COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Department of Health Professions

Bernard | Henderson, Jr. Board of Medicine 1601 Raliing Hills Brive, Sukte 200
Director of the Department Richmaond, Virginia 23229-5005

. (804} 862-9908
Hilary H. Connor, M.D. FAX (804) 662-9943
Hilary H. Connar, M.D. September 16, 1992

Vincent J. Speckhart, M.D.
302 Graydon Avenue
Norfolk, Virginia 23507

RE: November 11 & 12, 1992 Formal Hearing
License No. 0101- 020185

Dear Dr. Speckhart:

Pursuant to Sections 54.1-110, 54. 1-2400, 54.1-2920 and 9-6.14:12 of the Code
of Virginia (1950), as amended (”ﬁé&de"), you are heréby given notice -that the
- Virginia Board of Medicine ("Board“) will hold a formal administrative- hearing
before a panel of the Beard to receive and act upcm evidence -that you may have
violated certain laws and regulations as set forth in the attached Statement of

You have been: scheduled to appear before the Board. on - Wednesday: and
Thursday, November 11 and 12, 1892 at 8:30 a. m. at the Mcﬁ.t Hotel Waterside,
235 E. Main Street, Norfg%k, Virgmia 23510. A map is enclosed for your conve-
nience. Your presence is required 30 minutes in advance of the appointed time.
Please check at the desk for the exact location of  the: meeting. and -wait outs:;de the

- room. Youwﬂbemﬁeﬂ%nﬂmﬁmrdzsmadymmeetw&hyw

You may be represented by couns
Should you wish to suhpoana witne

for Requesting Subpoenss. If ;mu
at this ';.'-"'v 1, Pm mve 20 o M a e 515131
szmmwwmm%mmrw@mmm

Sis 1y,

Hilary H. Connor, M.D.
Executive BDirector
Virginia Board of Medicine
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Notice to Vincent J. Speckhart, M.D.
September 14, 1992
Page 2

KTM:KBOS1ON1:NOTICES

cec:  Bernard L. Hemi&men, Jr., Director, Department of Heslth Professmns
Charies F. Loveil, M.D., President

Board Panel Mmbem

Howard M. Casway, Assistant Atwmey General

Karen T'. McCaffrey, Legal Assistant =

Division of Investigations (90~01065/96-01587/91-00044/91-01161/92-00311)
Wayne Public Information

Enclosures:

Virginia Code Sections:
54.1~110
§4.1~2400
54.1.2914
54.1-2815
54.1-2920
54.1-3421
9-6.14:12
9-6.14:14.1

Statement of Particulars

Instructions for Requesting Subpoenas
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VIRGINIA:
BEFORE THE BOARD OF MEDICINE
IN RE: VINCENT J. SPECKHAR

In addition to the matters set forth in the Board's notice dated Se;atm&wr 14,
1992 the Board alleges that Vincent J. Speckhart, M.D., may have violgt@ Sec-
tions 54.1-2915.A (1), (4) and (3) as further defined in Section 54.1-291:4.@. (9,
(10), (13) and (14) and 54.1-3421 of the Code of V‘I?ginia (1950), as amenéisd, in
that: )

1. Between the period July 27, 1937 and February 26, 1988, in thé treat-
ment of Patient A, who had previously been diagnosed with Stage 1-B, squamus
cell carcinoma of the cervix, you inappropriately initiated immune 1 ”n: thera-
py under the guise of lepitimute bio-medical research with: an autoge
regimen consisting of a urine or stool specimen taken from the patient w’hich is
cultured and developed into a vaccine which is admmmtemé orally . andfor ﬁn]ectmi
intramuscularly. Said treatment is witheut accepted therspeutic purﬁme and
contrary to sound medical judgment. :

2. Between the peried Aupust 7, 1987 ‘and May 9, 1950, in the tréw
of Patient B, who had ymwmm}y been (
tion therapy under the guise of legitimate Mdieai reseamh with an _agtogenous
vaccine regimen consisting of a urine or stool sﬁecimen taken from  the ‘patier
which is cultured and developed into a vaccine which is adminstered orallyand/or
injected intramuscularly. Said treatment is without accepted therapeutic. pm'pose
and contrary to sound medical jadgement . ;

3. Between the period December 12, 1988 and May 1990, in the treatment
of Patient C, a 17 year old who had been previously d.iagnésed with lymnhgéafbi?ﬁstic

nous vaccine




T-cell lymphoma, you inappropriately initiated treatment with Vitamin A and a hy-
drogen peroxide IV after recommending that she not resume chemotherapeutic
treatment. The patient was hospitalized in January, 1989, at Sentara Norfolk
General Hospital with a final diagnosis of "pseudo tumor cerebri®, secondéry to
"intoxification from excessive doses of Vitamin A" (Beta Carotene). Said treatment
is without accepted therapeutic purpose and contrary to sound medicai judgexﬁent.

4. In October, 1980, you inappropriately utilized an usaccepted mediml
diagnostic procedure, to wit; (EAV) "Electro-Acupuncture of Vel”, to diagnose a
recurrent carcinoma of the right breast in Patient D, whom you had pl'e*;iously
treated post-operatively for a carcinoma of the left breast in 1988. Based upon
this inappropriate diagnostic procedure;, you improperly recommended a hm"mdimthic
treatment regimen without accepted therapeutic purpose and contrary to ‘sound
medical judgement and notwithstanding your knowledge of :an October 186, : 1990,
normal radiology report. '

5. During the period October 6, 1989 and December 27, 1989, in the
treatment of Patient E, who had a 23 yesr history of recurring metastatic breast
cancer, you recommended and initiated an experimental therapy consisting ‘of daily
injections of "LODI" or chorionic gonadotrophin, a human growth hormore ‘to be
increased to twice a day if the tumor did not decresse. Said treatment is without
accepted therapeutic purpose and contrary to seund medical j‘udgement. :

6. Between the period November 29, 1889 and October, 1991, dm@g your
treatment of Patient F, an individual who had suffered from a seizupe ﬁfkorder
since 1978 following a car accident and who had developed a severe degree of right
cerebellar atrophy, under the guise of legitimate medical treatment,  you recom-
mended the patient undergo testing on an experiments
an (EAV) "Electro-Acupuncture of Vel" machine and diagnosed this patient as
guffemngfmmmemuryandleadt@aicityoftham Youthereaftartmmthis
patient with a homeopathic remedies regimen, partislly including syphﬂinum,
cicuta, lymphaphlex, kali-carb, metalogin, candida, bella, cuprum and ferrum

wmputerdsmkmmnas
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phosphate.” Said treatment is without accepted therapeutic purpose and contrary
to sound medieal judgement.
7. On April 12, 1990, Patient G presenied to you

headedness, upper back pain, mitral valve prolapse, depression, and veast infec~
tions. This patient was examined and a diagnosis was made by you utiti?zmg a
computerized "bio-energetic testing machine® which, based on your own a&nﬁssion,
provides for a "spectral analysis of wave forms generated by cells with orgmts

acting as capacitors." Assisted by a computer printout, you diagnosed tins pa-.

tient as suffering from: 1) mercury toxicity in the brain and nerves ﬁ'o:n the
amalgams in her teeth; 2) lead toxicity in the lymph nodes and spleen due to
chemicals from work; and 3) mitral valve prolapse associated with candida alhicans,
a yeast infection. You thereafter recommended a "detoxification reglmen" for this
patient and prescribed daily sublingual dosages of "neuroplex, metalogem
hepatoplex, lymphoplex, dentox, candida, and mercury solibis.” A serum anaiy-
sis, performed on Patient G by the Norfolk Public Hesith Eepartment on - l\hy 23,
1990, revesled lead and mercury levels well within normal Hmits. Said exa

ination,
treatment, and remedies prescribed by you are without accepted therapeutm pur-
pose and contrary to sound medical judgement,

8. Between June 6, 1990 and December 10; 19681, follomg a mem to
the bone following a -left ‘mastectomy for a hormone wceptor ne_wmm. cam
1988, under the guise of legitimate bic-medieal  pesearch, ynu W m
mended and initiated trestment of Patient H, with an Mune
utilizing an autogencus vaccine regimen .
taken from the patient which is then cultured and developed into a vacoiie which
is administered orally and/or injécted intramuscularly. Furthermore, you .iléhpprm
priately utilized an unaccepted medical diagnostic precedure, to wit; i (EAV)
"Electro-Acupuncture of Vol", and recommended a homeopathic treatment regim
without accepted therapeutic purpose and contrary to sound medical judgament.
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g, On dJuly 16, 1990 and October 3, 1980, in the treatment of Patient I,
who had previously been diagnosed with a generalized seizure disopder, under the
guise of legitimate medical practice you evaiuated this patient's medical staéus by
utilizing an  experimental computer devise  designated as an (EAV)
"Electro-Acupuncture of Vol' machine and diagnosed this patient as havi-ftg f‘:erpes
zoster, lyssin focus in the left cerebrum, and neurotransmutic disfunction due to
herpes zoster. Thereafter, you recommended .a ‘homeopathic treatment : remen
consisting of "herpes zoster formuda, cicuta 6X, lyssin noseodes, vermex, . candida
albicans, methylglyoxal, histamine, staphy’

lecoccinum  and apis mill."  Said tmfw
ment was without accepted therapeutic purpose and contrary to sound: medlcd
judgement.

10. In early 1881, when requested by Patient J to discontinue .:?éﬁiumt
chemotherapy treatment for pest-surgical bilateral breast cancer, you recs
under the guise of legitimate medical practice, that she submit to & medical gvalua-
tion to be conducted by you utilizing an éxperimental computer device ¢
as an (EAV) “E%m@ro-Acupuncture of Vol machine for the purpese- of cietemnimg
the future necessity of treatment. Said treatment was without acaepmd thempeutia

purpose and contrary to sound medical judgement.
11. On March 13, 1861, as part of your initial ..méultation of want K,
an individual who was sly diagnosed with large cell imhoma of tﬁ@«@ bone,
under the guise of legitimate medical practice, yml inappropriately ewmad this
patient by utilizing an medical Mmsac pwmﬂm, to wit; (EAV)
"Electro~Acupuncture of Vol". You thereafter mmmndm a homeopathic ‘Z
ment regimen consisting of ornithogalum 30 C, anthrachinon and vise quereus.
Said evaluation and treatment was without aceepted

contrary to sound medical judg‘emem ]

12, On March 25, 1991, as part of your initial consultation of ‘Patient L, an
individual previously diagnosed with seirrhous adenocarcinoma of the left breast,
under the guise of legitimate medical practice, you inappropriately evaluatséd this
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patient utilizing an unacceptec al diagnostic procedure, to wit, (EAV)

"Electro-Acupuncture of Vol". You thereafter improper recommended a

homeopathic treatment regimen consisting of "syphilinum, carcinosin, calamus
aromaticus, trichineyl, ge#aplex, vermex, Kkali-carb, aconite, arnica . and
medorrhinum.” Said treatment wag without m’t&ﬁ . epape

‘ contrary to sound medical judgement.
13.  During the period Sep r 23, 1987 through April 28, 1988, fi
treatment of Patjent M with chemotherapy for Stage IV Hddgkin's disease, you
 thereafter, beginning on or about August 1890 thmx;gh December 28, 1990, based
procedure,. to wit; {%’9’} “Electrcrmmlécmre
. of Vol", inappropriately initiated homeopathic treatment for what you improperly

on an unsccepted medical d He

including back pain, night sweats and recurrent fever. Further, whén the patient

. developed anemia on Decem

her 7, 1980, you failed .to order additional appropriate -
- diagnostic tests and inappmpﬁawiy continued the . it.

On

- December 28, 1990, Patient M was hospi alizéd by another physician for spasticity

of both lower extremities and marked bi-latersl weakness.. An emergency MRI

revealed a large extradural mass compressing the spinéxl cord in the mid-thoracic
n, secon to i nt Hagkin's Lo . i

FOR THE BOARD

_,/Z;_. ~

Virginia Board of Medicine
DATE: _%—/é - 22
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