
Appendix C
Who Are The 12 Signers?
Why this is Irrelevant:

Ms. Thompson’s interest here is transparent and pathetic, as is her direct avoidance of 
the clear task assigned her clients. In agreeing to represent her clients, Ms. Thompson 
agreed to:

“Please limit your response and any documents you send to the ethics issues 
presented.” Common email to Berry, Foote, Alexander, Joyce, and Rosenblum 
from Daniel Atkinson, Assistant General Counsel and CAO Attorney on 
December 7, 2016.

Instead of respecting Mr. Atkinson’s instructions. Ms. Thompson, after a single basic 
introductory paragraph, went to work on her inappropriate exposition of the identity and 
character of the 12 people who so dutifully brought to the attention of authorities, the 
possible misconduct of the 5 attorneys she represents.

In doing so, Ms. Thompson is sorely off point. 

There is nothing in the character of any complainants regardless of detail which would 
negate Ms. Thompson’s responsibility to turn her attention first and foremost to the 
grave concerns which the 12 signers expressed about her clients, Berry, Foote, 
Alexander, Joyce, and Rosenblum.

The 12 signers, in submitting their good faith request for investigation, were not creating 
an opportunity for Berry, Foote, Alexander, Joyce, Rosenblum or Thompson to malign 
them. The 12 signers are not the focus of the present matter nor are they on trial.

This is the type of behavior that has intimidated so many others before us and why, at 
this time, only 12 have signed.

It is this behavior, unbecoming of a Bar member, that caused one of the original 12 to 
withdraw her name from further correspondence. Her attorneys advised against her 
further involvement for fear of retaliation by the OMB.    

Why we are bothering to answer to it:
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1) We are 12, now 11, who are not intimidated and we wish to make that known to all. 
We will not be intimidated and we will not be cowed.

2) We resent the liberties taken by Ms. Thompson in describing us as person to be 
dismissed. We resent that Ms. Thompson would presume that others would join her 
in the idea that action taken against us by boards shows our guilt and 
“dispersonment,” rather than our status as victims of board abuses.

3) We wish to assert that Ms. Thompson’s prominent attempt to assassinate or 
character (individually and collectively) is an exhibit for our argument that not only do 
the healthcare boards and the DOJ do this but they do it systematically and 
endemically. Ms. Thompson’s exhibition in case in point.

4) Ms. Thompson’s presented “facts” are inexcusably incorrect. 

How Ms. Thompson’s attack upon the signers is an ad hominem attack:

Presentations of persons, in most basic form consists of nominal identification and a 
description of the person’s behavior in some relevant context. Had Ms. Thompson’s 
exhibition been left at that, we could have simply resigned it to irrelevancy. But Ms. 
Thompson’s presentation of the 12 signers was prominent (as in primary or early in her 
correspondence), lengthy (of little more than 8 pages, a fair 2 pages - or more had a 
significant portion not been in footenote), and solely (an inaccurate and inappropriate) 
exhibition of defamation.

It, when juxtaposed to other options available to Ms. Thompson, was clearly an attempt 
to devalue the credibility of the Signers’ statements by maligning them as person’s, 
reducing them to a group of thugs.

In attempts to describe “behaviors” of agents (the 13), Ms. Thompson succeeded only in 
describing the “agency” of the boards, the prosecutors, and the courts (right or wrong) 
against the 12 signers.

Though there may be a place for questioning the character of “witnesses” or others 
joining attestations, this, by no means was one of them.

As it is here, even had her information been accurate, would Ms. Thompson’s exhibition 
be sufficient affirm or disconfirm the allegations against her clients.

The common Factor of Warren Foote and what it means:

It is not by accident or conspiracy that Warren Foote is a common feature in the 
experiences of most of the signers. It is the fact that Warren Foote has accepted the 
position of legal counsel for at least three healthcare boards (OBPE, OMB, and 
OBLPCT) and the fact that Mr. Foote’s behavior now warrants review.
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The formulaic nature of our stories and what it means:

Having, through Providence, found one another and shared our experiences with the  
disciplinary actions of our respective regulatory boards, we have discerned numerous 
sets of disturbing patterns. Therefore, in basic form, many of us would tell the same 
tales of abuse. Specific content varies of course, and no two person’s stories are 
exactly alike, but to some extent, to hear one of our stories is to have heard all our 
stories.

Below, in relevant form we will tell some of the parts of some of the stories, but we do 
not believe it necessary, to serve our purposes here, to tell the stories of all of the 
signers.

Mr. Wolff is presented first and at length, largely because Ms. Thompson presented him 
first and at greater length than the others. In the story of Mr. Wolff, the reader will find 
many of the dynamics relevant to the other signers and samplings of the dynamics 
which allowed the signers to recognize the gross misconduct on the part of the named 5 
attorneys in the matter of Dr. Bice. Space does not respect the exhibition on any 
signer’s whole story, but it suffices for our purpose here.

We find it critical to the perceived validity of our complaint to correct the tone by which 
Ms. Thompson has characterized us.

We find it critical for the record and for our self respect, to correct Ms. Thompson’s 
factual errors.

Who is “Wolff” in the context of Correspondence with OSB on the Bice Matter and 
in Commentary About Offenses Which may have been Committed in Relation to 
the Bice Matter?

On several occasions in her January 17, 2017 Answer to OSB CAO, Ms. Thompson 
refers to “Mr. Wolff” when she seems to be referring to the 12 signers collectively. In that 
Christian Wolff, MA is the first signer, we find it acceptable for the 12 signers to be 
referred to as “Wolff.” We do not find it expectable for collective authors and signers of 
our concerns to be called “Mr. Wolff.” “Mr. Wolff” should be used only to refer to 
“Christian Wolff, MA” singularly. To continue to refer to the collective 12 as Mr. Wolff 
should be considered a deliberate attempt to lead a reader to the erroneous impression  
that Mr. Wolff acts alone. “Mr. Wolff” is one person. “Wolff” is, or are, thirteen.  

________________

Christian Wolff, MA:

In Stephanie Thompsons’s January 17, 2017 Answer to the OSB CAO she writes of 
Christian Wolff:
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Christian Wolff is a psychologist associate licensed by the Board of Psychologist 
Examiners ("OBPE" or "Board"). He has been the subject of two board 
disciplinary actions,2 both of which were referred to the Office of Administrative 
Hearings for hearing. The first case was resolved via a Motion of Summary 
Determination that was granted by the administrative law judge ("ALJ”) (Tab C). 
That case is pending before the Oregon Court of Appeals. The second case 
resulted in a proposed order by the ALJ and Final Order that adopted the ALJ's 
findings and conclusions (Tab D). [p.1, para. 2 after salutation]

See Tab A.
2
The first action proposed to suspend Wolff's license to practice and to impose a $10,000 civil 
penalty for representing himself to the public as a licensed psychologist and referring to himself 
with the initials "Psy.A." Mr. Wolff is a licensed psychologist associate, which requires a Master's 
degree in psychology. The ALJ granted the Board's Motion for Summary Determination. The 
Board issued a Final Order, in which Wolff's license was suspended for I year (with a stay 
provision) and a $10,000 civil penalty. This case is pending before the Court of Appeals. The 
second action by the Board proposed to assess a $200 civil penalty and require Wolff to make up  
continuing education ("CE") credits for failure to complete 19 hours of qualifying CE credits. This 
case also went to contested case hearing. The ALJ found, and the Board affirmed in the Final 
Order, that Mr. Wolff must complete 19 hours of qualifying CE credits. Wolff did not file an appeal. 
[p. 1, footnote at end of page]

Christian Wolff, MA is a Psychologist Associate licensed by the Oregon Board of 
Psychologist Examiners (OBPE) since 2000. He has been a regular attendee at OBPE 
Public Meetings and other OBPE for as long. He has been a staunch advocate of 
Psychologist Associates who are a minority, representing approximately 2% of the 
professionals licensed by OBPE. Mr. Wolff through these years has likely attended more 
OBPE Public Meetings than any person who has ever sat on the Board. Mr. Wolff’s 
“tenure” is it were might only be matched by Karen Berry. Mr. Wolff has often stood in 
opposition to actions of this board. Simply for example, Mr. Wolff twice (in 2008 & 2013) 
shut down OBPE’s attempts to “sunset” the Psychologist Associate license. In the 2013 
Public meeting surrounding this matter, Mr. Wolff was shouted down by AAG Warren 
Foote, also in attendance at the meeting. The first action proposed against Mr. Wolff 
was delivered as Mr. Wolff was opposing OBPE’s attempt to join the American 
Psychological Association (APA) furthering APA’s attempts at oligarchy in the control of 
Psychology Program accreditation in the U.S. and Canada. Ms. Thompson is correct 
about Mr. Wolff’s disciplinary action still awaiting decision in the Oregon Court of 
Appeals (OCA). Briefs on this matter were submitted to OCA in March 2015, and argued 
in October 2015.

Ms. Thompson would mislead the reader in suggesting that Mr. Wolff has been the 
subject of two disciplinary actions. For the sake of disambiguation, we should call the 
second action to which Ms. Thompson refers, an “attempted disciplinary action.” In this 
matter, “the board” erroneously asserted that 19 of Mr. Wolff’s required continuing 
education (CE) credits failed to meet criteria for being counted toward his license 
renewal. Wolff challenged this assertion in strong letters to the board and then in a 
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contested hearing. In the hearing before ALJ Samantha Fair, “the board’s” only witness 
was asked by Mr. Wolff’s attorney whether “the board” generally “disliked” Mr. Wolff. The 
witness, Lareé Felton, OBPE Rules Coordinator, who had been a critical OBPE staff 
member since 2007 answered in the affirmative. ALJ Fair found Mr. Wolff’s 
interpretation as plausible as “the board’s,” and thus determined that the action she 
advised not be considered a disciplinary action. Evidence of her finding can be 
found on OBPE’s website under Licensee Look Up. If disciplinary action had been taken 
against Mr. Wolff in the matter of his CE’s, a statement would be posted there. OBPE 
does not tend to publicize their losses. There is no statement there. ALJ Fair, in the 
words of Mr. Wolff’s attorney “split the baby” on the matter of Mr. Wolff’s CE’s. Although 
she found Mr. Wolff’s interpretation of the Rules equal to that of “the board,” she advised 
Mr. Wolff be required to “retake” 19 hours of CE’s. The board seemed satisfied with this. 
The only reason Mr. Wolff did not appeal the ALJ’s decision is that the cumulative effect 
of the boards earlier actions (which remain on-going) had depleted Mr. Wolff of 
resources. Mr. Wolff had to decide between the cost of re-taking the CE’s 
(approximately $600) and giving his attorney another $3500 retainer. Mr. Wolff could no 
longer afford either. Mr. Wolff retook 20 hours of CE’s.

In reviewing Ms. Thompson’s lengthy commentary on Mr. Wolff, it seems more clarity is 
in order.

Ms. Thompson would mislead the reader by indicating that “the boards” proposal to 
suspend Mr. Wolff’s license to practice and to impose a $10,000 civil penalty was the 
first discipline OBPE had ever proposed against Mr. Wolff. At the apparent behest of 
Investigator Karen Berry, OBPE filed a sua sponte complaint against Mr. Wolff for his 
use of PsyA after his name and ordered Mr. Wolff to cease and desist.  Mr. Wolff 
cooperated with the board in their investigation and in the end, concluded that OBPE 
had neither the statutory authority, regulatory authority, nor articulation of informed 
reason sufficient for their demand. OBPE then issued Mr. Wolff a Notice of Intent to 
Impose Civil Penalty in the amount of $5,000. Mr. Wolff arranged for a contested 
hearing and had set the date in conference with Mr. Foote and ALJ Dove Gutman. 
During the one month period prior to the hearing date - a period in which ALJ Gutman 
was on vacation - “the board” (to include Senior AAG Warren Foote) convened in 
emergency executive session (by telephone) to discuss one matter, and one matter 
only. This was the matter of Mr. Wolff. Mr. Wolff was not privy to the discussion, but he 
was made privy to the result of their discussion and to their vote. With the exception of 
one attorney board member, Mr. James Hendry, this board voted unanimously to allege 
additional charges against Mr. Wolff. The additional charges were “claiming to practice 
psychology,” and “claiming to possess a degree in clinical psychology.” In association 
with these additional allegations, the board then issued an “Amended Notice.” This 
notice proposed to fine Mr. Wolff $10,000 (the maximum fine imposable by the board), 
and to suspend Mr. Wolff’s license to practice psychology for one year. The “stay 
provision” offered Mr. Wolff and mentioned misleadingly by Ms. Thompson was an 
illegal proposition. The board offered to reduce Mr. Wolff’s suspension to 30 days 
(rather than one year) if Mr. Wolff would stop using PsyA after his name, stop claiming 
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to practice psychology, and stop claiming to possess a degree in clinical psychology. 
See attachment ____________. Inasmuch as ORS 675.070(1)(c) reads, 

ORS 675.070 Authorized sanctions; grounds for imposing sanctions; civil penalty. (1) If any 
of the grounds enumerated in subsection (2) of this section exist, the State Board of Psychologist 
Examiners may impose any of the following sanctions:
(c) Suspend the license of any psychologist or psychologist associate for a period of not less than 
one year [emphasis added];

Mr. Wolff knew the board’s “stay provision” as Mr. Foote wrote it was not legal, and likely  
some trickery device employed by Mr. Foote. It should not be doubted that Mr. Foote 
knew or should have known about the illegality of the proposition he offer Mr. Wolff. 
There should also be no doubt that Foote wrote the proposition.

Mr. Wolff declined the proposition.

Upon ALJ Gutman’s return from vacation, just days before the hearing was to 
commence, there was a second pre-hearing conference. It was not until her return that 
ALJ Gutman received notice from Warren Foote or from the board that there had been a 
substantial Amendment to the discipline proposed against Mr. Wolff. Mr. Foote was 
reprimanded by ALJ Gutman for his suspect behavior.

As Ms. Thompson attested, the ALJ granted the Board's Motion for Summary 
Determination, and supported the board’s proposal for discipline against Mr. Wolff in its 
entirety.

Mr. Wolff requested a stay pending the outcome of Appeals.  Mr. Wolff’s request was 
denied by “the board.”

Mr. Wolff “served” the one year of suspension from December 23, 2013 to December 
23, 2014, and now, in March, 2017, awaits the outcome of his Appeal.

Mr. Wolff never recovered but a minimal practice for a variety of reasons associated with 
the action taken against him by this board.

Mr. Wolff is a 1993 graduate of Washburn University where he graduated at the top of 
his class with a Master of Arts degree in clinical psychology. He is a member of Psi Chi 
& Phi Kappa Phi academic honor societies, and a 5 year former member of the Board of 
Directors for the American Mental Health Alliance. Mr. Wolff is active with the Oregon 
Legislature and frequently provides testimony in writing or in person on matters of 
justice and healthcare regulation. 

Mr. Wolff is one of the primary authors of the response to Senior AAG Stephanie 
Thompson’s January 17, 2017 Answer to the OSB CAO, but not the only one. This 
response is a joint effort of the 13 signers. 

Eric Dover, MD, CTTH
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Of Dr. Dover, Stephanie Thompson writes:

The other lead complainant is Eric Dover, MD. He was the subject of a Medical 
Board disciplinary action based upon allegations of unprofessional or 
dishonorable conduct, gross repeated acts of negligence, and violating a board 
order. The case went to a contested case hearing, culminating in the revocation 
of his medical license.3 (Tab E). Dover did not appeal the final order, but filed a 
42 USC §1983 action in federal court alleging his constitutional rights were 
violated when his medical license was revoked. The 9th Circuit Court of Appeals 
affirmed the decision of the federal district court that dismissed his claims (Tab 
F).

Contrary to Ms. Thompson’s damning portrayal of Dr. Dover in his identity and his 
character, Dr. Dover is an honorable and highly principled man. His undying dedication 
to the establishment of justice, seemingly against all odds, has encouraged others to 
not only seek justice in a similar fashion, but to come out of the shadows of shame 
familiar to so many victims of abuse. Had it not been for Dr. Dover’s determination to tell 
his story of abuse by the Oregon Medical Board and AAG Warren Foote, many board-
abused professionals may have remained isolated, attempting to deconstruct, alone, the 
insufferable systematic gaslighting they had experienced, and many may have been 
driven to suicide. This is not hyperbole. The psychological effects of this form of abuse 
is being associated with PTSD and is earning a name in the psychiatric community. It is 
called Medical Malpractice Stress Syndrome (MMSS). See http://www.mdmentor.com/
who-we-are/ Although healthcare boards claim to protect the public, whether they do 
this or not has not been proven or dare we say, even examined. More certain, is that 
with the help of persons such as Karen Berry and members of the “Department of 
Justice,” such as Warren Foote, Carolyn Alexander, Anna Joyce, and Ellen Rosenblum, 
the lives of healthcare workers in Oregon have been destroyed. Dr. Dover, on the other 
hand, despite the revocation of his license is still saving lives.

Dr. Dover is actively involved with the Oregon Legislature. Though testimony at House 
and Senate Committee meetings, meetings directly with legislators and office holders, 
and innovation and design, Dr. Dover is trying to help keep good doctors doctoring in 
their communities. This, despite the corrupt and malignant forces in healthcare 
regulation and the DOJ. 

2. Identity of the Complainants & Stephanie Thompson’s Table of Shame

In an attempt to dismiss and discredit all 12 signers Senior AAG Stephanie Thompson 
notes in her January 17, 2017 Answer to the OSB CAO [p.2. para1]:

Two of the individuals (Dover and Whittaker) have each previously filed a 
complaint with the Bar alleging professional misconduct against Warren Foote in 
connection with the Board disciplinary action taken against them. The CAO 
informed the complainants that it "cannot find sufficient evidence to support a 
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reasonable belief" that Warren Foote had engaged in professional misconduct 
(Tab I).

We do not find it logical to believe that the dismissal of separate complaints made by 
two of our signers about Warren Foote’s misconduct in their own cases should 
necessarily predict or inform the OSB’s regard for the present matter, except, perhaps, 
in their regard for Mr. Foote

Our present concern is about the behavior of Warren Foote and others in the Bice 
matter. Bice is not a signer in the current matter. This is not a case in which any any of 
the signers were directly involved. This lends us some amount credibility and objectivity 
in the expression and description of our considerable concerns.

The virtues of reporting valid concerns which don’t directly involve one’s own case 
aside, Kali Miller, one of our signers recently registered complaints about Foote and 
Berry which resulted in emails being sent them by OSB CAO. In these additional 
investigations, Berry has been assigned the File No. LDD 1601802. The OSB CAO 
expressed concerns that Ms. Berry may have violated of RPC 8.49(a)(3). This was sent 
to Ms. Berry on February 1, 2017 and she has been asked to Answer to the specific 
complaints. On March 9, 2017, Mr. Foote was sent an email by OSB CAO asking him to 
Answer to specific complaints also registered by Dr. Miller. Based on Dr. Miller’s 
complaint, CAO Mr. Foote has been asked to Answer to the possibility that he violated 
RPC’s 3.1, 3.3(a)(1)(2)(3), 3.4(d) and 3.5(b). He’s been assigned File No. TJW 
1700322.   

As explained above, there is a natural explanation to the commonality of Warren Foote 
in the experiences of most of the signers. Mr. Whittaker, Dr. Dover, Dr. Miller, and the 12 
signers of the present Bice matter are not warrantlessly conspiring against Mr. Foote. 
Filing complaints such as this one is hard work for which complainants are not paid. 

Susan T. Haney, MD, FACEP, FAAEM

Susan T. Haney, MD, FACEP, FAAEM is an Emergency Physician actively licensed by 
the Oregon Board of Medicine. 

Again, Ms. Thompson misleads the common reader (or worse, the uncommon reader 
such as may be a legal professional). In this, Ms. Thompson is either extremely 
malevolently cunning, inexcusably ignorant (given she has Mr. Foote to inform her), or 
heartlessly careless. In a column labeled Disciplinary Action [p. 2, table], in a row 
labeled “Susan Haney,” Ms. Thompson writes:

Corrective Action Agreement, 7/30/2015 and an Interim Stipulated Order, 
2/22/2012.
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This states that the Interim Stipulated Order and the Corrective Action Agreement are 
Disciplinary Actions. They are not.

This states that Dr. Susan Haney has had Disciplinary Actions against her license. She 
has not.

The Oregon Medical Board (OMB) website https://techmedweb.omb.state.or.us/Clients/
ORMB/Public/VerificationDetails.aspx?EntityID=1452720 shows three entries for Dr. 
Haney:

1) 02/22/2012 - 06/12/2012    Interim Stipulated Order

On February 22, 2012, Licensee entered into an Interim Stipulated Order to voluntarily 
withdraw from practice and place her license in Inactive status pending the completion 
of the Board's investigation into her ability to safely and competently practice medicine.

https://techmedweb.omb.state.or.us/Clients/ORMB/OrderDocuments/
51d9fc51-92db-4774-8838-8840e5b6a9cc.pdf

2) 06/12/2012 - 06/12/2012    Order Terminating Board Order

On June 12, 2012, the Board issued an Order Terminating Interim Stipulated Order. This 
Order terminates Licensee's February 22, 2012, Interim Stipulated Order.

https://techmedweb.omb.state.or.us/Clients/ORMB/OrderDocuments/951bd003-
cc08-4200-8cc2-dd287e24dedb.pdf

3) 08/06/2015 - Open    Corrective Action Agreement

On August 6, 2015, Licensee entered into a Corrective Action Agreement with the 
Board. In this Agreement, Licensee agreed to practice in settings pre-approved by the 
Board's Medical Director and obtain a healthcare provider pre-approved by the Board's 
Medical Director.

https://techmedweb.omb.state.or.us/Clients/ORMB/OrderDocuments/94fa439e-
ff5e-44a8-b023-e738ff16d393.pdf

Dr. Haney has never had a disciplinary action against her license. Never.

Definitions from the OMB website:

INTERIM STIPULATED ORDER: This Order puts interim or temporary conditions on a 
license until the Board is able to conclude its investigation.

ORDER TERMINATING BOARD ORDER: This Order terminates a previously issued 
Board Order.
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CORRECTIVE ACTION AGREEMENT: The Corrective Action Agreement is a public, 
non-disciplinary [emphases added] order designed to modify, monitor or otherwise 
correct an identified problem. The terms are agreed upon by the licensee and the 
Board. There are no findings of serious wrong doing, and identified problems can be 
addressed through remediation.

Additionally, Ms. Thompson misleads through omission. Ms. Thompson “fails to 
mention” a third item on Dr. Haney’s publicly available performance history. That third 
item is Termination of the Interim Stipulated Order.

This amounts to libel. Whether criminally libelous or not, it still amount to libel and it 
speaks to the entirety of Ms. Thompson’s attempt to discredit the 13 signers who 
request an OSB investigation into the possible misconduct of Berry, Foote, Alexander, 
Joyce, and Rosenblum who Ms. Thompson represents.

Dr. Haney’s story in brief is:

1) On February 22, 2012, for reasons Warren Foote only describes as “credible,” Dr. 
Haney was coerced into accepting a voluntary stipulated order to cease the practice 
of Medicine pending some sort of investigation.

2) On June 12, 2012 (111 career destroying days later), Foote wrote only that the board 
had “closed it’s investigation allowing the Licensee to return to practice.”

3) On August 6, 2015 after the opening and closing of some sort of undescribed 
investigation, Dr. Haney entered into a “corrective action agreement” with OMB. Of 
this, Foote wrote in relevant part:

The Board agrees to close the current investigation and does not make a finding in 
regard to any violation of the Medical Practice Act. This agreement is a public 
document; however, it is not a disciplinary action. 

The catch? Even though this was not a disciplinary action nor indicative of any violation 
of the Medical Practice Act, Foote continues, “This document is reportable to the 
National Data Bank and the Federation of State Medical Boards.

It is highly unlikely that Dr. Haney had any idea of the extent to which this seemingly 
innocuous report would have on here career. It is highly likely, however, that Mr. Foote, 
OMB’s legal counsel, new full well the impact that such an innocuous report would have 
on Dr. Haney’s career.

Dr. Haney has been blacklisted. She is employed, but in a position about one half of that 
which she would otherwise be earning. She is 55 years old and forced to drive long 
distance to another town where she works 24 hour shifts in an emergency rooms. When 
applying for better jobs for which she is well qualified, she is turned away. The 
documents sent to these data bases will never be expunged.
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Dr. Susan Haney participates actively in Oregon Legislative matters, especially as 
related to matters of justice and healthcare regulation. She testifies in writing and in 
person and has devoted herself to other work to raise awareness about corruption and 
malignancy in healthcare boards and Departments of Justice across the country.

Lynne Joy Nesbit, M.S.

Lynne Joy Nesbit , MS is the Founder and Founder/Director of Wise Counsel & Comfort 
and a former Licensed Professional Counselor in Oregon.

Of Ms. Nesbit, Stephanie Thompson writes:

Final Order, 1/23/2015 (license revoked after a contested case hearing). Case 
pending before the Court of Appeals.

Again, Ms. Thompson irresponsibly misrepresents one of the 13 Signers. The manner in 
which Ms. Thompson errs in this case is in stating that that Ms. Nesbit’s license was 
revoked after a contested case hearing. Ms. Nesbit’s license was revoked by Summary 
Determination and without an opportunity to present her case before the Board of 
Licensed Professional Counselors and Therapists (OBLPCT). Lynee Joy Nesbit never 
received a hearing.

Like some of the other Signers, Ms. Nesbit’s case is pending in the Oregon Court of 
Appeals. 

Ms. Nesbit’s case was neither investigated by Karen Berry or legally headed up by Mr. 
Foote.

Kali Miller, PsyD

Kali Miller, PsyD, is Former psychologist licensed by the Oregon Board of Psychologist 
Examiners.

Of Dr. Miller, Ms. Thompson chose to write:

Contested case hearing for Order of Emergency Suspension affirmed by ALL 
Action to revoke license on motion for summary determination granted on the 
same factual basis. Case pending before the Court of Appeals.

The story of Dr. Miller’s harassment by the Oregon Board of Psychologist Examiners 
(OBPE) is long and nearly too complex to comprehend. Her harassment by OBPE 
predates Warren Foote and possibly even Karen Barry. However, this make no less 
culpable, Karen Berry, Warren Foote and others, in the harm they have inflicted upon 
her in more recent years.
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The details of some of Dr. Millers difficulties with Warren Foote and Karen Berry are 
already before the OSB CAO in the complaints Dr. Miller has filed against Warren Foote 
(OSB CAO File No. TJW 1700322) and Karen Berry (OSB CAO File No. LDD 1601802).

Ms. Berry and Mr. Footes cases are pending investigation by the OSB. OSBE’s case 
against Dr. Miller is pending review by the OCA.

OSBE, on going barrage of Dr. Miller has depleted her of resources and she has been 
forced, against her wishes to write her own appellate brief and to represent herself in 
Appellate Court, pro se. 

In 2004, Dr. Miller, having appealed sanctions imposed upon her by OBPE, won a 
Reverse and Remand in the Oregon Court of Appeals. Thanks to Dr. Miller’s 
courageous unwillingness to fall helpless to the board’s abuses, her case became a 
precedent setting landmark. To matters of importance were determined regarding 
healthcare boards in general.

1) Because the board has neither expertise nor 
experience in construing legal documents such as 
dissolution judgments, its interpretation is entitled to 
no deference.

2)  [ ... ] the board in this case did not plausibly interpret [ ... ] the only existing 
rule that petitioner was charged with violating. Instead, it announced a new 
rule and applied it to petitioner. Because the board's interpretation of its rule 
was implausible, I would reverse the board's order in this case.

Miller v. Board of Psychologist Examiners, 91 P.3d 786, 193 Or. App. 715 (Ct. 
App. 2004)

OBPE’s behavior was frivolous and reckless. Arrogantly and needlessly they 
persisted with their errant position at the expense of Dr. Miller.

Dr. Miller is a veteran to the long standing corrupt and malignant ways of the OBPE and 
other Oregon healthcare boards. She is also in the position, over time, and studied in 
the matter, to reasonably believe that the corruption and malignancy is systematic and 
endemic  across healthcare boards and throughout the DOJ. 

Dr. Miller’s courage behind her 2004 Reverse and Remand has been a saving grace to 
to others unscrupulously abused by these incorrigible, reckless, and malevolent 
“authorities.”

When a licensee is arbitrarily and capriciously attacked by the boards who hold the key 
to their livelihood, one of the first things they do is research. In doing this, one of the 
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things they will find is Miller v. the Board of Psychologist Examiners. This gives them the 
reason to believe that if they fight injustice, they can win.

In Dr. Miller’s Reverse and Remand against the OBPE in 2004, Dr. Miller knows that 
targeted licensees such as Dr. Bice must wonder how it is that the boards can take 
things so far and be excused for so much incomprehensible misconduct.

We, the 12 Signers believe that it is because Oregon healthcare boards and their 
“designees” are granted grand and sweeping immunities from accountability 
mechanisms, that they wreak havoc on a daily basis without substantial care for the 
consequences of their actions upon themselves. No matter what harm they cause 
others, they themselves will be alright. 

We the 12 signers are compelled to bring these “authorities” into lawfulness for the sake 
of guilty and innocent healthcare providers alike, for the sake of the citizens they serve, 
and for the general welfare of the people. 

Cesareo Texador, PA

Of Mr. Texador, Ms. Thompson writes:

Notice of Proposed Discipline issued on
11/23/2016. Anticipate request for contested case hearing.

As we speak, Mr. Foote is engaging in tactics designed to deplete Mr. Texador’s. Mr. 
Foote is entirely aware that Mr. Texador does not have the money he needs to best 
abide the OMB’s (Foote’s) demands. Foote continues to insist that Mr. Texador receives 
treatment he does not need at facilities with no record of success and at facilities which 
take no insurance and require amounts of nearly $10,000 be paid in advance. Given Mr. 
Texador’s lack of money, Foote has announced that he will seek to revoke Mr. Texador’s   
license to practice medicine.

Mr. Texador is a Physician’s Assistant providing needed services to patients in rural 
Oregon. 

David T. Bice, PhD

Of Dr. Bice (who was not one of the signers), Ms. Thompson writes:

Final Order, 9/28/2012 (reprimand, 1 year of supervised practice), and

Court of Appeals—reversed and remanded the final order. Pending Board 
decision on remand.

5 months ago, the OCA Reversed Foote’s decision. Dr. Bice is still waiting.
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