COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
- BOARD OF REGISTRATION IN MEDICINE

Suffolk, ss. . Adjudicatory Case
_ No. 2006-007
(RM-06-68)

) .

In the Matter of ) Final Decision & Order
)

Russel Aubin, D.O )

_ . )

This matter came before the Board for final digposition on the basis of thé
Administrative Magistrate’s Recommended Decision dated October 5, 2006, andthe
Board’s Partial Final Dec;ision as to Findings of Fﬁct and (.L‘on(‘:iusiéﬁsvof.' Law GMy |
(hereinafter “Partial Final Decision”), dated January 10,2007, After full considerétién of

- the Partial Final Decision, which is attached hereto and incorporated by feferenée, the
Board imposes thé following sanction:
Sanction

The record demonstrates that the Respondent has been disciplined by another
jﬁrisdiction for reasons substantially the samé as those found in M.G.L. c; 112§ 5 ahd
243 CMR 1.03(5), speciﬁéally that he committed misconduct in the practice of me;licine

* in violation df 243 CMR 1.03(5)(2)(18), and that he engaged in conduct which places into

question his competence to practice medicine, including gross misconduct in the practice

of medicine, in violation of M.G.L. c. 112§5 and 243 CMR 1.03(5)(2)(3). Furthermore, *

the record demonstra_ites that he engaged in conduct that undéxmi'ﬁed pilblic confidence in

. the integrity of the mediéal profession. Therefore, it is proper for the Bobard to impose
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The Board finds this matter to be on par with the Hawkins, Ingalls and Salerno
matters. In light of his conduct, and the Board’s precedent, the Respondent’s ihchoatg | i
right to renew his license to practice is hereby REVOKED,
The Respond;ent shall provide a complete copy of this Final Decision and Order, ¥
with all exhibits and attachments, within ten (10) days by certified mail, return receipt |
- requested, or by hand delivery to the following designated entities: the Drug
Enforcement Administration, Boston Diversion Group; any in- or out-of-state hospital,
nursing home, clinic, othgr licensed facility, or muniqipal, state, or federal facility at
which he practices medicine; any in- or out-of-state health maintenance organization with
. whom he has privileges or any other kind of association; any state agency, in- or out-of-
state, with which he has a provider contract; any in- or ogt-of-state medical employer,
whether or not he practices medicine there; and the state licensing boards of all states_ in
which he has any kind ‘of license to practice medicine. The Respondent shall also provide
this hot_iﬁcatio‘n to any such designated entities with which he becomes associated for the
duration of this revocation. The -Respondenf is further directed to certify té_)' the Board
within ten (10) days that he has complied with this directive,
The Respondent has the right to appeal this Final Decision and Order within thirty
(30) dé,ys, pursuant to G.L. c. 304, §§ 14 and 15, and G L. 112, §P4_-.”' ,b : |
o . | {
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Roscoe Trimmiert, J.b.
Vice Chairman.

- DATE: March 21, 2_007 :
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