








 
 
 
 
 
 

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 
IN THE MATTER OF PHILIP L. CREPS, D.O. 

 
The Matter of Philip L. Creps, D.O., was heard by Gretchen L. Petrucci, Hearing Examiner for the 
State Medical Board of Ohio, on January 4, 2007. 
 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
I. Basis for Hearing 
 

A. By letter dated October 11, 2006, the State Medical Board of Ohio [Board] notified 
Philip L. Creps, D.O., that it had proposed to take disciplinary action against his 
certificate to practice osteopathic medicine and surgery in Ohio.  The Board’s action was 
based on the allegation that the Missouri State Board of Registration for the Healing 
Arts [Missouri Board] entered into a settlement agreement with Dr. Creps and, as a 
result, reprimanded Dr. Creps, based in part on fraud, deception, and 
misrepresentation in Dr. Creps’ application for a Missouri license. 

 
 The Board further alleged that the Missouri settlement agreement action constitutes 

“[a]ny of the following actions taken by the agency responsible for regulating the practice 
of medicine and surgery, osteopathic medicine and surgery, podiatric medicine and 
surgery, or the limited branches of medicine in another jurisdiction, for any reason other 
than the nonpayment of fees:  the limitation, revocation, or suspension of an individual’s 
license to practice; acceptance of an individual’s license surrender; denial of a license; 
refusal to renew or reinstate a license; imposition of probation; or issuance of an order of 
censure or other reprimand,” as that language is used in Section 4731.22(B)(22), Ohio 
Revised Code.  (State’s Exhibit 1A) 

 
B. By letter filed on October 26, 2006, Dr. Creps requested a hearing.  (State’s Exhibit 1B) 

 
II. Appearances 
 

A. On behalf of the State of Ohio:  Jim Petro, Attorney General, by Barbara J. Pfeiffer, 
Assistant Attorney General. 

 
B. On behalf of the Respondent:  Elizabeth Y. Collis, Esq. 

 
 



Report and Recommendation 
In the Matter of Philip L. Creps, D.O. 
Page 2 
 

EVIDENCE EXAMINED 
 
I. Testimony Heard 
 
 Philip L. Creps, D.O. 
 
II. Exhibits Examined 
 

A. State’s Exhibits 
 

1. State’s Exhibits 1A through 1G:  Procedural Exhibits. 
 
2. State’s Exhibit 2:  Copy of the August 22, 2006, settlement agreement between the 

Missouri State Board of Registration for the Healing Arts and Dr. Creps. 
 
3.  State’s Exhibit 3:  Copies of documents maintained by the Board in the previous 

Matter of Philip L. Creps, D.O. 
 

B. Respondent’s Exhibits 
 

1. Respondent’s Exhibit A:  Dr. Creps’ academic transcript from Michigan State 
University. 

 
2. Respondent’s Exhibit B:  December 13, 2006, letter from Dr. Creps to Michigan 

State University, redacted in part. 
 
3. Respondent’s Exhibit C:  December 21, 2006, letter of recommendation from the 

Associate Dean/Student Services of Michigan State University. 
 
 

SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE 
 
All exhibits and transcripts of testimony, even if not specifically mentioned, were thoroughly reviewed 
and considered by the Hearing Examiner prior to preparing this Report and Recommendation. 
 
Background 
 
1. Philip L. Creps, D.O., testified that he originally started his medical training in 1973 at the 

Medical College of Ohio at Toledo [MCO], which is now known as the University of Toledo 
College of Medicine.  He was dismissed from that school in 1978 due to academic difficulty.  
He began his medical training anew at the Michigan State University College of Osteopathic 
Medicine [MSU/COM] in 1980.  While attending that medical school, he was placed on 
academic probation on several occasions, he was dismissed for academic difficulties on several 
occasions, and he took a break for financial reasons.  He earned his medical degree nearly 11 
years later, in 1991.  (Hearing Transcript [Tr.] at 17-26) 
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2. Dr. Creps then completed a one-year internship, a post-graduate year (PGY 1), in 1992 at the 

Riverside Osteopathic Hospital in Trenton, Michigan.  Next, he completed a second PGY 1 
year and a PGY 2 year at Metro Health Hospital in Cleveland, Ohio.  Then, in early 1995, he 
transferred to Indiana University and completed a PGY 3 year in 1996.  He also completed a 
child and adolescent psychiatry fellowship in 1997.  Altogether, Dr. Creps completed seven 
post-graduate years.  (Tr. at 27-29)  A more detailed explanation of Dr. Creps’ many years 
of medical and post-graduate coursework and training at several institutions and the 
various difficulties he encountered is set forth in the Board’s February 8, 2006, decision in 
the previous Matter of Philip L. Creps, D.O. [Creps I].  (State’s Exhibit [St. Ex.] 3) 

 
 Dr. Creps testified that he holds three board certifications:  “a board certification in osteopathic 

medicine,” “a board certification in osteopathic psychiatry,” and “special qualifications in child 
and adolescent psychiatry with the osteopathic neurologists and psychiatrists.”  (Tr. at 26, 66) 

 
3. Dr. Creps is currently employed as a psychiatrist in Saginaw, Michigan.  He works for a 

company called Synergy, providing consulting psychiatric services at nursing homes and to 
medical students.  He is also on the clinical faculty at Michigan State University.  (Tr. at 16-17) 

 
4. Dr. Creps has held licenses in Indiana, Michigan, Missouri, Ohio and Pennsylvania.  His 

Missouri license has recently lapsed due to non-renewal.  His Pennsylvania license has also 
lapsed.  He currently holds active medical licenses in Indiana and Michigan, and a suspended 
license in Ohio.  (Tr. at 26, 29-30, 65; St. Ex. 3) 

 
Ohio Board’s Previous Disciplinary Action 
 
5. In July 2005, the Board notified Dr. Creps that it had proposed to take disciplinary action 

against his certificate to practice osteopathic medicine and surgery in Ohio.  Following an 
evidentiary hearing, the Board issued a decision in Creps I on February 8, 2006.  The Board 
concluded that, in June 1992, Dr. Creps inaccurately described to the Board his dates of 
attendance at MCO and his reason for not completing his medical education there.  The Board 
further concluded that, in March 1993, Dr. Creps falsely reported to the Board that he had not 
been dismissed or put on probation by a medical school.  Next, the Board concluded that, in 
October 2003, Dr. Creps again falsely reported, in an application seeking hospital privileges at 
Toledo Hospital and Toledo Children’s Hospital, that he had not been subject to disciplinary 
action by an education or training program.  As a result, the Board found that Dr. Creps had 
violated Sections 4731.22(A) and (B)(5), Ohio Revised Code.  (St. Ex. 3) 

 
The Board decided to permanently revoke Dr. Creps’ certificate, stay that revocation, and 
suspend his certificate for an indefinite period of time, not less than two years.  Additionally, 
the Board required Dr. Creps to attend professional and personal ethics courses, and to pass the 
COMVEX-USA or another similar examination.  The Board directed Dr. Creps to notify the 
following persons or entities of the Board’s decision:  his current and future employers; all 
hospitals at which he holds or applies for privileges or appointments; and other state licensing 
agencies in which he currently holds a professional license, where he applies for reinstatement 
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or restoration of a professional license, or where he applies for a new professional license.  
Upon reinstatement or restoration of Dr. Creps’ Ohio certificate, the Board ruled that the 
certificate will be subject to probationary terms, conditions, and limitations for at least three 
years.  (St. Ex. 3) 

 
6. As directed by the Board, Dr. Creps notified the other states in which he was licensed of the 

Board’s decision.  Afterward, the regulatory agencies in Michigan and Missouri disciplined 
Dr. Creps.  As of the date of hearing, Indiana had not pursued any disciplinary action.  (Tr. at 
31-32, 51, 65; St. Ex. 2) 

 
Missouri Board’s 2006 Disciplinary Action 
 
7. On August 22, 2006, the Missouri State Board of Registration for the Healing Arts 

[Missouri Board] entered into a settlement agreement with Dr. Creps.  As a result, the 
Missouri Board publicly reprimanded Dr. Creps, based in part on fraud, deception, and 
misrepresentation to the Missouri Board in Dr. Creps’ application for a Missouri license.  
Dr. Creps filed that application in June 2003 and the Missouri Board issued a license to 
Dr. Creps in February 2004.  (St. Ex. 2) 

 
8. Specifically, the August 22, 2006, settlement agreement between the Missouri Board and 

Dr. Creps reflects the following stipulations of facts: 
 

• Due to the unusual length of Dr. Creps’ osteopathic training, the Missouri 
Board asked him for an explanation. 

 
• In a letter dated July 22, 2003, Dr. Creps stated to the Missouri Board that the 

reason his osteopathic training “spanned 10 years” was due to the following 
three breaks in his training:  (a) a break in training in 1982 because his first wife 
filed for separation; (b) another break (date unspecified) for financial reasons 
while he worked; and (c) a final break (date unspecified) before he divorced his 
first wife. 

 
• Based upon the information that Dr. Creps submitted to the Missouri Board in 

his letter dated July 22, 2003, the Missouri Board issued Dr. Creps a license to 
practice medicine. 

 
• The Missouri Board later discovered that:  (a) on December 11, 1981, Dr. Creps 

was dismissed from MSU/COM for academic performance reasons and he was 
later reinstated, on academic probation, on January 25, 1982; (b) on March 19, 
1982, Dr. Creps was again dismissed from MSU/COM and he was later 
reinstated, on academic probation, on June 26, 1984; and (c) on March 15, 
1985, Dr. Creps was again dismissed from MSU/COM and he was later 
reinstated, on academic probation, on January 16, 1989. 
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• Because the Missouri Board issued a license to Dr. Creps based on the facts he 
furnished to the Missouri Board in the letter dated July 22, 2003, the issuance of 
that license was based on fraud, deception and misrepresentation and 
constituted a cause for the Missouri Board to discipline Dr. Creps’ license 
pursuant to Revised Statutes of Missouri §334.100.2(3). 

 
(St. Ex. 2 at 4-5) 

 
Dr. Creps’ Response 
 
9. Dr. Creps testified that he now realizes that the information that he gave the Ohio and Missouri 

Boards was not accurate and complete.  He also testified that he now realizes that he should 
have pointed out the academic probation periods and dismissals that occurred.  Dr. Creps notes 
also that he has developed a more accurate and complete written explanation of what transpired 
during his many years of medical training at MCO and MSU/COM.  He acknowledged his past 
errors and expressed great remorse for not accurately and completely explaining the events.  
(Tr. at 35-36, 42, 62) 

 
 However, Dr. Creps also points out that MSU/COM does not identify the academic probation 

periods and dismissals in the official MSU/COM academic transcript or the dean’s letter of 
recommendation.  (Respondent’s Exs. A, C; Tr. at 38-41, 58) 

 
10. Dr. Creps explained that, although he has not worked in Ohio for several years, he would 

like to keep his Ohio license because he has family and property in Ohio.  (Tr. at 47-48) 
 
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
1. On or about February 8, 2006, the Board issued an Order in the Matter of Philip L. Creps, 

D.O., which imposed a permanent revocation of Dr. Creps’ Ohio certificate to practice 
osteopathic medicine and surgery, stayed that revocation subject to an indefinite suspension for 
at least two years, imposed conditions for reinstatement, and imposed subsequent probationary 
terms, conditions, and limitations for at least three years.  The February 2006 Board Order was 
based upon Dr. Creps’ failure to provide complete and accurate information on his original 
application for Ohio medical licensure and on his application for hospital medical staff 
membership and staff privileges pertaining to actions taken against him by two medical 
schools.  The February 2006 Board Order was also based upon Dr. Creps’ failure to provide 
complete and accurate information on his 1992 request for application forms. 

 
2. On or about August 22, 2006, the Missouri State Board of Registration for the Healing Arts 

[Missouri Board] entered into a settlement agreement with Dr. Creps and publicly 
reprimanded Dr. Creps’ Missouri license, based in part on fraud, deception, and 
misrepresentation to the Missouri Board in Dr. Creps’ application for a Missouri license. 
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CONCLUSION OF LAW 
 
The Missouri Board action constitutes “[a]ny of the following actions taken by the agency 
responsible for regulating the practice of medicine and surgery, osteopathic medicine and surgery, 
podiatric medicine and surgery, or the limited branches of medicine in another jurisdiction, for any 
reason other than the nonpayment of fees:  the limitation, revocation, or suspension of an individual’s 
license to practice; acceptance of an individual’s license surrender; denial of a license; refusal to 
renew or reinstate a license; imposition of probation; or issuance of an order of censure or other 
reprimand,” as that language is used in Section 4731.22(B)(22), Ohio Revised Code. 
 

* * * * * 
 
Dr. Creps has repeatedly attempted to “spin” the truth in order to obtain desired medical authorizations 
or privileges from various entities.  After several disciplinary proceedings in different states, Dr. Creps 
seems now to realize what it means to accurately and completely explain his medical education 
difficulties.  Despite that realization, it should be noted that Dr. Creps’ inaccurate and incomplete 
explanation to the Missouri Board in 2003 is the fourth known instance in which Dr. Creps did not 
accurately and completely address his medical education difficulties.  Dr. Creps proposes a ruling in 
this matter that is similar to what Missouri imposed, a public reprimand.  That sanction would be 
inappropriate for a fourth impropriety.  In the alternative, Dr. Creps proposes an indefinite suspension 
of at least two years and that he receive “credit” for the period that his Ohio certificate has already 
been suspended.  However, the Hearing Examiner considers this impropriety to be another, additional 
impropriety that was not contemplated at the time the previous sanction was imposed in Ohio.  For 
that reason, she does not recommend that the Board grant Dr. Creps “credit” for the period of time in 
which his Ohio certificate has already been suspended.  Rather, additional suspension and probation 
time should be imposed.  Taking into consideration the fact that Dr. Creps is approaching the end of 
the first year of the current suspension, the Hearing Examiner concludes that an indefinite suspension 
of least two years from the effective date of this Order is appropriate.  After reinstatement or 
restoration, Dr. Creps’ certificate should be subject to probationary terms, conditions and limitations 
for at least four years. 
 
 

PROPOSED ORDER 
 
It is hereby ORDERED that: 
 
A. PERMANENT REVOCATION, STAYED; SUSPENSION:  The certificate of Philip 

L. Creps, D.O., to practice osteopathic medicine and surgery in the State of Ohio shall be 
PERMANENTLY REVOKED.  Such revocation is STAYED, and Dr. Creps’ certificate 
shall be SUSPENDED for an indefinite period of time, but not less than two years from the 
effective date of this Order. 

 
B. CONDITIONS FOR REINSTATEMENT OR RESTORATION:  The Board shall not 

consider reinstatement or restoration of Dr. Creps’ certificate to practice osteopathic  
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medicine and surgery until all of the following conditions have been met: 
 

1. Application for Reinstatement or Restoration:  Dr. Creps shall submit an 
application for reinstatement or restoration, accompanied by appropriate fees, if any. 

 
2. Obey the Law:  Dr. Creps shall obey all federal, state, and local laws, and all rules 

governing the practice of medicine and surgery in the state in which he is practicing. 
 

3. Professional Ethics Course:  At the time he submits his application for reinstatement 
or restoration, Dr. Creps shall provide acceptable documentation of successful 
completion of a course or courses dealing with professional ethics.  The exact number 
of hours and the specific content of the course or courses shall be subject to the prior 
approval of the Board or its designee.  Any courses taken in compliance with this 
provision shall be in addition to the Continuing Medical Education requirements for 
relicensure for the Continuing Medical Education period(s) in which they are 
completed. 

 
 In addition, at the time Dr. Creps submits the documentation of successful completion 

of the course or courses dealing with professional ethics, he shall also submit to the 
Board a written report describing the course, setting forth what he learned from the 
course, and identifying with specificity how he will apply what he has learned to his 
practice of medicine in the future. 

 
4. Personal Ethics Course:  At the time he submits his application for reinstatement or 

restoration, Dr. Creps shall provide acceptable documentation of successful 
completion of a course or courses dealing with personal ethics.  The exact number of 
hours and the specific content of the course or courses shall be subject to the prior 
approval of the Board or its designee.  Any courses taken in compliance with this 
provision shall be in addition to the Continuing Medical Education requirements for 
relicensure for the Continuing Medical Education period(s) in which they are 
completed. 

 
 In addition, at the time Dr. Creps submits the documentation of successful completion 

of the course or courses dealing with personal ethics, he shall also submit to the 
Board a written report describing the course, setting forth what he learned from the 
course, and identifying with specificity how he will apply what he has learned to his 
practice of medicine in the future. 

 
5. COMVEX-USA:  Prior to submitting his application for reinstatement or restoration, 

Dr. Creps shall take and pass the COMVEX-USA or any similar written examination 
which the Board may deem appropriate to assess Dr. Creps’ clinical competency. 

 
C. PROBATION:  Upon reinstatement or restoration, Dr. Creps’ certificate shall be subject to  
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the following PROBATIONARY terms, conditions, and limitations for a period of at least 
four years: 

 
1. Obey the Law:  Dr. Creps shall obey all federal, state, and local laws, and all rules 

governing the practice of medicine and surgery in the state in which he is practicing. 
 

2. Declarations of Compliance:  Dr. Creps shall submit quarterly declarations under 
penalty of Board disciplinary action 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 in which Dr. Creps’ certificate is restored or reinstated.  
Subsequent quarterly declarations must be received in the Board’s offices on or 
before the first day of every third month. 

 
3. Personal Appearances:  Dr. Creps shall appear in person for an interview before the 

full Board or its designated representative during the third month following the month 
in which Dr. Creps’ certificate is restored or reinstated, or as otherwise directed by 
the Board.  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. 

 
4. Noncompliance Will Not Reduce Probationary Period:  In the event Dr. Creps 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. 

 
D. TERMINATION OF PROBATION:  Upon successful completion of probation, as 

evidenced by a written release from the Board, Dr. Creps’ certificate will be fully restored. 
 
E. REQUIRED REPORTING TO EMPLOYERS AND HOSPITALS:  Within thirty days 

of the effective date of this Order, or as otherwise determined by the Board, Dr. Creps 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, Dr. Creps shall provide a copy of this 
Order to all employers or entities with which he contracts to provide health care services, 
or applies for or receives training, and the Chief of Staff at each hospital where he applies 
for or obtains privileges or appointments.  This requirement shall continue until Dr. Creps 
receives from the Board written notification of his successful completion of probation. 

 
F. REQUIRED REPORTING TO OTHER STATE LICENSING AUTHORITIES:  

Within thirty days of the effective date of this Order, or as otherwise determined by the 
Board, Dr. Creps shall provide a copy of this Order by certified mail, return receipt 
requested, to the proper licensing authority of any state or jurisdiction in which he currently 
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holds any professional license.  Dr. Creps shall also provide a copy of this Order by 
certified mail, return receipt requested, at the time of application to the proper licensing 
authority of any state in which he applies for any professional license or reinstatement or 
restoration of any professional license.  Further, Dr. Creps shall provide this Board with a 
copy of the return receipt as proof of notification within thirty days of receiving that return 
receipt, unless otherwise determined by the Board.  This requirement shall continue until 
Dr. Creps receives from the Board written notification of his successful completion of 
probation. 

 
G. VIOLATION OF THE TERMS OF THIS ORDER:  If Dr. Creps violates the terms of 

this Order in any respect, the Board, after giving him notice and the opportunity to be 
heard, may institute whatever disciplinary action it deems appropriate, up to and including 
the permanent revocation of his certificate. 

 
H. SUPERSEDE PREVIOUS BOARD ORDER:  This Order shall supersede the terms and 

conditions set forth in the February 8, 2006, Board Order. 
 
This Order shall become effective immediately upon mailing notification of approval by the Board. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
              
       Gretchen L. Petrucci 
       Hearing Examiner 
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 Dr. Steinbergh - aye 
 Dr. Kumar - aye 
 
Dr. Kumar noted that, in accordance with the provision in Section 4731.22(F)(2), Revised Code, specifying 
that no member of the Board who supervises the investigation of a case shall participate in further 
adjudication of the case, the Secretary and Supervising Member must abstain from further participation in 
the adjudication of these matters.  They may, however, participate in the matters of Dr. Halter and Dr. 
Ricaurte, as those cases are not disciplinary in nature and concern only the doctors’ qualifications for 
licensure.  In the matters before the Board today, Dr. Talmage served as Secretary and Mr. Albert served as 
Supervising Member.   
 
The original Reports and Recommendations shall be maintained in the exhibits section of this Journal. 
 

......................................................... 
 
PHILIP L. CREPS, D.O. 

 
Dr. Kumar directed the Board’s attention to the matter of Philip L. Creps, D.O.  He advised that objections 
were filed to Hearing Examiner Petrucci’s Report and Recommendation and were previously distributed to 
Board members.  
 
Dr. Kumar continued that a request to address the Board has been timely filed on behalf of Dr. Creps.  Five 
minutes would be allowed for that address. 
 
Terri-Lynne Smiles, Esq., addressed the Board on behalf of Elizabeth Y. Collis, her partner and Dr. Creps’ 
attorney.  She stated that Dr. Creps intended to be present today, but ran into some difficulties on his way 
to Columbus, and will not be present.  Ms. Smiles stated that she has the comments that Dr. Creps 
prepared, and she will summarize them for the Board. 
 
Ms. Smiles reminded the Board that, in 2006, it imposed a suspension for at least two years on Dr. Creps 
for failing to provide accurate information on his Ohio applications in 1992 and 1993, and to the Toledo 
Hospital in 2003.  They are here today on a settlement agreement Dr. Creps entered into with the Missouri 
Board of Registration.  In the Missouri settlement agreement, the Missouri Board reprimanded Dr. Creps 
for failing to provide pretty much the same information on a Missouri license application in 2003.  It was 
the same information that he did not provide the Ohio Board, and it was in the same timeframe as the time 
that he did not provide information to the Ohio Board.  Ms. Smiles stated that Dr. Creps deeply regrets this 
and wants to assure the Board that, since this has been brought to his attention, and since being before this 
Board, he has fully disclosed all of the information on all of his applications, and he is making sure that he 
is very accurate in all of his statements to all of his Boards.   
 
Ms. Smiles stated that Dr. Creps hopes that the Board will consider as a mitigating factor the fact that this 
occurred prior to the Ohio Board’s taking action and bringing the problem to Dr. Creps’ attention.  She 
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added that they would like to suggest to this Board that, in light of the fact that they’re talking about a 
slightly different action, happening with a different state, but the same timeframe and the same omission 
that he made in Ohio, it might be appropriate for this Board to take no further action against Dr. Creps.  If 
the Board feels that some action is appropriate, they ask that any suspension run concurrently with the one 
that is currently in place. 
 
Dr. Kumar asked whether the Assistant Attorney General wished to respond. 
 
Ms. Pfeiffer stated that she did.  She stated that she would like to briefly recap this case because she thinks 
that, procedurally, it could be just a little bit confusing.  Ms. Pfeiffer advised that, initially, the Ohio Board, 
in February 2006, issued an Order against Dr. Creps for falsification in his applications over different years 
prior to that time.  He was disciplined.  When that Order was issued, Missouri picked it up.  Missouri did a 
“bootstrap” action regarding the Ohio discipline  , and, at the same time, looked back to its application 
process and found that in the past Dr. Creps had lied to them, too.  They included that in their action, which 
was resolved with a reprimand.  The case before the Board at this time is a “bootstrap” of that Missouri 
reprimand.   
 
Ms. Pfeiffer stated that she believes that there is some merit and strength in the contention that it was 
similar conduct, albeit a different a state to which he misrepresented.  She stated that she would in no way 
try to belittle that behavior or conduct, but added that the conduct that took place in Missouri did take place 
well in advance of this Board’s 2006 Order.  Ms. Pfeiffer stated that the Board’s 2006 Order is a significant 
Order.   
 
Ms. Pfeiffer stated that she just wanted to clarify what happened.  She doesn’t think that there’s a dispute 
that Dr. Creps misrepresented in Missouri and is here on a “bootstrap.” 
 
Dr. Buchan asked whether Ms. Pfeiffer would agree that the misrepresentation in Missouri was equivalent 
to the misrepresentation in Ohio in terms of the application processes. 
 
Ms. Pfeiffer stated that, in general, she would. 
 
DR. STEINBERGH MOVED TO APPROVE AND CONFIRM MS. PETRUCCI’S FINDINGS OF 
FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PROPOSED ORDER IN THE MATTER OF PHILIP L. 
CREPS, D.O.  DR. ROBBINS SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
Dr. Kumar stated that he would now entertain discussion in the above matter. 
 
Dr. Steinbergh stated that she thinks all of the Board members are probably familiar with Dr. Creps and the 
action the Board took in February 2006.  The Board disciplined him because of fraud in his application to 
the State of Ohio.  After the Board disciplined him, subsequently, Missouri did pick up on that and they 
assessed him.  She added that, although it’s not really in the materials before the Board, the Michigan 
Osteopathic Board did the same thing.  Dr. Creps is currently practicing in Michigan. 
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Dr. Steinbergh stated that Dr. Creps lied in his applications to all of these states.  Because of the fact that 
all of these fraudulent applications did come at the same time, and because the Board already disciplined 
him, she would like to propose an alternative Order. 
 
DR. STEINBERGH MOVED TO AMEND THE CONCLUDING PARAGRAPH AFTER THE 
FIVE STARS TO READ AS FOLLOWS: 

 
Dr. Creps has repeatedly attempted to “spin” the truth in order to obtain desired medical 
authorizations or privileges from various entities.  After several disciplinary proceedings in 
different states, Dr. Creps seems now to realize what it means to accurately and completely 
explain his medical education difficulties.  Although the prior Board action did not address 
misrepresentations Dr. Creps may have made in applications for licensure in other states, it is 
not surprising that we now find that he “spun” the truth in Missouri much as he did in Ohio.  
However, it should be noted that Dr. Creps’ inaccurate and incomplete explanation to the 
Missouri Board occurred in 2003, before the initiation of this Board’s first action.  Had he 
continued to make similar misrepresentations after this Board initiated its first action in July 
2005, a severe sanction would be in order.  Under the circumstances detailed herein, a lesser 
sanction is appropriate, given the serious discipline already imposed in Creps I.   

 
DR. STEINBERGH FURTHER MOVED TO AMEND THE PROPOSED ORDER BY 
SUBSTITUTING THE FOLLOWING: 
 

It is hereby ORDERED that: 
 
A. REPRIMAND:  Philip L. Creps, D.O., is REPRIMANDED. 
 
B. PREVIOUS BOARD ORDER:  All terms and conditions set forth in the February 8, 

2006, Board Order shall remain in effect. 
 
C. REQUIRED REPORTING TO EMPLOYERS AND HOSPITALS:  Within thirty 

days of the effective date of this Order, or as otherwise determined by the Board, 
Dr. Creps 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, Dr. Creps 
shall provide a copy of this Order to all employers or entities with which he contracts 
to provide health care services, or applies for or receives training, and the Chief of 
Staff at each hospital where he applies for or obtains privileges or appointments.  This 
requirement shall continue until Dr. Creps receives from the Board written 
notification of his successful completion of probation pursuant to the February 8, 
2006, Board Order. 
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D. REQUIRED REPORTING TO OTHER STATE LICENSING AUTHORITIES:  
Within thirty days of the effective date of this Order, or as otherwise determined by 
the Board, Dr. Creps shall provide a copy of this Order by certified mail, return 
receipt requested, to the proper licensing authority of any state or jurisdiction in 
which he currently holds any professional license.  Dr. Creps shall also provide a 
copy of this Order by certified mail, return receipt requested, at the time of 
application to the proper licensing authority of any state in which he applies for any 
professional license or reinstatement or restoration of any professional license.  
Further, Dr. Creps shall provide this Board with a copy of the return receipt as proof 
of notification within thirty days of receiving that return receipt, unless otherwise 
determined by the Board.  This requirement shall continue until Dr. Creps receives 
from the Board written notification of his successful completion of probation 
pursuant to the February 8, 2006, Board Order. 

 
This Order shall become effective immediately upon the mailing of notification of approval 
by the Board. 

 
DR. EGNER SECONDED THE MOTION.   
 
Dr. Egner stated that she is in favor of this amendment, and she added that she came to the same 
conclusions as Dr. Steinbergh.  She stated that she supposes that, at the time of the original hearing, Dr. 
Creps could have informed the Board that he made the same misrepresentations he made in Ohio in every 
other state in which he held a license or applied for a license.  She added, however, that Dr. Creps is a liar 
and she wouldn’t expect him to volunteer that information unless he had been asked that specific question 
at hearing, which he was not.  She commented that she is not surprised that he withheld the information, 
and she’s not surprised that he told the same lie in every other state in which he holds a license.  Dr. Egner 
stated that reprimanding Dr. Creps today does not elevate her opinion of Dr. Creps.  She thinks that he 
needs to stay with the recommendation that the Board imposed in 2006. 
 
Dr. Egner continued that she is extremely disappointed that Dr. Creps is not here today.  She stated that she 
doesn’t know the reason for his absence, but added that this would be a pretty important place to be today.  
She added that his absence will not alter her judgment, but she does think that, when physicians are given 
the opportunity to come before the Board, they should avail themselves of that opportunity.  Had he told 
this lie subsequent to his earlier hearing, she would feel very differently about this.  If Dr. Creps were not 
100 percent honest from the time of his original hearing with this Board, he definitely should be back 
before the Board. 
 
Dr. Buchan stated that he couldn’t in his heart of hearts do more than what the Order described.  He stated 
that he does agree with the amendment.  Dr. Buchan added that it would have served him well to have had 
Dr. Creps  here today.  He would feel that Dr. Creps might get it.  Dr. Buchan stated that, for all he knows, 
Dr. Creps is still the liar today that he was yesterday.  Dr. Buchan stated that he does agree with the 
proposed amendment, and he hopes that Dr. Creps gets the message and can rehabilitate himself in the 
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process. 
 
Dr. Steinbergh stated that she doesn’t disagree with what Dr. Buchan has said, but noted that Dr. Creps did 
come to his hearing.  She added that she thinks that he does understand the seriousness of his actions.  Dr. 
Steinbergh commented that she does agree that his appearance before the Board today would let her feel 
better about that. 
 
A vote was taken on Dr. Steinbergh’s motion to amend: 
 
ROLL CALL: Mr. Albert - abstain 
 Dr. Egner - aye 
 Dr. Talmage - abstain 
 Dr. Buchan - aye 
 Dr. Madia - aye 
 Mr. Browning - nay 
 Ms. Sloan - aye 
 Dr. Davidson - aye 
 Dr. Robbins - aye 
 Dr. Steinbergh - aye 
 
The motion carried. 
 
DR. BUCHAN MOVED TO APPROVE AND CONFIRM MS. PETRUCCI’S FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PROPOSED ORDER, AS AMENDED, IN THE MATTER OF 
PHILIP L. CREPS, D.O.  MS. SLOAN SECONDED THE MOTION.  A vote was taken: 
 
ROLL CALL: Mr. Albert - abstain 
 Dr. Egner - aye 
 Dr. Talmage - abstain 
 Dr. Buchan - aye 
 Dr. Madia - aye 
 Mr. Browning - aye 
 Ms. Sloan - aye 
 Dr. Davidson - aye 
 Dr. Robbins - aye 
 Dr. Steinbergh - aye 
 
The motion carried. 
 
Dr. Egner noted that Dr. Creps will be doing probationary appearances, and she asked that his next 
appearance be before the full Board, rather than with just the Secretary and Supervising Member.  Other 
Board members agreed with the suggestion. 
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2. State’s Exhibit 2: Certified copies of documents regarding Dr. Creps maintained 
by the Board.  

 
3. State’s Exhibit 3: Certified copies of documents regarding Dr. Creps maintained 

by ProMedica Health System, Toledo, Ohio.  
 
4. State’s Exhibit 5: A May 20, 2005, letter to the Board from Dennis W. Bicknell, 

Registrar, Medical College of Ohio, Toledo, Ohio. 
 
5. State’s Exhibit 5: Dr. Creps’ transcripts from the Medical College of Ohio.  
 
6. State’s Exhibit 6: Certified copies of documents regarding Dr. Creps maintained 

by Michigan State University, East Lansing, Michigan.   
 
7. State’s Exhibit 8: An August 18, 2004, letter to the Board from Mr. Kurt, with 

attachments.  
 
8. State’s Exhibit 9: Copy of the State Medical Board of Ohio’s Closing 

Argument. 
 
 

PROFFERED MATERIALS 
 

At the close of the hearing, the parties requested an opportunity to submit written closing 
arguments.  Accordingly, the Hearing Examiner set forth a schedule by which the parties’ written 
closing arguments would be filed.  The State filed the State Medical Board of Ohio’s Closing 
Argument on November 21, 2005, and the document was admitted to the record as State’s 
Exhibit 9.  The Respondent was allowed until December 5, 2005 to submit his written closing 
argument; nevertheless, the Respondent has not submitted any closing argument.  Therefore, the 
hearing record closed on December 6, 2005. (See Hearing Transcript [Tr.] at 9, 83-85)   
 

 
SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE 

 
All exhibits and transcripts of testimony, even if not specifically mentioned, were thoroughly 
reviewed and considered by the Hearing Examiner prior to preparing this Report and 
Recommendation. 
 
1.   Philip L. Creps, D.O., enrolled at the Medical College of Ohio [MCO] in Toledo, Ohio, on 

September 10, 1973.  While enrolled at that school, Dr. Creps was granted multiple leaves 
of absence for personal reasons, as follows:   

 
• Dr. Creps was granted a leave of absence beginning May 1, 1974. 
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• Dr. Creps was returned to the first year class on September 9, 1974.   
 
• Dr. Creps was granted another leave of absence beginning November 11, 1974.   
 
• Dr. Creps was returned to the first year class on July 7, 1976.  He participated in 

coursework through, at least, June 24, 1977. 
 
• Dr. Creps was granted a third leave of absence on July 5, 1977. 
 
• Dr. Creps was returned to class on August 22, 1977.  He participated in coursework 

through at least September 23, 1977. 
 
 (St. Ex. 5 at 2)  During his leaves of absence, he also attended the University of Toledo, 

Bethany Bible College in Santa Cruz, California, and the University of California.  On 
May 30, 1978, Dr. Creps was dismissed from MCO due to academic failure. (State’s 
Exhibits [St. Exs.]  4 through 6) 

 
2. Dr. Creps enrolled at the Michigan State University College of Osteopathic Medicine 

[MSU/COM] in East Lansing, Michigan, on June 16, 1980.  He graduated on June 7, 1991.  
During these eleven years, the following events took place:   

 
• On December 11, 1981, Dr. Creps was dismissed from MSU/COM for academic 

performance reasons.   
 
• On January 25, 1982, he was reinstated by MSU/COM and was placed on academic 

probation.   
 
• On March 19, 1982, Dr. Creps was again dismissed from MSU/COM. 
 
• On April 5, 1982, Dr. Creps appeared before the Committee on Student Evaluation 

[COSE] where his academic dismissal was upheld. 
 

• On May 28, 1982, Dr. Creps filed a grievance concerning two of his grades. 
 

• During the summer of 1982, two of Dr. Creps’ grades were changed to passing. 
 

• On August 16, 1982, Dr. Creps petitioned COSE for a reinstatement hearing based on 
the grade changes.  It was determined that his performance was still below retention 
level and the request for a reinstatement hearing was denied. 

 
• On June 21, 1984, Dr. Creps appeared before COSE for a reinstatement hearing; 

reinstatement was recommended. 
 
• On June 26, 1984, Dr. Creps was reinstated and placed on academic probation.   
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• On December 7, 1984, academic probation was officially continued.   
 
• On March 15, 1985, Dr. Creps was again dismissed from MSU/COM. 

 
• On March 28, 1985, Dr. Creps appeared before COSE for a reinstatement hearing; 

reinstatement was not recommended. 
 

• On December 19, 1988, Dr. Creps petitioned the Dean for reinstatement. 
 
• On January 6, 1989, Dr. Creps appeared before COSE for a reinstatement hearing; 

reinstatement was recommended.  It was further determined that Dr. Creps must 
complete a full year of didactic work prior to beginning clerkships in the Winter 
Quarter 1991. 

 
• On January 16, 1989, Dr. Creps was reinstated and placed on academic probation.   
 
• On June 9, 1989, academic probation was officially continued.   
 
• On September 1, 1989, academic probation was officially continued.   
 
• On December 8, 1989, academic probation was officially continued.   
 
• On March 16, 1990, academic probation was terminated.   

 
 (St. Ex. 6 at 2-5)  
 
3.  On June 19, 1992, Dr. Creps submitted to the Board a Request for Application Forms.  By 

signing the Request for Application Forms, Dr. Creps certified that the statements he had 
made in completing that document were strictly true in every respect. (St. Ex. 2 at 8) 

 
 In the “Medical School of Graduation” section of the Request for Application Forms, 

Dr. Creps listed MSU/COM.  In the “Other Medical Schools Attended” section of the 
Request for Application Forms, Dr. Creps indicated that he had attended MCO.  
Nevertheless, Dr. Creps also reported that the reason he had not obtained a medical degree 
from MCO was because he had “transferred.”  Moreover, Dr. Creps listed his dates of 
attendance at MCO as July 1973 to March 1977. (St. Ex. 2 at 4-5) 

 
 Dr. Creps did not mention the fact that he had been dismissed from MCO on May 30, 1978. 

(St. Ex. 2 at 4-5) 
 
4.  On March 5, 1993, Dr. Creps submitted to the Board an Application for Certificate – 

Medicine or Osteopathic Medicine [License Application].  By signing the License 
Application, he certified that the statements he had made in completing that document were 
true. (St. Ex. 2 at 21)  Nevertheless, despite numerous dismissals and frequent placement  
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 on probation, Dr. Creps answered “No” in response to Question 4 in the “Additional 

Information” section of his License Application.  Question 4 asks the following: 
 

 Have you ever resigned from, withdrawn from, or have you ever been 
warned by, censured by, disciplined by, been put on probation by, been 
requested to withdraw from, dismissed from, been refused renewal of a 
contract by, or expelled from, a medical school, clinical clerkship, 
externship, preceptorship, or graduate medical education? 

 
 (St. Ex. 2 at 18) 
 
5.  On October 28, 2003, Dr. Creps caused to be submitted an application for medical staff 

membership and staff privileges to the Toledo Hospital and Toledo Children’s Hospital.  
By signing the application, Dr. Creps certified that the information he provided was true 
and complete. (St. Ex. 3 at 16)  In the application, however, Dr. Creps answered “No” in 
response to the following question: 

 
  DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS 
 

 Have any of the following ever been, or are any of them currently in the 
process of being, involuntarily or voluntarily terminated, denied, revoked, 
suspended, reduced, limited, placed on probation, not renewed, or 
voluntarily relinquished, or have you voluntarily or involuntarily withdrawn 
or failed to proceed with an application for any of the following?  * * * 
Education/Training Program 

 
 (St. Ex. 3 at 14)  Dr. Creps did not mention that he had been dismissed on numerous 

occasions and placed on probation for extended periods of time while attending 
MSU/COM. (St. Ex. 3) 

 
6. At hearing, Dr. Creps testified that he had attended Bowling Green State University and 

graduated in 1973 with a Bachelor’s degree in chemistry and pre-med.  He further 
testified that: 

 
 Subsequently, [I] went intermittently to Medical College of Ohio from, I 

believe, September of 1973 until about May of ‘70 – no, I think September of 
‘77 and during that time, beginning in 1974, I also attended the University of 
Toledo.  Beginning in 1976, after briefly attending Bethany Bible College in 
Santa Cruz, California, at the University of Toledo I finished a second 
bachelor’s degree summa cum laude with an honor citation in psychology.  
That was in December of 1980. 
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 I also worked on a Master’s thesis in biology, specifically animal physiology, 

and completed all of the work but the thesis. * * * In 1986, [I] completed an 
Associates of Science in computers and math at the Community College of 
Aurora in Aurora, Colorado, and I think that was summa cum laude.  And 
then in June of 1980, I attended Michigan State University and attended it 
intermittently until I graduated in June of 1991 with a Doctor of Osteopathy 
degree. 

 
(Hearing Transcript [Tr.] at 13-14) 
 

 Dr. Creps stated that he had completed a rotating osteopathic internship at Riverside 
Osteopathic Hospital in Trenton, Michigan.  Thereafter, he transferred to a psychiatric 
residency at the Case Western Reserve University MetroHealth Medical Center in 
Cleveland, Ohio.  Dr. Creps testified that he had repeated the first postgraduate year in 
order to qualify for certification in psychiatry by both the osteopathic and allopathic 
boards.  In addition, Dr. Creps testified that he had left the MetroHealth Medical Center 
in February 1995 and transferred to a residency at the Indiana University Medical Center 
in Indianapolis.  He stated that he had completed his psychiatry residency at that 
institution in September 1996.  Finally, Dr. Creps testified that he had participated in a 
child and adolescent psychiatry fellowship, and completed it in October 1997. 
(Tr. at 14-15) 

 
 Dr. Creps testified that, because he had received a National Health Service Corps 

scholarship, he had served as a psychiatrist for three years in a community mental health 
center in Northeastern Indiana.  Thereafter, in February 2000, Dr. Creps accepted a 
part-time position at a community mental health center in South Bend, Indiana.  He 
resigned that position in September 2003. (Tr. at 15-16) 

 
 Dr. Creps further testified that, in 2003, he had submitted an application to ProMedica 

Health Systems, requesting privileges at Toledo Hospital and Toledo Children’s Hospital.  
He stated that he had been hired by Harbor Behavioral Health Care to be the Director of 
Child Psychiatric Services.  He added that Harbor Behavioral Health Care was an agency 
that contracted with Toledo Hospital and Toledo Children’s Hospital to provide psychiatric 
services. (Tr. at 16-17) 

 
 Dr. Creps testified that he had obtained temporary privileges at Toledo Hospital in 

January 2004, but that those privileges had been suspended on March 7 or 8, 2004.  He 
stated that, although he had moved into a new house in Ohio on March 13, 2004, he had 
been terminated from his position at Harbor Behavioral Health Care three days later.  
Moreover, on April 28, 2004, Dr. Creps received notice by certified mail that his 
application for privileges at Toledo Hospital and Toledo Children’s Hospital had been 
denied. (Tr. at 17-18) 
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7. Dr. Creps testified regarding the Board’s allegations that he had made false, fraudulent, or 
misleading statements in his applications to the Board and the Toledo hospitals, as follows:  

 
a. First, Dr. Creps testified regarding his answer in the Request for Application Forms 

by which he had indicated that he had been enrolled at MCO from July 1973 to 
March 1977.  Dr. Creps testified that he disputed having been enrolled at MCO from 
September 1977 until May 30, 1978.  He stated that he had not attended a class at 
MCO after September 1977.  Nevertheless, Dr. Creps did not explain why he had 
reported a transfer date of March 1977, rather than a last date of classes of 
September 1977 and a dismissal date of May 1978. (Tr. at 25-26, 66-68) 

 
 Dr. Creps also acknowledged that he had inaccurately reported the date he started at 

MCO.  He concluded that his false reporting of dates had been “just inaccuracies 
from [his] own recall.” (Tr. at 66-67) 

 
 In addition, regarding the date he claimed to have ended his association with MCO, 

Dr. Creps explained that he had been given a failing grade on a course that ended in 
September 1977.  He had considered the grade unfair because, on the morning of the 
final examination, he had been ill and unable to take the exam.  Thereafter, the course 
director refused to give Dr. Creps the examination, and he had been subject to 
academic dismissal without being allowed to take an examination to show his 
competence or lack thereof.  Therefore, Dr. Creps concluded that he had left MCO in 
September 1977. (Tr. at 25-26, 66-67) 

 
 When asked if it was his testimony that he had not been dismissed from MCO on 

May 30, 1978, Dr. Creps testified, “No, that is not my testimony.  I was unilaterally, 
by MCO, dismissed on May 30, 1978, and may I add, with -- with my own 
disagreement with them.” (Tr. at 27) 

 
b. Second, Dr. Creps testified regarding his answer in the Request for Application 

Forms, by which he had indicated that the reason he had not received a medical 
degree from MCO was because he had “transferred” to the University of Toledo.  
Dr. Creps stated that, in his opinion, he had transferred to the University of Toledo 
where he had been “simultaneously taking classes” since 1975.  Dr. Creps 
acknowledged that his opinion regarding the termination of his relationship with 
MCO differed from the school’s opinion.  He added that, even though he had not 
agreed with the school’s determination, he had not disputed it because he “decided to 
let sleeping dogs lie and move forward with [his] life.” (Tr. at 24, 27) 

 
c. Third, Dr. Creps testified regarding the answer in his License Application, by which 

he had denied ever being dismissed or put on probation while in medical school.  
Dr. Creps admitted that his answer had been an error, and stated that he would “take 
full responsibility” for that “error.” (Tr. at 28-48) 
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d. Fourth, Dr. Creps testified regarding his denial in the application for privileges at 
Toledo Hospital and Toledo Children’s Hospital that any educational program had 
taken disciplinary action against him.  Dr. Creps testified that he had not been 
aware that the question had been answered negatively, because someone else had 
completed the application.  He stated that he had been given the blank application 
form and had been told to sign it before it was completed.  He stated he had signed 
it because he had been told to hurry up and get it done.  Therefore, he had had no 
chance to review the completed application before it was submitted to ProMedica.  
He acknowledged, nevertheless, that he had been responsible to ensure that the 
information contained in the application was truthful. (Tr. at 49-52) 

 
 Despite that, Dr. Creps further testified that he believes his answer to the question 

may have been accurate.  He explained that the question never specifically used the 
word “dismissed.”  Therefore, he testified that, even today, he would have difficulty 
knowing how to properly answer that question.  When reminded that the question 
also asks if he had ever been placed on probation, Dr. Creps acknowledged that he 
should have answered “Yes.” (Tr. at 50-51) 

 
e. Finally, although not addressed in the notice of opportunity for hearing, Dr. Creps 

testified that he had also provided additional inaccurate information in his license 
application.  Dr. Creps acknowledged that he had reported attending MSU/COM 
from 1980 to 1991 without interruption.  In fact, in he had attended MSU/COM 
only intermittently during those years and had done a number of other things during 
that time.  Nevertheless, he had not documented the other activities, which he had 
been obligated to do when completing the License Application. (Tr. at 76-77) 

 
8.  Dr. Creps was asked if his dismissal from Toledo Hospital had followed from his 

inaccurate answers on the application for privileges.  Dr. Creps answered that, if it had not 
been the answers on his application, it would have been something else.  He stated that the 
medical staff had not wanted him.  He also stated that he had walked into a political turmoil 
involving the previous director of psychiatric services.  In addition, he stated that he had 
been called to a medical executive committee meeting during the week in which he had 
been very ill.  At the executive committee meeting, he admitted that he had made a mistake 
on the application and, as a result of that admission, his application for privileges had been 
denied without any right to appeal. (Tr. at 52-54) 

 
9. Dr. Creps testified that he is currently employed by Medical Doctors Associates as a locum 

tenens psychiatrist in East Central Indiana.  Dr. Creps testified that he treats both inpatient 
and outpatient clients, and his practice includes adult, adolescent and child psychiatric 
patients. (Tr. at 11, 19)  Dr. Creps is licensed to practice in Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, and 
Missouri.  Dr. Creps testified that he had not faced disciplinary action in any state prior to 
the current action. (Tr. at 12, 75)  
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10. Dr. Creps testified that, in completing these applications, he had not intended to mislead 
anyone regarding his academic history. (Tr. at 60-61, 68, 70, 73-74) 

 
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
1. On June 19, 1992, Philip L. Creps, D.O., submitted to the Board a Request for Application 

Forms.  By signing the Request for Application Forms, Dr. Creps certified that the 
statements provided therein were strictly true in every respect.   

 
 In the “Medical School of Graduation” section of the Request for Application Forms, 

Dr. Creps listed the Michigan State University, College of Osteopathic Medicine 
[MSU/COM].  In the “Other Medical Schools Attended” section of the Request for 
Application Forms, Dr. Creps indicated that he had attended the Medical College of Ohio 
[MCO].  Nevertheless, Dr. Creps also reported that the reason that he had not obtained his 
medical degree from MCO was because he had “transferred.”  In addition, Dr. Creps 
inaccurately listed his dates of attendance at MCO as July 1973 to March 1977.  In fact, 
Dr. Creps had been enrolled at MCO until May 30, 1978, when he was dismissed due to 
academic failure.   

 
2.  On March 5, 1993, Dr. Creps submitted to the Board an Application for Certificate – 

Medicine or Osteopathic Medicine [License Application].  By signing the License 
Application, Dr. Creps certified that the information provided therein was true.  
Nevertheless, in completing the License Application, Dr. Creps falsely answered “No” in 
response to a question that asked, among other things, whether he had ever been dismissed 
from or put on probation by a medical school.  He did so despite the following events that 
had taken place during his medical education: 

 
• On May 30, 1978, Dr. Creps was dismissed from MCO due to academic failure; 

 
• In December 1981, he was dismissed from MSU/COM for academic performance 

reasons; 
 

• On January 25, 1982, he was reinstated by MSU/COM and placed on academic 
probation; 

 
• On March 19, 1982, he was dismissed from MSU/COM for academic performance 

reasons; 
 

• On June 26, 1984, he was reinstated by MSU/COM and placed on academic 
probation; 

 
• On December 7, 1984, he was continued on academic probation at MSU/COM; 
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• On March 15, 1985, he was dismissed from MSU/COM for academic performance 
reasons; 

 
• On January 16, 1989, he was reinstated by MSU/COM and placed on academic 

probation. 
 
3.  On October 28, 2003, Dr. Creps caused an application for medical staff membership 

and staff privileges to be submitted to the Toledo Hospital and Toledo Children’s 
Hospital.  By signing the application, Dr. Creps certified that the information he 
provided was true and complete.  Nevertheless, despite his disciplinary history, as 
noted in Findings of Fact 2, above, Dr. Creps answered “No” in response to a 
question that asked whether he had ever been the subject of disciplinary action, 
including termination or being placed on probation, by an educational or training 
program.   

 
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 
1. The conduct of Philip L. Creps, D.O., as set forth in Findings of Fact 1 and 2, constitutes 

“fraud, misrepresentation, or deception in applying for or securing any license or 
certificate issued by the board,” as that clause is used in Section 4731.22(A), Ohio 
Revised Code, as in effect prior to March 9, 1999. 

 
2. The conduct of Dr. Creps, as set forth in Findings of Fact 1 and 2, constitutes “publishing 

a false, fraudulent, deceptive, or misleading statement,” as that clause is used in Section 
4731.22(B)(5), Ohio Revised Code, as in effect prior to March 9, 1999.  

 
3. The conduct of Dr. Creps, as set forth in Findings of Fact 3, constitutes “[m]aking a false, 

fraudulent, deceptive, or misleading statement in the solicitation of or advertising for 
patients; in relation to the practice of medicine and surgery, osteopathic medicine and 
surgery, podiatric medicine and surgery, or a limited branch of medicine; or in securing 
or attempting to secure any certificate to practice or certificate of registration issued by 
the board,” as that clause is used in Section 4731.22(B)(5), Ohio Revised Code, as in 
effect on and after March 9, 1999. 

 
* * * * * 

 
Dr. Creps repeatedly misrepresented significant difficulties he had experienced during his 
medical education and training.  Moreover, the evidence supports the conclusion that these 
false statements in applications related to the practice of medicine were made with an 
intention to hide his academic difficulties.  It is highly incredible that a physician would forget 
or fail to comprehend that, during his medical education, he had suffered multiple disciplinary 
actions, after such a significant and protracted history of dismissals, applications for 
reinstatement, reinstatement hearings, probation, and subsequent dismissals. 
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