that he got a 
new telephone number.  He asked whether he could write the S/SM [Secretary 
and Supervising Member of the Board] a letter, and I told him that he is free 
to write a letter to the S/SM, and that it will go in his file.  I explained the 
process that will occur if he does not attend the three-day evaluation (hearing 
to explain good cause, and default action deeming him impaired if good cause 
is not found. [ )]  I further explained that my understanding is that inability to 
pay for the evaluation is not good cause.  Mr. Gaudett stated that the process 
has been very long, and I told him that I had tried to send him documents 
multiple times before he finally accepted receipt of them.  I again told him 
that his two options are to (1) go to the examination as scheduled, or (2) wait 
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for the hearing and go before the hearing examiner.  He said that [he] is telling 
me right now and wants to send a letter to the S/SM telling them, that he will 
not be able to attend because he cannot take three days off work and cannot 
afford $1,800.00. 

  
 (St. Ex. 4; Tr. at 27-29)   
 
22. At the subsequent hearing, Ms. Zondorak testified regarding the conversation, essentially 

reiterating the content of her written notes.  In addition, she testified that she was not aware 
of any veterans’ hospitals that are Board-approved treatment facilities for impairment.  (Tr. 
at 29-32)  

 
23. Mr. Gaudett did not appear at Glenbeigh for his examination as scheduled.  (Tr. at 31; St. 

Ex. 4)  
 
24. Kathryn Chambers, the Intake Coordinator at Glenbeigh, notified Ms. Zondorak by 

telephone, and later by letter, that Mr. Gaudett had not kept his scheduled appointment.  In 
her letter, Ms. Chambers mentioned that Mr. Gaudett had not contacted Glenbeigh to 
reschedule his appointment.  (St. Ex. 4)  Ms. Zondorak explained at the hearing that Mr. 
Gaudett could not have rescheduled his appointment by contacting Glenbeigh directly but 
that he could have asked the Board to reschedule his examination.  (Tr. at 35, 38) 

 
25. Mr. Gaudett then asserted as follows: 
 

* * * I wasn’t told that.  I called you [Ms. Zondorak] multiple times before 
December 4th telling you that I couldn’t come up with $1,800, and with 10 to 
12 days’ notice that I was given for this, take three days off work, have 
provisions for my children and transportation for this, and I asked you, “What 
can I do? Can I reschedule this exam?” * * *  

 
(Tr. at 38) 
 

26. Ms. Zondorak disputed Mr. Gaudett’s statements, testifying that Mr. Gaudett had not asked her 
to reschedule his evaluation.  She testified that Mr. Gaudett had told her that, regardless of 
when the examination was scheduled, he could not afford it and could not take time off work.  
(Tr. at 39) 

 
27. Mr. Gaudett responded that, as of December 4, he may not have been able to afford the 

examination, but he would have found a way to come up with the money. “Had I known I 
could have rescheduled, I would have absolutely done that, and I can’t believe that you didn’t 
understand that from me.”  He asserted that he had asked Ms. Zondorak “the first time if I 
could have rescheduled, [and] she just flat out said no.”  He also stated: “I can’t believe that I 
wouldn’t have asked her if I could reschedule it.  I mean I’m sure that I did.”  In addition, 
Mr. Gaudett asserted that he had tried to telephone Ms. Zondorak, “you know, just every 
single day, a couple times a day, before I actually spoke with her.”  (Tr. at 39, 52-53, 78-79) 
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28. Ms. Zondorak pointed out that her written notation of her conversation with Mr. Gaudett 
does not include any indication that he had requested an additional period of time to gather 
the necessary funds, and she testified that, if he had asked her to reschedule his examination, 
she would have made a note of that.  (Tr. at 41) 

 
Ms. Zondorak further testified that she has at times rescheduled examinations when asked to do 
so.  She explained that the procedure is for her to bring the request to the attention of the 
Secretary and Supervising Member, who have the discretion to grant the request.  Ms. Zondorak 
testified that she was very clear in her recollection that at no time did Mr. Gaudett ask her to 
reschedule his examination for a later date.  (Tr. at 41-42) 

 
Additional Testimony by Mr. Gaudett 
 
29. Mr. Gaudett testified that he is married, has one biological son and two stepsons, and that 

he and his wife are both employed full-time. (Tr. at 63-64, 74) 
 
30. Mr. Gaudett stated that he is currently employed as the office manager at Priority Health 

Chiropractic in Cincinnati, Ohio, doing tasks including billing, collections, insurance 
verification, scheduling, and “administer physical therapy modalities.”  With regard to physical 
therapy modalities, he explained: “We have like ultrasound, electrical muscle stimulation, 
traction beds, stuff like that.  I hook the patients up to that stuff.” When asked it he had “hands 
on” contact with patients, he answered: “Not doing massage work, no.  I mean, when you’re 
placing the thing and doing ultrasound, I mean, I’m using my hands, yes.”  (Tr. at 56-57)  

 
 Mr. Gaudett stated that he had previously worked at Priority Health Chiropractic from October 

1999 through November 2005, including when the center was called Family Chiropractic 
Center.  He explained that, in 2005, a chiropractor at the center had moved to California to 
open a practice, and he had gone to California to help her open the office and was paid $650 
per week.  However, he said that there were not enough patients to cover his salary, and he was 
not willing to work for less, and, accordingly, his employment in California ended, after which 
he returned to Ohio and was unemployed. (Tr. at 58-59) 

 
31. Mr. Gaudett testified that, after he became unemployed in November 2005, he collected 

unemployment through about April 2006.  He presented a 1099-G form used by the Internal 
Revenue Service, which showed he received payments from the Ohio Department of Jobs & 
Family Services in the amount of $7,220 in 2006.  (Resp. Ex. A at 1; Tr. at 49-50, 60) 

 
32. Mr. Gaudett testified that, beginning in May 2006, he had three or four jobs in a few 

months through a temporary agency in Ohio.  He stated that he also worked for four to five 
months as a customer-service specialist at Avon.  In addition, during this time, he 
continued to work as a wrestling official.  (Tr. at 59-60)  

 
33. Mr. Gaudett testified that he attended massage-therapy school from April 2004 through June 

2006.  He stated that the cost was six to seven thousand dollars, not including books and the 
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cost of the Board examination.  He stated that more than $4,000 of his tuition was paid by the 
G.I. Bill. (Tr. at 57-58)    

 
34. Mr. Gaudett stated that, in September 2006, he filed a Chapter 7 Voluntary Bankruptcy 

Petition, and he provided an uncertified copy of an email confirmation of that filing from 
the Bankruptcy Court.  (Resp. Ex. A at 2; Tr. at 49-50) 

 
35. When asked why he had presented the 1099-G form but had not presented a W-2 form showing 

his total income for 2006, Mr. Gaudett said that he had chosen to bring the 1099-G and the 
bankruptcy form to show the “financial difficulty that I was going through at the time, at the 
time leading up to this evaluation which cost $1,800, and I just didn’t have that extra money 
hanging around with 10 days notice to come up with it.”  With respect to the bankruptcy filing, 
Mr. Gaudett explained that he had run up substantial debt on credit cards.  He stated that he had 
bought a set of dining-room furniture, a set of family-room furniture, and a set of bedroom 
furniture, as well as paying for entertainment expenses.  He stated that the bankruptcy was 
discharged and “taken care of,” in that he does not have to pay any of his credit cards.  (Tr. at 
61-62, 71-73) 

 
36. Mr. Gaudett testified that, on November 17, 2006, he received the Board’s letter ordering 

him to the examination on December 4, 2006, which had given him “less than two weeks 
notice to come up with $1,800, transportation up there, to make provisions for my children, 
and to notify work that I needed to take three days off to attend this evaluation,” which he 
felt was not fair.  (Tr. at 52) 

 
37. With respect to his alleged difficulties in getting off work for three days to attend the 

examination, Mr. Gaudett conceded that he had not actually asked his employer for time off 
because he knew he would not be going to the examination: “I knew I didn’t have the $1,800 at 
that time, so I don’t believe I requested the time off work because I don’t believe I was going to 
attend it.”  (Tr. at 73) 

 
38. Regarding the difficulties of making provisions for his children for three days, Mr. Gaudett 

testified that, at that time, he drove his son to school every morning and would have had to make 
arrangements for getting his son to school.  (Tr. at 75-76) 

 
39. As for the alleged difficulty with transportation to Glenbeigh, Mr. Gaudett testified that the 

problem was “just the distance of getting up to Rock Creek, Ohio, wherever that is.”  (Tr. at 78) 
 
40. Mr. Gaudett stated that he had asked his parents to help him pay for the examination at 

Glenbeigh, but they declined.  He testified: “I mean, I had borrowed money from them in the 
past and they had helped me out, so they were pretty much at their limit with giving me money 
at that time.”  He also testified that he had tried to get a loan, and that he and his wife were in 
the process of renegotiating or reapplying for a new mortgage loan, and he was trying to do 
something with “putting equity in or getting money out that way as well.”  However, Mr. 
Gaudett acknowledged that he had no documentation of these alleged efforts.  (Tr. at 79-81) 
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41. When asked whether he consumes alcohol, Mr. Gaudett responded: “No, I don’t. Once a 
month, basically.”  He stated that he has not used marijuana since December 2003.  (Tr. at 76) 

 
42. Mr. Gaudett urged the Board to understand that, when he had spoken with the Board’s 

investigator and completed his interrogatories, he had been completely honest, even admitting 
that he had tried LSD once and had tried cocaine.  He emphasized that he had been fully honest 
and hidden nothing.  He stated that he had spent “his last dime” graduating from massage-
therapy school and that obtaining his license is “extremely important” to him.  He stated, “It is 
my future.”  Mr. Gaudett acknowledged that he did not dispute the evidence set forth by the 
Board in its letter of November 16, 2006, but that it was very short notice to get to Rock Creek 
and pay $1,800.  He asked for the chance to show that he does not use drugs and can “be a 
licensed massage therapist without any restrictions or impairments.”  Mr. Gaudett stated that he 
is now capable of paying for the examination.  (Tr. at 53-54, 78) 

 
FINDINGS OF FACT 

 
1. On February 14, 2006, Russell L. Gaudett caused to be submitted to the Board an Application 

for Certificate to Practice a Limited Branch – Massage Therapy, which remains pending.   
 
2. On November 16, 2006, the Board sent a letter by certified mail to Mr. Gaudett, stating as 

follows, in pertinent part: 
 

The State Medical Board of Ohio [Board] has determined that it has reason to believe 
that you are in violation of Section 4731.22(B)(26), Ohio Revised Code, to wit: 
“[i]mpairment of ability to practice according to acceptable and prevailing standards 
of care because of habitual or excessive use or abuse of drugs, alcohol, or other 
substances that impair ability to practice.” 

 
This determination is based upon one or more of the following reasons: 

 
(1) In your Application for Certificate to Practice a Limited Branch – Massage 

Therapy, which remains pending at this time, you answered “Yes” to Question 
11, which asks whether you have ever been convicted or found guilty of a 
violation of any law, other than a minor traffic offense.  The documentation that 
you submitted to the Board indicated that on December 1, 2001, you were 
arrested in Hamilton County, Ohio, and charged with Driving Under the 
Influence [DUI] in violation of Section 4511.19(A)(1), Ohio Revised Code, 
Operating a Vehicle with a Blood Concentration of .10 Grams of Alcohol Per 
100 Milliliters of Blood, in violation of Section 4511.19(A)(2), Ohio Revised 
Code, and Failure to Control, in violation of Section 4511.202, Ohio Revised 
Code.  The police report indicates that you had a blood alcohol concentration of 
0.190.  On or about December 13, 2001, in Hamilton County Municipal Court, 
you were convicted of DUI, in violation of Section 4511.19(A)(1), Ohio 
Revised Code, and ordered to participate in the Talbert House ten-day driver 
intervention program in Cincinnati, Ohio.   
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(2)   In your April 11, 2006, interview with a Board investigator and in your sworn 

responses to [the Board’s] First Set of Interrogatories Directed to Russell Louis 
Gaudett, received by the Board on or about September 5, 2006, you disclosed 
the following: 

 
(a) On or about August 20, 1999, in Kenton County, Kentucky, you were 

charged with DUI in violation of Section 189A.010, Kentucky Revised 
Statutes; Disregarding a Stop Sign in violation of Section 189.330, 

 

(b)  Kentucky Revised Statutes; and Registration/Title to Vehicle in Another 
State in violation of Section 186.990, Kentucky Revised Statutes.  The 
police report indicates that, upon taking a breathalyzer test, you had a 
blood alcohol concentration of 0.168.  On or about August 20, 1999, in 
Kenton District Court, you entered a plea of guilty to and were convicted 
of DUI.  On or about December 1, 1999, you were arrested and charged 
with Contempt of Court for nonpayment of a fine related to the 
aforementioned charges.  On or about November 2, 2000, you completed 
a court-ordered twenty-hour assessment program with Commonwealth 
Substance Abuse in Florence, Kentucky. 

 
(c) On or about November 26, 2003, in Springfield Township, Hamilton 

County, Ohio, you were issued a citation for Possession of Marijuana, in 
violation of Section 2925.11, Ohio Revised Code, and you were required 
to pay a fine. 

 
(d)   You have used marijuana, cocaine, and LSD.  You indicated that you used 

marijuana 50 to 75 times from in or around the fall of 1991 through in or 
around December 2003, and that your use of cocaine and LSD occurred 
while in college.   

 
By the authority vested in the State Medical Board of Ohio by Section 
4731.22(B)(26), Ohio Revised Code, you are ordered to submit to an examination.  
This examination will take place at Glenbeigh Hospital, 2863 St. Rt. 45, Rock 
Creek, Ohio 44084, telephone number (440) 563-3400.  You are to report to the 
Glenbeigh Admissions Office, on Monday, December 4, 2006, at 10:00 a.m. for a 
72-hour in-patient evaluation.  For driving directions or questions regarding 
admission procedures, please contact Cathy Chambers, the Intake Coordinator for 
Glenbeigh, at the above-listed telephone number.  (Emphasis in original) 
 
Pursuant to Section 4731.22(B)(26), Ohio Revised Code, you are responsible for the 
expense of this evaluation.  The total estimated cost of this evaluation is $1,800.00.  
You must present a certified check or money order in the amount of $1,800.00 made 
payable to Glenbeigh Hospital to the examiner prior to the beginning of the 
examination.  Failure to present a certified check or money order in the amount 
specified to the examiner will result in the examination being cancelled, and will be 
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deemed by the Board to be a failure to submit to the examination as directed due to 
circumstances within your control.  (Emphasis in original) 
 
Please be advised that failure to submit to this examination as directed constitutes an 
admission of the allegations against you unless the failure is due to circumstances 
beyond your control, and that a default and final order may thereupon be entered 
without the taking of testimony or presentation of evidence.  

 
3. Mr. Gaudett received the letter on November 17, 2006.   
 
4. Mr. Gaudett did not make a good-faith effort to comply with the Board’s examination order.   
 
5. Mr. Gaudett contacted the Board about the examination order, but he did not request a 

rescheduling of his appointment at Glenbeigh Hospital in order to make arrangements to 
attend the examination, such as obtaining the necessary funds.2   

 
6. Mr. Gaudett did not appear for the Board-ordered examination at Glenbeigh Hospital as 

scheduled. 

                                                 
2 In making these findings of fact, the Hearing Examiner finds the testimony of Ms. Zondorak to be credible and 
the testimony of Mr. Gaudett not credible.  The Hearing Examiner believes that, during the telephone 
conversation on November 30, 2006, and in his other contacts with Ms. Zondorak, Mr. Gaudett did not indicate a 
willingness to comply with the Board’s order and submit to an impairment examination by a Board-approved 
provider.  He did not indicate that he would take steps to pay the examination expense if he could have an 
additional period of time to do so.  On the contrary, the Hearing Examiner believes that Mr. Gaudett was 
uncooperative and attempted to throw roadblocks into the way of his attendance at a Board-ordered examination 
at Glenbeigh Hospital. 
 
The Hearing Examiner is convinced that, if Mr. Gaudett had expressed a willingness to comply with the 
Board’s order and had expressed a good-faith desire for an additional period of time to make the necessary 
arrangements, Ms. Zondorak would have recorded that request and taken the steps within her power to obtain a 
rescheduling of his appointment.   
 
The Hearing Examiner was particularly struck by Mr. Gaudett’s assertion of certain barriers to his attendance, 
such as not knowing where Rock Creek is, when it is clear that he could easily have determined its location and 
obtained directions.  Also, Mr. Gaudett was adamant that he could not get time off from work, but he later 
admitted that he had not asked his employer about time off.   
 
With respect to Mr. Gaudett’s assertions regarding his inability to pay for the examination, the Hearing Examiner 
recognizes that Mr. Gaudett presented evidence that he did not have $1,800 at the time he received the Board’s 
November 2006 letter.  However, the Hearing Examiner believes that the crucial point is that Mr. Gaudett could 
have indicated his willingness to submit to the examination and could have requested a period of time to make 
arrangements, but he did not do so.  Given that Mr. Gaudett was an applicant seeking a certificate, there would 
have been no risk to the public resulting from a delay in his examination, and there is no reason to believe that a 
postponement would have been denied.  
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

1.    R.C. 4731.22(B) provides, in pertinent part:  
 

The board * * * shall * * * limit, revoke, or suspend an individual’s certificate to 
practice, refuse to register an individual, refuse to reinstate a certificate, or 
reprimand or place on probation the holder of a certificate for one or more of the 
following reasons: 

* * * 
 

(26)  Impairment of ability to practice according to acceptable and prevailing 
standards of care because of habitual or excessive use or abuse of drugs, alcohol, 
or other substances that impair ability to practice. 
 
* * *   By filing an application for or holding a certificate to practice under 
this chapter, an individual shall be deemed to have given consent to submit 
to a mental or physical examination when ordered to do so by the board in 
writing, and to have waived all objections to the admissibility of testimony or 
examination reports that constitute privileged communications. 
 
If it has reason to believe that any individual authorized to practice by this chapter 
or any applicant for certification to practice suffers such impairment, the board 
may compel the individual to submit to a mental or physical examination, or 
both.  The expense of the examination is the responsibility of the individual 
compelled to be examined.  Any mental or physical examination required under 
this division shall be undertaken by a treatment provider or physician who is 
qualified to conduct the examination and who is chosen by the board. 
 
Failure to submit to a mental or physical examination ordered by the board 
constitutes an admission of the allegations against the individual unless the 
failure is due to circumstances beyond the individual’s control, and a default 
and final order may be entered without the taking of testimony or presentation 
of evidence.  If the board determines that the individual’s ability to practice is 
impaired, the board shall suspend the individual’s certificate or deny the individual’s 
application and shall require the individual, as a condition for initial, continued, 
reinstated, or renewed certification to practice, to submit to treatment.  
 

(Emphasis added) 
 

2. Rule 4731-16-01(A) of the Ohio Administrative Code defines the term “impairment” as 
used in Revised Code 4731: 

 
(A) “Impairment” means impairment of ability to practice according to 
acceptable and prevailing standards of care because of habitual or excessive 
use or abuse of drugs, alcohol, or other substances that impair ability to 
practice.  Impairment includes inability to practice in accordance with such 
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standards, and inability to practice in accordance with such standards without 
appropriate treatment, monitoring or supervision.   

 
Further, Rule 4731-16-02 provides in part: 

 
(A) Should the board have reason to believe that any licensee or applicant suffers 
from impairment, as that term is used in * * * division (B)(26) of section 4731.22 
of the Revised Code, * * * it may compel the individual to submit to a mental or 
physical examination, or both.  Such examinations shall be undertaken by an 
approved treatment provider designated by the board.  The notice issued ordering 
the individual to submit to examination shall delineate acts, conduct or behavior 
committed or displayed which establish reason to believe that the individual is 
impaired.  Failure to submit to examination ordered by the board constitutes an 
admission of impairment unless the failure is due to circumstances beyond the 
individual’s control. 
 
(B) * * * [T]he following general pattern of action shall be followed: 
 
(1) Upon identification by the board of reason to believe that a licensee or applicant 
is impaired it may compel an examination or examinations as set forth in paragraph 
(A) of this rule.  The examination must include monitoring in an inpatient setting 
for at least seventy-two hours, and must meet all other requirements of rule 4731-
16-05 of the Administrative Code. 
 
(2) If the examination or examinations fail to disclose impairment, no action shall 
be initiated pursuant to * * *  division (B)(26) of section 4731.22 of the Revised 
Code * * * unless other investigation produces reliable, substantial, and probative 
evidence demonstrating impairment. 
 
(3) If the examination or examinations disclose impairment, or if the board has 
other reliable, substantial and probative evidence demonstrating impairment, the 
board shall initiate proceedings to suspend the license or deny the applicant.  * * *  
 
The presence of one or more of the following circumstances shall constitute 
independent proof of impairment and shall support license suspension or 
denial without the need for an examination: 
(a) The individual has relapsed during or following treatment; 
(b) The individual has applied for or requested treatment in lieu of conviction 
of a criminal charge or intervention in lieu of conviction of a criminal charge, 
or has applied for or requested entry into a similar diversion or drug 
intervention program; 
(c) The individual has pled guilty to or has had a judicial finding of guilt 
of a criminal offense that involved the individual’s personal use or abuse of 
any controlled substance. 
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3. The Board lawfully ordered Russell L. Gaudett to a 72-hour inpatient examination to assess 
impairment as defined in R.C. 4731.22(B)(26).  Based on the facts set forth in the Board’s 
letter dated November 16, 2006,  the Board had reason to believe that Mr. Gaudett suffers 
from an impairment as defined in R.C. 4731.22(B)(26), thus authorizing the Board to order 
Mr. Gaudett to a 72-hour inpatient examination.  

 
4. Mr. Gaudett did not attend the examination due to circumstances within his control. 
 
5. Mr. Gaudett’s failure to submit to the Board-ordered examination constitutes an admission of 

the allegations made against him in the Board’s letter of November 16, 2006.  Accordingly, a 
final order may be entered on the issue of impairment under R.C. 4731.22(B)(26). 

 
6. Based on Findings of Fact 1 through 6 and the foregoing Conclusions of Law, 

Mr. Gaudett’s acts, conduct, and/or omissions, individually and/or collectively, 
demonstrate the “[i]mpairment of ability to practice according to acceptable and prevailing 
standards of care because of habitual or excessive use or abuse of drugs, alcohol, or other 
substances that impair ability to practice,” as that language is used in R.C. 4731.22(B)(26)  

 
7. The Board’s September 12, 2007, notice of opportunity for hearing did not give adequate 

notice regarding the alleged violation of R.C. 4731.22(B)(34) because it did not set forth the 
proposed penalties for this alleged violation and it did not make clear that a hearing could 
be requested regarding this alleged violation.  Accordingly, the record is not sufficient to 
conclude that Mr. Gaudett’s conduct constitutes “[f]ailure to cooperate in an investigation 
conducted by the board under division (F) of this section,” as that language is used in 
R.C. 4731.22(B)(34).   

 
 
 

 
PROPOSED ORDER 

 
It is hereby ORDERED that: 
 
A. APPLICATION DENIED:  The application of Russell L. Gaudett for a certificate to 

practice massage therapy in Ohio is DENIED. 
 
B. CONDITIONS PLACED UPON ANY FUTURE CERTIFICATE GRANTED BY 

THE BOARD:  In the event that the Board should grant a future application by Mr. 
Gaudett for a massage-therapy certificate or other certificate, that certificate shall, for the 
violations found in this matter, be subject to the following conditions: 

 
1. Suspension Of Certificate: The certificate of Mr. Gaudett to practice massage 

therapy3 in the State of Ohio shall be SUSPENDED for an indefinite period of time. 

                                                 
3 For the sake of clarity, “massage therapy” is used throughout the remainder of this order, although the conditions of 
this order would apply equally to any type of future certificate that the Board might grant to Mr. Gaudett.   
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2. Interim Monitoring: During the period that Mr. Gaudett’s certificate to practice 

massage therapy in Ohio is suspended, Mr. Gaudett shall comply with the following 
terms, conditions, and limitations:  

 
a. Obey the Law: Mr. Gaudett shall obey all federal, state, and local laws, and all 

rules governing the practice of massage therapy in Ohio. 
 
b. Personal Appearances: Mr. Gaudett shall appear in person for an interview 

before the full Board or its designated representative during the third month 
following the month during which the Board approved Mr. Gaudett’s 
application for a massage-therapy certificate or other certificate.  Subsequent 
personal appearances must occur every three months thereafter, and/or as 
otherwise requested by the Board.  If an appearance is missed or is rescheduled 
for any reason, ensuing appearances shall be scheduled based on the appearance 
date as originally scheduled.  

 
c. Quarterly Declarations: Mr. Gaudett shall submit quarterly declarations under 

penalty of Board disciplinary action and/or criminal prosecution, stating 
whether there has been compliance with all the conditions of this Order.  The 
first quarterly declaration must be received in the Board’s offices on or before 
the first day of the third month following the month during which the Board 
approved Mr. Gaudett’s application for a massage- therapy certificate or other 
certificate.  Subsequent quarterly declarations must be received in the Board’s 
offices on or before the first day of every third month. 

 
d. Abstention from Drugs: Mr. Gaudett shall abstain completely from the personal 

use or possession of drugs, except those prescribed, administered, or dispensed 
to him by another so authorized by law who has full knowledge of Mr. 
Gaudett’s history of impairment. 

 
e. Abstention from Alcohol: Mr. Gaudett shall abstain completely from the use of 

alcohol.  
 
f. Initiate Drug/Alcohol Treatment: Within thirty days of the date upon which a 

future application of Mr. Gaudett for a massage-therapy certificate or other 
certificate is approved by the Board, or as otherwise determined by the Board, 
Mr. Gaudett shall submit to appropriate drug/alcohol treatment, as determined 
by an informed assessment of his current needs.  Such assessment and treatment 
shall be provided by a treatment provider approved under Section 4731.25 of 
the Revised Code for treatment of drug and alcohol dependency.   

 
 Prior to the initial assessment, Mr. Gaudett shall furnish the approved treatment 

provider copies of the Board’s Summary of the Evidence, Findings of Fact, and 
Conclusions of Law, and any other documentation from the hearing record 
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which the Board may deem appropriate or helpful to the treatment provider.  
Within ten days after the completion of the initial assessment, or as otherwise 
determined by the Board, Mr. Gaudett shall cause a written report to be 
submitted to the Board from the treatment provider, which report shall include: 

 
i. A detailed plan of recommended treatment based upon the treatment 

provider’s informed assessment of Mr. Gaudett’s current needs;  
 
ii. A statement indicating that Mr. Gaudett entered into or commenced the 

recommended treatment program within forty-eight hours of its 
determination; 

 
iii. A copy of a treatment contract signed by Mr. Gaudett establishing the 

terms of treatment and aftercare, including any required supervision or 
restrictions on practice during treatment or aftercare; and  

 
iv. A statement indicating that the treatment provider will immediately report 

to the Board any failure by Mr. Gaudett to comply with the terms of the 
treatment contract during inpatient or outpatient treatment or aftercare. 

 
g. Comply with the Terms of Treatment and Aftercare Contract: Mr. Gaudett 

shall maintain continued compliance with the terms of the treatment and 
aftercare contracts entered into with his treatment provider, provided that, where 
terms of the treatment and aftercare contract conflict with terms of this Order, 
the terms of this Order shall control. 
 

h. Drug & Alcohol Screens; Supervising Physician:  Mr. Gaudett shall submit to 
random urine screenings for drugs and/or alcohol on a weekly basis or as 
otherwise directed by the Board.  Mr. Gaudett shall ensure that all screening 
reports are forwarded directly to the Board on a quarterly basis.  The drug 
testing panel utilized must be acceptable to the Secretary of the Board. 

 
 Within thirty days of the date upon which a future application of Mr. Gaudett 

for a massage therapy certificate or other certificate is approved by the Board, 
or as otherwise determined by the Board, Mr. Gaudett shall submit to the Board 
for its prior approval the name and curriculum vitae of a supervising physician 
to whom Mr. Gaudett shall submit the required specimens.  In approving an 
individual to serve in this capacity, the Board will give preference to a physician 
who practices in the same locale as Mr. Gaudett.  Mr. Gaudett and the 
supervising physician shall ensure that the urine specimens are obtained on a 
random basis and that the giving of the specimen is witnessed by a reliable 
person.  In addition, the supervising physician shall assure that appropriate 
control over the specimen is maintained and shall immediately inform the Board 
of any positive screening results. 
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 Mr. Gaudett shall ensure that the supervising physician provides quarterly 

reports to the Board, in a format acceptable to the Board as set forth in the 
materials provided by the Board to the supervising physician, verifying whether 
all urine screens have been conducted in compliance with this Order, whether 
all urine screens have been negative, and whether the supervising physician 
remains willing and able to continue in his or her responsibilities. 

 
 In the event that the designated supervising physician becomes unable or 

unwilling to so serve, Mr. Gaudett must immediately notify the Board in writing 
and make arrangements acceptable to the Board for another supervising 
physician as soon as practicable.  Mr. Gaudett shall further ensure that the 
previously designated supervising physician also notifies the Board directly of 
his or her inability to continue to serve and the reasons therefore. 

 
 All screening reports and supervising physician reports required under this 

paragraph must be received in the Board’s offices no later than the due date for 
Mr. Gaudett’s quarterly declaration.  It is Mr. Gaudett’s responsibility to ensure 
that reports are timely submitted. 

 
i. Submission of Blood or Urine Specimens upon Request: Mr. Gaudett shall 

submit blood and urine specimens for analysis without prior notice at such times 
as the Board may request, at Mr. Gaudett’s expense. 

 
j. Rehabilitation Program: Mr. Gaudett shall maintain participation in an alcohol 

and drug rehabilitation program, such as A.A., N.A., C.A., or Caduceus, no less 
than three times per week, unless otherwise determined by the Board.  
Substitution of any other specific program must receive prior Board approval.  
Mr. Gaudett shall submit acceptable documentary evidence of continuing 
compliance with this program, which must be received in the Board’s offices no 
later than the due date for Mr. Gaudett’s quarterly declarations.  

 
k. Contact Impaired Professionals Committee: Within thirty days of the date 

upon which a future application of Mr. Gaudett for a massage therapy certificate 
or other certificate is approved by the Board, or as otherwise determined by the 
Board, Mr. Gaudett shall contact the Ohio Physicians Health Program, or 
another impaired-professionals committee approved by the Board, to arrange for 
assistance in recovery and/or aftercare. 

 
l. Releases: Mr. Gaudett shall provide continuing authorization, through 

appropriate written consent forms, for disclosure of evaluative reports, 
summaries, and records, of whatever nature, by any and all parties that provide 
treatment or evaluation for Mr. Gaudett’s impairment and/or related conditions, 
or for purposes of complying with this Order, whether such treatment or 
evaluations occurred before or after Board approval of Mr. Gaudett’s 
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application for a massage-therapy certificate or other certificate.  The above-
mentioned evaluative reports, summaries, and records are considered medical 
records for purposes of Section 149.43 of the Ohio Revised Code and are 
confidential pursuant to statute.   

 
 Mr. Gaudett shall also provide the Board written consent permitting any 

treatment provider from whom Mr. Gaudett obtains treatment to notify the 
Board in the event he fails to agree to or comply with any treatment contract or 
aftercare contract.  Failure to provide such consent, or revocation of such 
consent, shall constitute a violation of this Order. 

 
3. Conditions For Reinstatement Or Restoration: The Board shall not consider 

reinstatement or restoration of Mr. Gaudett’s certificate to practice massage therapy 
until all of the following conditions have been met: 

 
a. Application for Reinstatement or Restoration: Mr. Gaudett shall submit an 

application for reinstatement or restoration, accompanied by appropriate fees, if 
any.   

 
b. Compliance with Interim Conditions: Mr. Gaudett shall have maintained 

compliance with all the terms and conditions set forth in Subsection B2 of this 
Order.  

 
c. Demonstration of Ability to Resume Practice: Mr. Gaudett shall demonstrate to 

the satisfaction of the Board that he can resume the practice of massage therapy 
in compliance with acceptable and prevailing standards of care under the 
provisions of his certificate.  Such demonstration shall include but shall not be 
limited to the following: 

 
i. Certification from a treatment provider approved under Section 4731.25 of 

the Revised Code that Mr. Gaudett has successfully completed any 
required inpatient treatment. 

 
ii. Evidence of continuing full compliance with a post-discharge aftercare 

contract with a treatment provider approved under Section 4731.25 of the 
Revised Code.  Such evidence shall include, but not be limited to, a copy 
of the signed aftercare contract.  The aftercare contract must comply with 
rule 4731-16-10 of the Administrative Code.  

 
iii. Evidence of continuing full compliance with this Order. 
 
iv. Two written reports indicating that Mr. Gaudett’s ability to practice has 

been evaluated for chemical dependency and/or impairment and that he 
has been found capable of practicing according to acceptable and 
prevailing standards of care.  The evaluations shall have been performed 
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by individuals or providers approved by the Board for making such 
evaluations.  Moreover, the evaluations shall have been performed within 
sixty days prior to Mr. Gaudett’s application for reinstatement or 
restoration.  The reports of evaluation shall describe with particularity the 
bases for the determination that Mr. Gaudett has been found capable of 
practicing according to acceptable and prevailing standards of care and 
shall include any recommended limitations upon his practice. 

 
d. Additional Evidence of Fitness To Resume Practice: In the event that Mr. 

Gaudett has not been engaged in the active practice of massage therapy for a 
period in excess of two years prior to application for reinstatement or 
restoration, the Board may exercise its discretion under Section 4731.222 of the 
Revised Code to require additional evidence of his fitness to resume practice. 

 
4. Probation: Upon reinstatement or restoration, Mr. Gaudett’s certificate shall be 

subject to the following PROBATIONARY terms, conditions, and limitations for a 
period of at least five years: 

 
a. Terms, Conditions, and Limitations Continued from Suspension Period: Mr. 

Gaudett shall continue to be subject to the terms, conditions, and limitations 
specified in Subsection B2 of this Order. 

 
b. Absence from Ohio: Mr. Gaudett shall obtain permission from the Board for 

departures or absences from Ohio.  Such periods of absence shall not reduce the 
probationary term, unless otherwise determined by motion of the Board for 
absences of three months or longer, or by the Secretary or the Supervising 
Member of the Board for absences of less than three months, in instances where 
the Board can be assured that probationary monitoring is otherwise being 
performed. 

 
c. Noncompliance Will Not Reduce Probationary Period:  In the event 

Mr. Gaudett is found by the Secretary of the Board to have failed to comply 
with any provision of this Order, and is so notified of that deficiency in writing, 
such period(s) of noncompliance will not apply to the reduction of the 
probationary period under this Order. 

 
5. Termination Of Probation: Upon successful completion of probation, as evidenced 

by a written release from the Board, Mr. Gaudett’s certificate will be fully restored.  
 

6. Required Reporting To Employers And Hospitals: Within thirty days of the date 
upon which a future application of Mr. Gaudett for a massage therapy certificate or 
other certificate is approved by the Board, or as otherwise determined by the Board, 
Mr. Gaudett shall provide a copy of this Order to all employers or entities with which 
he is under contract to provide health care services or is receiving training; and the 
Chief of Staff at each hospital where he has privileges or appointments.  Further,  
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