LICENSE NO. J-0470 '

IN THE MATTER OF ,
BEFORE THE
THE LICENSE OF
PIETER JUAN DE WET, M.D. TEXAS MEDICAL BOARD
ADMINISTRATIVE AGREED ORDER
On the ii day of J 20410 , 2007, came on to be heard before the

Texas Medical Board (the “Board”), duly in session, the matter of the license of Pieter Juan De
Wet, M.D. (“Respondent”).

On March 13, 2007, i{espondent appeared in person, with counsel Timothy E. Weitz, at
an Informal Show Compliance Proceeding and Settlement Conference in response to a letter of
invitation from the staff of the Board. Oscar San Miguel represented Board staff. The Board’s
representatives were Charles E. Oswalt, M.D., a member of the Board, and Noe
Fernandez, a member of the District Review Committee.

Upon the recommendation of the Board’s representatives and with the consent of

Respondent, the Board makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and enters
this Agreed Order. '

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Board finds that:

1. Respondent received all notice required by law. All jurisdictional requirements have
been satisfied. Respondent waives any defect in notice and any further right to notice or hearing

under the Medical Practice Act, Title 3, Subtitle B, Texas Occupations Code (the “Act”) or the
Rules of the Board.

2. Respondent currently holds Texas Medical License No. J-0470. Respondent was

originally issued this license to practice medicine in Texas on December 4, 1991. Respondent is
not licensed tq practice in any other state.

Page 1 of 5 Pages






3. Respondent is primarily engaged in family practice.  Respondent is

board certified in this specialty by the American Board of Family Practice, a member of the
American Board of Medical Specialties.

4. Respondent is 45 years of age.

5. Respondent has previously been the subject of disciplinary action by the Board.

Respondent was the subject of an Agreed Order entered December 9, 2005 as a result of an
alleged improper and misleading advertisement. The Order terminated upon payment of an

administrative penalty.

6. Respondent’s advertisements included a reference to his certification by the

American Board of Holistic Medicine. The American Board of Holistic Medicine is not a

member board of the American Board of Medical Specialties.

7. Respondent presented evidence showing that the American Board of Holistic

Medicine (ABHM) met the related advertising rule provisions of Texas Medical Board Rule
164.4(b)(1)-(5), but did not show that the ABHM is a member Board of the American Board of
Medical Specialties, the Bureau of Osteopathic Specialists, or appropriate Royal College of
Physicians and Surgeons. Consequently, Respondent was not able to show compliance with
Texas Medical Board Rule 164.4(a)(2) requiring the ABHM to be a member board of one of the
listed specialty boards. These two rules must be read together, applied in conjunction with one

another, and met in all respects to authorize use of the ABHM board certification designation in
advertising.

8. Respondent believed that use of the designation was consistent with Texas

Medical Board Rules and did not intend to violate the advertising rules. Respoﬁdent has

modified the website reference in a manner consistent with recommendations from the ISC Panel
that considered this matter on March 13, 2007.
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