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OF ROBERT ALAN KNOX, D.P.M.  DR. MADIA SECONDED THE MOTION.  A vote was taken: 
 
ROLL CALL: Mr. Albert - abstain 
 Dr. Egner - aye 
 Dr. Talmage - abstain 
 Dr. Madia - aye 
 Mr. Browning - aye 
 Dr. Amato - aye 
 Dr. Robbins - aye 
 Dr. Steinbergh - aye 
 Dr. Varyani - aye 
 
The motion carried. 
 

REMAND IN THE MATTER OF ROBERT STANLEY COLEMAN, JR., M.D. 
 

Dr. Varyani directed the Board’s attention to the matter of Robert Stanley Coleman, Jr.  He advised that 
this matter was initially considered by the Board at its meeting of January 11, 2006.  Dr. Coleman appealed 
the Board’s order.  The 10th District Court of Appeals affirmed in part and reversed in part the January 
2006 Board Order suspending the doctor’s license.  The matter was remanded to the Board for 
reconsideration of an appropriate sanction in light of the Court’s decision. 
 
Dr. Varyani advised that a request to address the Board has been timely filed by Dr. Coleman’s attorney.  
Five minutes will be allowed for that address.   
 
Kevin P. Byers, Dr. Coleman’s attorney, addressed the Board on behalf of Dr. Coleman.  Mr. Byers stated 
that, by his calculations, probably a third of the nine Board members present today were not on the Board 
when Dr. Coleman first came before the Board, so he thinks a brief thumbnail sketch of procedural history 
might be helpful, particularly for those members.   
 
Mr. Byers stated that this was a case where Dr. Coleman was charged with fraud, deception and 
misrepresentation against the Ohio Board when he renewed his application because, prior to his renewal, he 
had suffered a license denial in the state of North Carolina.  Mr. Byers stated that what is really critical is 
that the Section 4731.22(A) and (B)(5) charges, the fraud , deception and misrepresentation charges, are 
precisely what the unanimous Board of Appeals reversed on.  Mr. Byers stated that, for the Board members 
who remember this case, this is like asking them to unring the bell; but, by law, those issues, or any aspect 
of Dr. Coleman’s renewal, cannot be considered.  What is before the Board today is another (B)(5) 
allegation, which the Court upheld, saying that Dr. Coleman was less than accurate, or, actually committed 
fraud, deception or misrepresentation when he applied for a North Carolina license in 2001.  Linked to that 
is a (B)(22) violation, which is the bootstrap, that gives this Board clear authority to do something to 
Dr. Coleman’s license just because of the North Carolina denial.  Those are the two issues before the Board 
at this point. 
 
Mr. Byers advised that Dr. Coleman initially suffered a minimum 180-day suspension with some pre-



 
 
 

March 12, 2008 

17377

requisites to reinstatement from this Board.  Mr. Byers stated that, looking at this case on a very basic level, 
the Board might conclude that half the case is gone, there were four allegations and now there are two, and 
it should halve the suspension.  Mr. Byers stated that there are two logical reasons that shouldn’t be done.  
First, the (B)(5) allegation relative to Dr. Coleman’s North Carolina application is premised upon the very 
same information the Board had when it licensed Dr. Coleman in 1999.  Dr. Coleman applied for a license 
in 1998, he said he had withdrawn from medical school because he left in a “snit” when he got suspended.  
Dr. Coleman thought it was a withdrawal and that’s what he told the Board.  The Board then inquired, as it 
typically does when there’s some blemish in the residency training period, and received a letter from the 
training program that said that Dr. Coleman had been suspended, though he never served the suspension 
because he left.  Dr. Coleman didn’t even formally withdraw, he just left.  Mr. Byers stated that this Board 
had that information.  To use that information against Dr. Coleman because that was the basis for a (B)(5) 
in the state of North Carolina seems like double punishment.  Mr. Byers again stated that this Board had the 
information and decided to license Dr. Coleman.  He added that Dr. Coleman said the same thing to 
Georgia and got a license, later he said the same thing to North Carolina and didn’t get a license, and that’s 
what caused this problem.  That’s relative to the (B)(5) in the state of North Carolina.   
 
Mr. Byers continued that he can’t argue about the (B)(22) in North Carolina.  There is an action this Board 
can use to take discipline in Ohio against Dr. Coleman’s Ohio license, but he hopes that this Board will 
bear in mind that Dr. Coleman has paid the price for that.  North Carolina dealt with it; they flat-out denied 
Dr. Coleman a license.  Dr. Coleman didn’t appeal or contest that decision, thinking that it was just a 
denial, and he just went on about his business.  He was actually back in Ohio, practicing, at that point.  
That has been dealt with effectively by the North Carolina Board. 
 
Mr. Byers stated that it is important that the Board also bear in mind that the 10th District Court of Appeals 
has the authority, on a partial reversal, to go ahead and uphold the sanction, and it has done it in past cases.  
The Court didn’t do that in this case.  He stated that he thinks that the Court expects a meaningful 
reconsideration, and that’s why they sent it back to the Board to exercise its discretion.  Mr. Byers stated 
that Dr. Coleman can only hope that the Board looks at the totality of the circumstances, realizes that 
Dr. Coleman has an otherwise unblemished career.  Dr. Coleman serves as an emergency department 
physician and has done so since he was licensed in 1999.  Mr. Byers stated that he believes that the Board 
will have fulfilled its duty if it takes a lesser action.  He added that he would respectfully submit that a 
reprimand or a reprimand with a period of probation would sufficiently protect the public and put the 
public on notice that Dr. Coleman had some blemish in his history. 
 
Dr. Varyani asked whether the Assistant Attorney General wished to respond. 
 
Mr. Wilcox stated that he would agree with what Mr. Byers said, procedurally, as to how this case has 
made its way through the system and then come back.  The Board originally levied a stayed permanent 
revocation, with a minimum 180 day suspension.  That Order was stayed by the Court.  Dr. Coleman has 
never served any of that suspension.  The Board is still left with two of the four penalties:  the (B)(5) and 
the (B)(22).  Mr. Wilcox stated that this Board can penalize one of its licensees for lying to another Board.  
He added that he thinks that that is appropriate.  In this case, it would be appropriate to, perhaps, split the 
penalty.  Mr. Wilcox stated that his recommendation would be for 90 days. 
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DR. STEINBERGH MOVED TO RECONSIDER THE MATTER OF ROBERT STANLEY 
COLEMAN, JR., M.D., ON REMAND FROM THE 10TH DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS.  
MR. BROWNING SECONDED THE MOTION.  All members voted aye.  The motion carried. 
 
Dr. Steinbergh stated that she appreciates the arguments made by Dr. Coleman, but there are certain facts 
that can’t be changed.  Dr. Coleman initially applied for a license in North Carolina.  He inappropriately 
filled out the FCVS application, and they took that, investigated, and found that he had fraudulently applied 
for licensure.  The North Carolina Board subsequently denied Dr. Coleman’s license, so this Board knows 
that he has a denial of a license.  Part of the Board’s previous action was based on that denial.  
Dr. Steinbergh noted that the 10th District Court of Appeals decision says that the Board’s consideration on 
whether or not Dr. Coleman had fraudulently applied in Ohio was not to be considered.  Dr. Steinbergh 
stated that she may disagree with that Court’s ruling.  Noting the Board’s deliberations of January 11, 
2006, she indicated that she felt at that time that Dr. Coleman had fraudulently applied in Ohio.  
Nevertheless, the Board is directed to not consider that piece and to consider the North Carolina action.   
 
Dr. Steinbergh stated that Dr. Coleman had been suspended from an osteopathic medical school, and he 
walked away from that.  There had been questions about his cheating on a virology examination.  In order 
to be potentially readmitted to that school, they gave Dr. Coleman a suspension.  Also, he had to admit that 
he had cheated on the examination.  Dr. Steinbergh stated that, for this Board, that was a real concern.  The 
Board’s discussion led to the Order it entered, which was that Dr. Coleman would be suspended for an 
indefinite period of time, but not less than 180 days, and probationary terms. 
 
Dr. Steinbergh stated that, not considering the parts of the case dealing with application to Ohio, she still 
feels that, because of his denial in North Carolina and the fraudulent application there, the Board does need 
to take action. 
 
DR. STEINBERGH MOVED TO ENTER THE FOLLOWING ORDER AND EFFECTIVE DATE 
IN THE MATTER OF ROBERT STANLEY COLEMAN, JR., M.D.: 
 

It is hereby ORDERED that: 
 
A.  REPRIMAND AND SUSPENSION:  Robert S. Coleman, Jr., M.D., is 

REPRIMANDED, and his certificate to practice medicine and surgery in the State of 
Ohio shall be SUSPENDED for an indefinite period of time, but not less than sixty 
(60) days. 

 
B. The Board shall not consider reinstatement or restoration of Dr. Coleman’s certificate 

to practice medicine and surgery until all of the following conditions have been met: 
 

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

 
2. Professional/Personal Ethics Course: At the time he submits his application 
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for reinstatement or restoration, Dr. Coleman shall provide acceptable 
documentation of successful completion of a course or courses dealing with 
professional and 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. Coleman submits the documentation of successful 

completion of the course or courses dealing with professional and 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. 

 
3. Additional Evidence of Fitness To Resume Practice: In the event that 

Dr. Coleman has not been engaged in the active practice of medicine and 
surgery for a period in excess of two years prior to application for reinstatement 
or restoration, the Board may exercise its discretion under Section 4731.222 of 
the Revised Code to require additional evidence of his fitness to resume 
practice. 

 
C. PROBATION: Upon reinstatement or restoration, Dr. Coleman’s certificate shall be 

subject to the following PROBATIONARY terms, conditions, and limitations for a 
period of at least two years: 

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

all rules governing the practice of medicine and surgery in Ohio. 
 
2. Declarations of Compliance: Dr. Coleman 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 this Order 
becomes effective.  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. Coleman shall appear in person for an interview 

before the full Board or its designated representative during the third month 
following the month in which this Order becomes effective, 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.   
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4. Absence from Ohio: Dr. Coleman shall obtain permission from the Board for 
departures or absences from Ohio.  Such periods of absence shall not reduce the 
probationary term, unless otherwise determined by motion of the Board for 
absences of three months or longer, or by the Secretary or the Supervising 
Member of the Board for absences of less than three months, in instances where 
the Board can be assured that probationary monitoring is otherwise being 
performed. 

 
5. Violation of Terms of Probation: If Dr. Coleman violates probation 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. 

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

evidenced by a written release from the Board, Dr. Coleman’s certificate will be fully 
restored.  

 
E. REQUIRED REPORTING TO EMPLOYERS AND HOSPITALS: Within thirty 

days of the effective date of this Order, Dr. Coleman 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. Coleman 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. 

 
F. REQUIRED REPORTING TO OTHER STATE LICENSING AUTHORITIES: 

Within thirty days of the effective date of this Order, Dr. Coleman 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. Coleman 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. Coleman shall provide this Board with a 
copy of the return receipt as proof of notification within thirty days of receiving 
that return receipt. 

 
EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER: This Order shall become effective thirty days from 
the date of mailing of the notification of approval by the Board. 

 
DR. ROBBINS SECONDED THE MOTION.   
 
Dr. Varyani stated that he would now entertain discussion in the above matter. 
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There was no further discussion of this matter. 
 
A vote was taken on Dr. Steinbergh’s motion: 
 
ROLL CALL: Mr. Albert - abstain 
 Dr. Egner - aye 
 Dr. Talmage - abstain 
 Dr. Madia - aye 
 Mr. Browning - aye 
 Dr. Amato - aye 
 Dr. Robbins - aye 
 Dr. Steinbergh - aye 
 Dr. Varyani - aye 
 
The motion carried. 
 

PROPOSED FINDINGS AND PROPOSED ORDERS 
 

LON A. CASTLE, M.D. 
 

Dr. Varyani directed the Board’s attention to the matter of Lon A. Castle, M.D.  He advised that by letter of 
June 14, 2007, the Board notified Lon A. Castle, M.D., that it had proposed to take disciplinary action against 
his certificate to practice medicine and surgery in Ohio, based on the following allegations:  that Dr. Castle, 
when randomly selected for an audit of his continuing medical education [CME], failed to respond to the 
Board’s initial audit notice, and that, when he eventually responded, he was not able to document that he had 
in fact earned the required number of Category 1 CME hours during the 2003-2005 period; that Dr. Castle 
had certified, in his 2005 licensure-renewal application, that he had completed the required CME for the 
2003-2005 period, including at least 40 hours of Category 1 C.M.E.; that Dr. Castle’s conduct in certifying to 
the Board that he had completed the required CME when, in fact, he had not, 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 or surgery, podiatric medicine and surgery, or a limited 
branch of medicine; or in securing or attempting to secure any certificate to practice or certification of 
registration issued by the board,” as that language is used in Ohio Revised Code Section [R.C.] 4731.22(B)(5); 
and that Dr. Castle’s “failure to respond to the audit notices, to obtain the requisite CME, and/or to submit 
documentation of same * * * constitutes ‘violating or attempting to violate, directly or indirectly, or assisting in 
or abetting the violation of or conspiring to violate, any provisions of this chapter or any rule promulgated by 
this board’ ” as that language is used in R.C. 4731.22(B)(20), with respect to Dr. Castle’s violation of 
R.C. 4731.281 and Rules 4731-10-02, 4731-10-05, and 4731-10-08. 
 
Dr. Varyani advised that the notice was mailed to Dr. Castle’s address of record and proper service was 
documented.  A hearing request was received from Dr. Castle, but it was not received in a timely manner.  More 
than thirty days have elapsed since the mailing of the notice.  The matter was reviewed by Hearing Examiner 
Davidson, who prepared Proposed Findings and a Proposed Order, and is now before the Board for final 
disposition.   
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