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II. Exhibits Examined 
 

A. State’s Exhibits 1A through 1F:  Procedural exhibits.  
 
B. State’s Exhibit 2:  Certified copy of Dr. Bosack’s 2005 Step I Consent Agreement.  
 
C. State’s Exhibit 3:  Certified copies of documents maintained by the Board in the Matter of 

Douglas Paul Bosack M.D., as follows:  
 
 Exhibit 3A:  May 2005 Notice of Summary Suspension and Opportunity for Hearing; 
 

 Exhibit 3B: December 1999 Entry of Order; 
 
 Exhibit 3C: October 1999 Report and Recommendation;  
 
 Exhibit 3D: May 1998 Consent Agreement.  

 
 

SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE 
 

Background and Education 
 
1. Dr. Bosack testified that he had graduated from medical school at the University of Cincinnati 

and completed a residency and cardiology fellowship at Henry Ford Hospital in Detroit in 
1983.  He stated that he had joined a practice group in Toledo, Ohio, and practiced 
successfully as a cardiologist for more than fifteen years.  He testified that he had never been 
sued for malpractice, and he asserted that he had never engaged in drinking alcohol during the 
work day.  (Tr. at 25-27) 

 
1998 Consent Agreement 
 
2. On May 13, 1998, Dr. Bosack entered into a Consent Agreement [the 1998 Consent Agreement] 

with the Board in lieu of formal proceedings based on his violations of R.C. 4731.22(B)(5), 
(B)(13), (B)(19), and (B)(26).  In the 1998 Consent Agreement, Dr. Bosack made a variety of 
admissions, including that he had been evaluated and/or treated for alcohol dependency as 
follows: 

  
•   Treatment for alcohol dependency at the Hazelden Clinic in Center City, Minnesota, 

from May 16 to June 12, 1994, after which he relapsed by resuming alcohol use; 
 
• Evaluation and/or treatment at The Toledo Hospital on August 30, 1996;   
 
•   Evaluation and/or treatment at the Herrington Clinic in West Allis, Wisconsin, from 

September 8 to September 12, 1996; and 
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•    Evaluation and/or treatment at The Toledo Hospital on October 3, 1996, with admission 
into the hospital’s Level 1 Outpatient Program on October 7, 1996, and discharge from 
the program on November 11, 1996, into a continuing care program. 

 
(State’s Exhibit [St. Ex.] 3D) 

 
 Pursuant to the 1998 Consent Agreement, Dr. Bosack’s certificate to practice was suspended for an 

indefinite period of time not less than three months, with interim monitoring requirements and 
conditions for reinstatement.  Additionally, the 1998 Consent Agreement provided that, upon 
reinstatement, Dr. Bosack’s certificate would be subject to certain probationary terms, 
conditions, and limitations for a period of at least five years.  (St. Ex. 3D) 

 
The Board’s 1999 Order: Stayed Permanent Revocation and Suspension 
 
3. In September 1998, Dr. Bosack was stopped for speeding and admitted that he had been 

drinking.  By letter dated September 23, 1998, Dr. Bosack notified the Board that he had 
sustained a relapse. (St. Ex. 3C) 

 
4. On October 14, 1998, the Board issued a Notice of Opportunity for Hearing, notifying 

Dr. Bosack of proposed disciplinary action against his certificate based on alleged violations 
of the 1998 Consent Agreement and impairment, based on R.C. 4731.22(B)(15) and 
R.C. 4731.22(B)(26), respectively.  (St. Ex. 3C) 

 
5. A hearing was held in August 1999, after which a Hearing Examiner issued a Report and 

Recommendation on October 28, 1999 [the 1999 Report].   On December 8, 1999, the Board 
entered an Order [the 1999 Board Order] that adopted the 1999 Report as amended.  In its Order, 
the Board permanently revoked Dr. Bosack’s certificate to practice, stayed the permanent 
revocation, and suspended his certificate for an indefinite period of time not less than one year.  
The Order set forth interim monitoring requirements and conditions for reinstatement, and also 
provided for post-reinstatement probationary terms, conditions, and limitations for a period of 
seven years.  (St. Ex. 3B-3C) 

 
2001 Reinstatement and Probation 
 
6. On January 10, 2001, the Board reinstated Dr. Bosack’s certificate subject to the 

conditions and terms in the 1999 Board Order.  At its meeting in March 2001, the Board 
approved Dr. Bosack’s practice plan and approved his commencement of practice 
subject to the probationary conditions, terms, and limitations in the 1999 Board Order 
for a period of seven years.  (Tr. at 44-46; St. Exs. 3A-3B) 

 
 One of the probationary requirements of the 1999 Board Order, set forth in Paragraph 4(i), 

was that “Dr. Bosack shall abstain completely from the use of alcohol.”  (St. Ex. 3B) 
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Summary Suspension in May 2005 due to Violation of Board’s 1999 Order 
   
7. On May 18, 2005, the Board summarily suspended Dr. Bosack’s certificate, citing violations of 

R.C. 4731.22(B)(15) and R.C. 4731.22(B)(26).  (St. Ex. 3A)  In its Notice of Summary 
Suspension and Opportunity for Hearing dated May 18, 2005, the Board alleged, among 
other things: 
 
• that, on or about October 16, 2001, Dr. Bosack had been convicted in Xenia Municipal Court, 

Greene County, Ohio, of operating a vehicle under the influence of alcohol, his second offense 
within six years; and, further, that the charges had cited a test of blood alcohol concentration 
showing that he had operated a motor vehicle with a blood alcohol level of 0.127; 

 
• that Dr. Bosack had failed to report his June 2001 relapse to the Board until May 2005 when he 

responded to interrogatories from the Board; and 
 
• that, on or about March 31, 2005, Dr. Bosack reported to the Board that he had been arrested 

on or about January 15, 2005, in Lewisburg, West Virginia, for operating a vehicle while under 
the influence of alcohol.  (St. Ex. 3A)  

 
The Board further alleged that, on or about April 12, 2005, Dr. Bosack had advised representatives 
of the Board that, on the day of his arrest in January 2005, he had voluntarily consumed alcohol 
at a wine-tasting party, and that his breathalyzer test had shown a blood alcohol concentration of 
0.108.  In addition, the Board alleged that Dr. Bosack had also admitted that he consumed alcohol 
on two other occasions during the week prior to the West Virginia arrest in January 2005.    
(St. Ex. 3A)  

 
Step I Consent Agreement in October 2005: Stayed Permanent Revocation and Suspension 
 
8. On or about October 14, 2005, Dr. Bosack entered into a Step 1 Consent Agreement with 

the Board [2005 Step 1 Agreement] in lieu of formal proceedings based upon his violations 
of R.C. 4731.22 (B)(26), (B)(15), (B)(5), and (B)(20).  (St. Ex. 2)  

 
 In the 2005 Step 1 Agreement, Dr. Bosack expressly admitted “the factual and legal 

allegations set forth in the Notice of Summary Suspension and Opportunity for Hearing 
issued on or about May 18, 2005.”  By admitting this, Dr. Bosack admitted the truth of the 
allegations listed above and also admitted that he had submitted false Declarations of 
Compliance in June 2001, September 2001, and December 2001, claiming that he had been 
compliant with the probationary terms of the Board’s 1999 Order.  (St. Ex. 2)  

  
 Under the terms of the 2005 Step 1 Agreement, the summary suspension was terminated.  In 

its place, the agreement imposed a permanent revocation, stayed the revocation, and 
suspended the certificate for an indefinite period of time not less than three years, with 
interim monitoring requirements and conditions for reinstatement.  (St. Ex. 2) 
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 Paragraph 3 of the 2005 Step 1 Agreement sets forth the provision that Dr. Bosack must “abstain 
completely from the use of alcohol.”  In addition,  Paragraph 8 of the agreement requires him to 
attend Alcoholics Anonymous, N.A., or C.A. meetings no less than three times per week, in 
addition to at least one Caduceus meeting per week.  (St. Ex. 2) 

 
Violation of the Step 1 Consent Agreement 
 
9. Danielle Bickers, the Compliance Officer for the Board, testified that Dr. Bosack was 

scheduled to appear before the Board at its meeting in January 2006, pursuant to the 
requirements of the 2005 Step 1 Consent Agreement.  She testified that she received a 
voicemail message from Dr. Bosack on January 10, 2006, the day before his scheduled 
appearance, in which he stated that he had decided not to keep his medical license and may 
want to surrender it.  (Tr. at 13-17)  

 
 Ms. Bickers stated that she had called Dr. Bosack on January 11, 2006, at which time he 

indicated that he did not know whether he wanted to keep his license.  He explained that, by 
the time his license was reinstated, he would be in his mid-fifties and it would be difficult to 
find employment.  Ms. Bickers testified that, when she asked Dr. Bosack if he was 
maintaining sobriety, he responded that he was not.  He stated that he had been drinking 
intermittently since December 2005 and had consumed alcohol two days previously. 
According to Ms. Bickers, Dr. Bosack stated that he did not need to have a medical license 
to stay sober, could stop drinking any time he wanted to, and would not comply with a 
consent agreement unless it was necessary in order to continue receiving his disability 
benefits.  (Tr. at 17-18) 

 
 Ms. Bickers further testified that Dr. Bosack told her that he had no plans to reenter 

treatment and had not been attending required meetings such as Alcoholics Anonymous, 
although he knew he needed to attend meetings to stay sober.  Ms. Bickers stated that, when 
she asked Dr. Bosack whether he had been in compliance with any of the terms of the 
consent agreement, he responded that he had not.  (Tr. at 18) 

 
 In addition, Ms. Bickers stated that, during the conversation, they discussed “surrender options 

and what that may or may not mean to his disability” benefits.  Dr. Bosack indicated that he may 
consult an attorney and talk with his psychiatrist, Dr. Desai, about this decision.1  (Tr. at 18-19) 

 
Ms. Bickers described a subsequent voicemail message that she had received from Dr. Bosack 
on January 18, 2006, in which he stated that he had decided not to pursue his medical license.  
However, he said he did not want to surrender it, and would rather have the Board “take it 
away.”  (Tr. at 19-20) 

 
 Last, when Ms. Bickers was questioned as to whether she had knowledge of clinical 

problems in Dr. Bosack’s medical practice, she testified that she did not.  (Tr. at 22) 

                                                 
1 The hearing transcript does not include Dr. Desai’s full name. 
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Dr. Bosack’s Testimony and Requested Disposition 
 
10. Dr. Bosack confirmed at the hearing that he was “not in compliance with any portion of the 

2005 consent agreement.”  He testified that he had consumed alcohol recently, “about a week 
ago,” and that he had relapsed “many times” since the 2005 Step I Agreement.   (Tr. at 41-42) 

 
 In addition, Dr. Bosack explained that, after signing the 2005 Step I Agreement, he had 

forgotten about it until he received the Board’s notice regarding his initial quarterly appearance 
to take place January 11, 2005.  Dr. Bosack testified that, in 2005, he had been in a “very 
unorganized state.”  He explained that he had relocated to West Virginia but had not yet started 
work when he was arrested for DUI, after which the West Virginia Board had revoked his 
license.  Dr. Bosack stated that he had been unemployed in the autumn of 2005, with his career 
“going down the drain” and living in a strange town where he had few acquaintances.  He 
stated that he had been seeing a psychiatrist near Roanoke, Virginia, who was adjusting his 
medication for bipolar disorder and counseling him on alcohol use.  Dr. Bosack stated that, 
when he received the Board’s reminder about his January 2006 appearance, he realized that he 
had signed a consent agreement.  Dr. Bosack clarified, however, that he was not drunk at the 
time he signed the agreement but simply did not remember it because his life had been in 
chaos.  (Tr. at 28-29, 38-39) 

 
 Dr. Bosack also testified that, when he received the reminder about his quarterly appearance 

before the Board, he had been doing his best to abstain from alcohol but had been 
unsuccessful.  He also testified that he had moved to Canton, Ohio, where he had needed to 
find a new physician to treat his bipolar disorder and alcoholism.  Dr. Bosack said that he was 
in the process of finding a new physician but had not yet found one.   (Tr. at 29-30, 42-43) 

 
 With respect to his current status, Dr. Bosack testified that, given his state of mind and the 

problems in his personal life, he cannot sustain abstinence from alcohol.  Thus, he stated that he 
cannot currently comply with an order or agreement requiring 100% abstinence, and that 
Dr. Desai had recommended against a consent agreement at this time.  Dr. Bosack stated: “I 
cannot, in good faith, sign a consent agreement today because I don’t think I’m at that point in 
my life yet.”   (Tr. at 29-30, 33, 41) 

 
11. With regard to potential sanctions that the Board might impose in the present matter, 

Dr. Bosack described the recent order of the Indiana Medical Board, which had imposed an 
“indefinite suspension until the time that I may or may not be able to demonstrate total 
sobriety, at which time they would reconsider my case for licensure.”  Dr. Bosack stated that 
he would like the Ohio Board to issue an order like that, “with an indefinite suspension rather 
than revocation, in which case, if through further counseling, adjustment of medication, if I 
can successfully maintain sobriety prior to signing a consent agreement to demonstrate to 
myself that I can adhere to it, then I could return to the Board and possibly enter into an 
agreement with a term of suspension to be determined at that time.”  (Tr. at 31) 

 
 Dr. Bosack testified that he has not previously had adjustments to his medication for bipolar 

disorder “outside the treatment center.”  He said that, fifteen years ago, he had tried Lithium for 
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a brief period that was interrupted by his divorce and change of physicians.  Dr. Bosack stated 
that he is not optimistic about recovery but that it is a possibility.  He explained that his current 
disability status is based on his diagnoses of bipolar disease and alcoholism.  (Tr. at 33-34, 41) 

 
 Dr. Bosack clarified that he cannot comply “in the immediate future” with probationary terms 

requiring complete abstention and regular AA attendance but that adjustments in medication 
may give him better control of his bipolar disorder, which may in turn help him maintain 
abstinence.  In that event, he would like to be able to “return to the Board in three months, six 
months, and say, ‘Yes, I do want to sign a consent agreement now.’”   (Tr. at 32)  

 
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
 

1. On or about May 13, 1998, Douglas Paul Bosack, M.D., entered into a Consent Agreement 
[1998 Consent Agreement] with the Board in lieu of formal proceedings based on his violations 
of Ohio Revised Code Sections [R.C.] 4731.22 (B)(5), (B)(13), (B)(19), and (B)(26).   

 
 In the 1998 Consent Agreement, Dr. Bosack made admissions, including the following: that, 

from on or about May 16, 1994, through on or about June 12, 1994, he had received treatment 
for alcohol dependency at the Hazelden Clinic in Center City, Minnesota, and that he had 
subsequently relapsed by resuming alcohol use; that he had been evaluated and/or treated at The 
Toledo Hospital in Toledo, Ohio, on or about August 30, 1996; that he had been evaluated 
and/or treated at the Herrington Clinic in West Allis, Wisconsin, from on or about September 8, 
1996, to on or about September 12, 1996; and that he had been evaluated and/or treated again at 
The Toledo Hospital on or about October 3, 1996, and had entered the hospital’s Level 1 
Outpatient Program on October 7, 1996.  

 
 Pursuant to the 1998 Consent Agreement, Dr. Bosack’s certificate to practice medicine and 

surgery in Ohio was suspended for an indefinite period of time not less than three months, with 
interim monitoring requirements and conditions for reinstatement.  Additionally, the 1998 
Consent Agreement provided that, upon reinstatement, Dr. Bosack’s certificate to practice 
medicine and surgery would be subject to certain probationary terms, conditions and limitations 
for a period of at least five years. 

 
2. By letter dated October 14, 1998, the Board notified Dr. Bosack that it had proposed disciplinary 

action against his certificate based on allegations that he had violated R.C. 4731.22(B)(15) and 
R.C. 4731.22(B)(26).  After a hearing on the matter, a Hearing Examiner for the Board issued 
a Report and Recommendation on October 28, 1999.  

 
 On December 8, 1999, the Board entered an Order [the 1999 Order] adopting the Report and 

Recommendation as amended.  The Board permanently revoked Dr. Bosack’s certificate to 
practice medicine and surgery in Ohio, stayed the permanent revocation, and suspended his 
certificate for an indefinite period of time not less than one year.   

 
3. On January 10, 2001, the Board voted to reinstate Dr. Bosack’s certificate, subject to certain 

conditions and terms as required under the 1999 Board Order.  At its meeting in March 2001, 
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the Board approved Dr. Bosack’s commencement of practice subject to probationary terms, 
conditions and limitations for a period of seven years, pursuant to the 1999 Board Order. 

 
4. In a Notice of Summary Suspension and Opportunity for Hearing [Suspension Notice] dated 

May 18, 2005, the Board notified Dr. Bosack that it had summarily suspended his certificate 
pursuant to R.C. 4731.22(G).  Further, the Board notified him that it proposed to take 
disciplinary action against his certificate based on violations of R.C. 4731.22(B)(5), (B)(15), 
(B)(20), and/or (B)(26).  

 
5. On October 14, 2005, Dr. Bosack entered into a Step I Consent Agreement with the Board [the 

2005 Agreement] in lieu of formal proceedings based on his violations of R.C. 4731.22 (B)(26), 
(B)(15), (B)(5), and (B)(20).  In the 2005 Agreement, Dr. Bosack admitted the truth of the 
factual and legal allegations in the Suspension Notice of May 18, 2005, including the following:  

 
(a)  that, despite the requirement in the 1999 Board Order of complete abstention from 

alcohol, Dr. Bosack had been convicted on or about October 16, 2001, in Xenia Municipal 
Court, Greene County, Ohio, of operating a motor vehicle while under the influence of 
alcohol on or about June 2, 2001, as a second offense within six years; and, in addition, 
that Dr. Bosack had failed to report this June 2001 relapse to the Board; and further, that 
instead of reporting the relapse, he had submitted false Declarations of Compliance in 
June 2001, September 2001, and December 2001, claiming that he had been and 
continued to be compliant with the terms of his 1999 Board Order; and 

 
(b) that, despite the requirement in the 1999 Board Order of complete abstention from 

alcohol, Dr. Bosack had been arrested for operating a vehicle while under the 
influence of alcohol on or about January 15, 2005, in Lewisburg, West Virginia, and 
that a breathalyzer test had shown that his blood alcohol concentration was 0.108. 

 
  The 2005 Agreement terminated the summary suspension of Dr. Bosack’s certificate.  In place 

of the summary suspension, the 2005 Agreement permanently revoked the certificate, stayed the 
permanent revocation, and suspended the certificate for an indefinite period of time not less than 
three years, with interim monitoring requirements and conditions for reinstatement.  Paragraph 3 
of the 2005 Agreement requires Dr. Bosack to “abstain completely from the use of alcohol.”  
Paragraph 8 of the 2005 Agreement requires him to attend Alcoholics Anonymous, N.A., or 
C.A. meetings no less than three times per week, in addition to at least one Caduceus meeting 
per week.  

 
6. On January 11, 2006, Dr. Bosack reported to the Board’s Compliance Officer that he had 

relapsed, in that he had been consuming alcohol since December 2005 despite the requirement 
in Paragraph 3 of the 2005 Agreement that he must abstain completely from the use of alcohol.  
Further, despite the requirement in Paragraph 8 requiring attendance at meetings, Dr. Bosack 
reported to the Compliance Officer that he had not been attending the required meetings.  He 
further reported that he had no plans to reenter treatment, that he could stop drinking any time 
that he wanted to, and that he was not in compliance with any portion of his 2005 Agreement.   
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7. At the hearing on May 30, 2006, Dr. Bosack confirmed that he was not in compliance with 
any portion of the 2005 Agreement and admitted that he had relapsed many times since 
entering into the 2005 Agreement.   

 
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 
1. The conduct of  Douglas Paul Bosack, M.D., as set forth above in Findings of Fact 5 

through 7, constitutes a “[v]iolation of the conditions of limitation placed by the board upon 
a certificate to practice,” as that clause is used in R.C. 4731.22(B)(15).  

 
2.  Dr. Bosack’s conduct as alleged above in Findings of Fact 1 through 7 demonstrates an 

“impairment” of Dr. Bosack’s “ability to practice according to acceptable and prevailing 
standards of care because of habitual or excessive use or abuse of drugs, alcohol, or other 
substances that impair ability to practice,” as that term is used in R.C. 4731.22(B)(26). 
 

*  *  *  *  * 
 
Dr. Bosack failed to comply with his 1998 Consent Agreement, his 1999 Board Order, and his 2005 
Consent Agreement.  In the 2005 Consent Agreement, the Board permanently revoked Dr. Bosack’s 
certificate but stayed the permanent revocation, imposing conditions for suspension and probation.   
 
At present, a new Order that imposes a suspension with conditions and monitoring requirements 
would be futile.  Dr. Bosack has stated that he cannot comply with the Board’s requirements, at least 
in the immediate future.   
 
The Board would be within its discretion to order a permanent revocation, in that Dr. Bosack has 
not demonstrated or even asserted that he is firmly committed to overcoming his addiction and 
regaining his medical certificate: he is not attending recovery meetings; he has not found a 
treating physician since moving back to Ohio several months ago; and he has no plans to reenter 
treatment.  In addition, when the Board stayed a permanent revocation as part of the 2005 
Consent Agreement, the Board clearly put Dr. Bosack on notice of the serious consequences that 
could result from failure to comply with the terms and conditions of the agreement.  Moreover, in 
January 2006, Dr. Bosack informed the Board’s Compliance Officer that he no longer wanted to 
pursue the return of his certificate.    
 
On the other hand, a non-permanent revocation may be more appropriate in these circumstances.  
Future improvement is a possibility, especially if Dr. Bosack begins regular treatment with a local 
physician for his bipolar disorder and alcoholism.  In addition, an Order foreclosing all opportunity of 
returning to practice in Ohio will not increase Dr. Bosack’s chances for recovery nor provide 
additional protection to the public.   
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