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for other than legal and legitimate therapeutic purposes or a plea of 
guilty to, a judicial finding of guilt of, or a judicial finding of 
eligibility for intervention in lieu of conviction of, a violation of any 
federal or state law regulating the possession, distribution, or use of 
any drug,” as set forth in Section 4731.22(B)(3), Ohio Revised Code. 

 
(c) The orders from West Virginia and Virginia constitute “[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 set forth in 
Section 4731.22(B)(22), Ohio Revised Code. 

 
(d) The exclusion notice constitutes “[t]ermination or suspension from 

participation in the medicare or medicaid programs by the department 
of health and human services or other responsible agency for any act 
or acts that also would constitute a violation of division (B)(2), (3), 
(6), (8), or (19) of this section,” as set forth in Section 4731.22(B)(25), 
Ohio Revised Code, to wit:  Section 4731.22(B)(3), Ohio Revised 
Code. 

 
Accordingly, the Board advised Dr. Knox of his right to request a hearing in this matter.  
(State’s Exhibit 1A) 
 
By letter received by the Board on May 14, 2007, Dr. Knox requested a hearing.  (State’s 
Exhibit 1D) 
 

II. Appearances at the Hearing
 

Marc Dann, Attorney General, by Barbara J. Pfeiffer, Assistant Attorney General, appeared 
on behalf of the State of Ohio. 
 
Dr. Knox appeared on his own behalf. 

 
 

EVIDENCE EXAMINED 
 
I. Testimony Heard
 

Robert Alan Knox, D.P.M. 
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II. Exhibits Examined
 

A. Presented by the State 
 

State’s Exhibits 1A through 1J:  Procedural exhibits. 
 
State’s Exhibit 2:  Information in United States of America v. Robert Knox, Case 
No. 1:05-00205. 
 
State’s Exhibit 3:  Plea Agreement in U.S. v. Knox, Case No. 1:05-00205. 
 
State’s Exhibit 4:  January 3, 2006, Plea of Guilty in U.S. v. Knox, Case No. 1:05-
00205. 
 
State’s Exhibit 5:  January 6, 2006, Order in U.S. v. Knox, Case No. 1:05-00205. 
 
State’s Exhibit 6:  May 16, 2006, Judgment in U.S. v. Knox, Case No. 1:05-00205. 
 
State’s Exhibit 7:  Documents maintained by the West Virginia Board of Medicine in 
the Matter of Robert Alan Knox, D.P.M.  [Note:  This exhibit was numbered post-hearing.] 
 
State’s Exhibit 8:  Documents maintained by the Commonwealth of Virginia 
Department of Health Professions in In Re:  Robert A. Knox, D.P.M. 
 
State’s Exhibit 9:  September 29, 2006, letter from the Office of the Inspector General, 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, to the Board.  [Redacted in part to 
obscure a Social Security number.] 
 

B. Presented by the Respondent 
 

Respondent’s Exhibits A1 and A2:  Continuing Medical Education credit record and a 
certificate of attendance at a continuing medication education program. 
 
Respondent’s Exhibits B1 through B7:  Patient record and translations.  [Admitted 
under seal to protect patient confidentiality.] 
 
Respondent’s Exhibit C:  Patient’s pharmacy prescription record.  [Admitted under 
seal to protect patient confidentiality.] 
 
Respondent’s Exhibits D1 through D5:  Five letters of support.  [Redacted in part to 
protect patient confidentiality.] 
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SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE 
 
All exhibits and the transcript, even if not specifically mentioned, were thoroughly reviewed and 
considered by the Hearing Examiner prior to preparing this Report and Recommendation. 
 
Background 
 
1. Robert Alan Knox, D.P.M., graduated in 1981 with a bachelor of science degree from Fairleigh 

Dickinson University in New Jersey.  In 1985, he graduated from the Ohio College of 
Podiatric Medicine.  Upon graduation, he completed a one-year general podiatric residency at 
the Veterans Administration Medical Center in Seattle, Washington.  He received a certificate 
to practice podiatric medicine and surgery in Ohio in 1986 and that certificate remains active.  
(Hearing Transcript [Tr.] at 55; See, Ohio eLicense Center Home Page.  5 Feb. 2008.  State of 
Ohio. <https://license.ohio.gov/Lookup>) 

 
2. After completing the residency, Dr. Knox joined a practice in Youngstown, Ohio, for several 

years.  Later, he opened his own podiatric practice in Princeton, West Virginia, where he 
practiced for 15 years.  Dr. Knox testified that, in addition to his podiatric practice, he had 
initiated a residency program in Mercer County, West Virginia, and he was director of that 
residency program from 1991 to 1995.  He noted that he is an adjunct clinical faculty member 
at the Ohio College of Podiatric Medicine and at the West Virginia College of Osteopathic 
Medicine.  (Tr. at 55-56) 

 
3. Dr. Knox has been licensed to practice podiatric medicine in Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia 

and West Virginia.  He is board-certified by the National Board of Podiatric Examiners.  
(Tr. at 56) 

 
Criminal Charges and Conviction 
 
4. Prior to August 2005, the federal government began investigating Dr. Knox.  Dr. Knox explained 

that there is a “big drug problem” in the area where he had been practicing.  He pointed out 
that some of his patients were being “watched” or got into trouble, and one of his patients had 
been an informant.  Dr. Knox noted that, when contacted by the federal authorities, he had 
discussed with them one prescribing incident, as well as two or three other patients or 
prescribing incidents.  (Tr. at 41-43) 

 
On August 25, 2005, Dr. Knox entered into a plea agreement with the federal government.  
Dr. Knox waived his right to be charged by an indictment, consented to the filing of a one-
count information, and agreed to plead guilty to a violation of 21 United States Code Section 
841(a)(1).  Also, Dr. Knox agreed to surrender his Drug Enforcement Administration 
controlled substance registration and to cooperate with law enforcement agencies.  (State’s 
Exhibit [St. Ex.] 3; Tr. at 43) 

 



Report and Recommendation 
In the Matter of Robert Alan Knox, D.P.M.  Page 5 
 
 
5. On October 6, 2005, the information was filed in the Southern District of the United States 

District Court of West Virginia charging Dr. Knox with one felony count of violating 21 United 
States Code Section 841(a)(1).  That provision of federal law states: 

 
(a) Unlawful acts.  Except as authorized by this title, it shall be unlawful 

for any person knowingly or intentionally— 
 

(1) to manufacture, distribute, or dispense, or possess with 
intent to manufacture, distribute, or dispense, a controlled 
substance; 

 
The October 6, 2005, information stated in part: 

 
 On or about April 29, 2005, * * * Robert Knox, a licensed physician, without 

lawful authorization, knowingly and intentionally distributed a quantity of 
hydrocodone, a Schedule III controlled substance, to an individual known to the 
United States Attorney. 

 
(St. Ex. 2)  The case was designated United States of America v. Robert Knox, Case No. 1:05-
00205. 

 
6. On January 3, 2006, the plea agreement was filed with the Court and Dr. Knox pleaded guilty 

to the sole count in the information.  According to the Court’s Order of January 6, 2006, the 
United States Attorney informed the Court, on January 3, 2006, of the factual basis establishing 
that Dr. Knox had committed the offense to which he was pleading guilty and Dr. Knox 
admitted that the factual basis was substantially true.  (St. Ex. 4; St. Ex. 5 at 3) 

 
7. On May 16, 2006, Dr. Knox was sentenced to three years of probation and required to pay a 

$100 assessment and a $5,000 fine.  Additionally, Dr. Knox was required to:  (a) participate, 
as directed by the probation officer and approved by the Court, in a program for the treatment 
of narcotics addiction, drug dependency, or alcohol dependency; (b) not possess a firearm or 
destructive device and reside in a residence free of firearms and destructive devices; (c) not 
incur new credit charges or open additional lines of credit without approval of the probation 
officer; and (d) provide the probation officer with access to any requested financial 
information.  (St. Ex. 6) 

 
8. Dr. Knox testified that he has complied with all terms of the probation.  Dr. Knox also explained 

that he believes there is a good chance his probation will be terminated early.  (Tr. at 33-34, 59) 
 
Dr. Knox’s Explanation of his Treatment of the Patient 
 
9. Dr. Knox explained that the criminal charge stems from his treatment of one patient.  

Dr. Knox testified that he had initially seen the patient in his office in March 2004.  He had 
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diagnosed severe stasis dermatitis and lymphedema1 and had treated the severe stasis 
dermatitis and lymphedema.  Additionally, Dr. Knox stated that he had sent the patient to a 
pulmonologist for a second opinion.  Dr. Knox stated that, over the course of the next 14 
months, he had never officially seen the patient in his office, but regularly spoke with him 
and looked at him.  Specifically, Dr. Knox testified that “I would frequently talk to him about 
his condition, et cetera, and even called him in antibiotics and diuretics.”  Dr. Knox further 
stated that he may have called in a prescription for pain pills on one occasion as well.  
Dr. Knox estimated that he actually had the patient take his shoe and sock off six times over the 
months.  Dr. Knox acknowledged that he had not offered any additional treatment and, thus, 
those additional conversations/meetings were not noteworthy.  (Tr. at 23, 62-63, 65, 67; 
Respondent’s Exhibit [Resp. Ex.] C) 

 
10. Dr. Knox acknowledged that, on April 28, 2005, the patient had called him and asked for pain 

medication.  Dr. Knox agreed and “called in” a prescription for a 30-day supply of 
hydrocodone.  Specifically, the prescription was for 60, 10-milligram tablets of Lortab2 to be 
taken twice a day.  Dr. Knox testified that he had told the patient, “I can only do this for you 
one time, and I’m only going to do it for you one time and you come back in and I can take a 
look at you.”  Dr. Knox stated that, because he had not seen the patient in his office and he 
had “called in” a prescription for the hydrocodone, the federal government had concluded that 
he had violated the law.  (Tr. at 24, 60-61, 64; Resp. Ex. B5-B6; Resp. Ex. C) 

 
11. Dr. Knox explained why he had chosen a high concentration of hydrocodone for this patient 

as follows: 
 
I know how badly swollen his feet were.  And quite honestly, the 10’s are the 
strongest of the Lortab, but it wasn’t a Schedule II.  He didn’t have to take two 
a day.  And I told him he could cut them in half, and I told him I would only do 
this for him one time. 

 
(Tr. at 68) 

 
12. Dr. Knox acknowledged that, despite his many conversations/meetings with this patient, his 

records contain notes for only three contacts with the patient:  the initial office visit, a second 
contact in 2004, and the April 2005 contact.  However, he contends that he appropriately 
treated the patient.  (Tr. at 35, 62, 64; Resp. Ex. B) 

 
Dr. Knox’s Testimony Concerning his Guilty Plea 
 
13. Dr. Knox noted that he had agreed to the plea agreement to avoid a costly and painful public 

trial in a very small community.  He also noted that he had not realized that, subsequently, 
there would be reviews by the various state medical boards.  He stated that the federal 
government did not really punish him.  He pointed out that he had continued to practice 

 
1Dr. Knox explained that lymphedema is “terribly swollen ankles.”  (Tr. at 62) 
2Lortab is one registered name under which hydrocodone is marketed. 
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despite the charges and conviction, and he was given a “minor” sentence.  He also stated that 
he had received 200 patient letters and overwhelming community support.  However, he 
ceased practicing shortly before action was taken by the West Virginia Board of Medicine 
(Tr. at 29-31, 36, 37-40) 

 
Other Entities’ Actions 
 
14. On July 11, 2006, the West Virginia Board of Medicine [West Virginia Board] revoked 

Dr. Knox’s West Virginia podiatric license based upon the federal felony conviction and 
West Virginia Code §30-3-14(d).  That revocation was effective July 20, 2006.  (St. Ex. 7 at 
2-4) 

 
Dr. Knox noted that he has appealed the decision in West Virginia, and an appeal hearing will 
take place in the future.  (Tr. at 57) 

 
15. On November 17, 2006, the Commonwealth of Virginia Department of Health Professions 

[Virginia Board] suspended Dr. Knox’s privilege to renew his podiatric license based upon 
the federal felony conviction and Code of Virginia Section 54.1-2409.  The Virginia Board 
specifically stated that Dr. Knox’s license in that state “will be recorded as suspended and no 
longer current.”  (St. Ex. 8 at 2) 

 
Dr. Knox testified that, in June 2007, the Virginia Board had reinstated his license.  Dr. Knox 
stated that he is currently seeing a few patients.  (Tr. at 44, 57-58) 

 
16. On September 29, 2006, the Office of the Inspector General, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services, notified the Board that it had excluded Dr. Knox from participation in 
Medicare, Medicaid, and all federal health care programs, based upon his felony conviction.  
(St. Ex. 9) 

 
Dr. Knox noted that the exclusion is for five years, and that he has appealed the exclusion.  
(Tr. at 34, 59, 60) 

 
17. Additionally, Dr. Knox explained that, at the time of the hearing in this matter, a disciplinary 

proceeding had begun in Pennsylvania, but no decision had been issued.  (Tr. at 58) 
 
Letters of Support 
 
18. Dr. Knox presented five letters of support.  The letters are from various professionals who 

have worked with Dr. Knox and/or been a patient of Dr. Knox.  The letters praised his 
professionalism, knowledge, dependability, and compassion for patients.  In one of those 
letters, a former chief of police thanked Dr. Knox for his assistance, specifically reflecting 
upon several instances in which Dr. Knox went “above and beyond” for that police 
department. 

 
 



Report and Recommendation 
In the Matter of Robert Alan Knox, D.P.M.  Page 8 
 
 
Other Information 
 
19. Dr. Knox testified that the area in which he had worked was along the West Virginia/Virginia 

border, which is very rural.  He noted that there is a desperate need for medical professionals 
in that area.  He stated that he is currently trying to gather enough resources to open an office 
again in that same area.  Also, he stated that he plans to obtain a new DEA registration in the 
future.  Dr. Knox noted that, as a result of those plans, he does not intend to practice podiatry 
in Ohio.  (Tr. at 32-34, 44-45, 61) 

 
20. Dr. Knox presented evidence illustrating that he had taken a number of continuing medical 

education courses in 2006 and 2007.  (Tr. at 52-54; Resp. Ex. A) 
 
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
1. On October 6, 2005, an information was filed in the Southern District of the United States 

District Court of West Virginia charging Robert Alan Knox, D.P.M., with one felony count of 
distributing a quantity of hydrocodone, a Schedule III controlled substance, without lawful 
authorization, in violation of 21 United States Code Section 841(a)(1).  The case was 
designated United States of America v. Robert Knox, Case No. 1:05-00205. 

 
 On January 3, 2006, a plea agreement was filed in U.S. v. Knox and Dr. Knox pleaded guilty 

to the sole count in the information.  On May 16, 2006, the Court issued its Judgment in a 
Criminal Case wherein it sentenced Dr. Knox to three years of probation, among other things. 

 
2. On July 11, 2006, the West Virginia Board of Medicine issued an Order of Revocation of 

License to Practice Podiatry, effective July 20, 2006, based upon Dr. Knox’s felony conviction. 
 
3. On November 17, 2006, upon receiving evidence of Dr. Knox’s felony conviction, the 

Commonwealth of Virginia Department of Health Professions enter an Order suspending 
Dr. Knox’s privilege to renew his license to practice podiatry in the Commonwealth of 
Virginia.  As a result, his license was recorded as suspended and no longer current. 

 
4. On September 29, 2006, the Office of the Inspector General, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services, notified the Board that it had excluded Dr. Knox from participation in 
Medicare, Medicaid, and all federal health care programs, based upon his felony conviction. 

 
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 
1. The guilty plea and/or the judicial finding of guilt of Robert Alan Knox, D.P.M., as set forth 

in Finding of Fact 1 constitutes a “plea of guilty to, a judicial finding of guilt of, or a judicial 
finding of eligibility for intervention in lieu of conviction for, a felony,” as set forth in 
Section 4731.22(B)(9), Ohio Revised Code. 
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2. Dr. Knox’s acts, conduct and/or omissions as set forth in Finding of Fact 1 constitute 

“[s]elling, giving away, personally furnishing, prescribing, or administering drugs for other 
than legal and legitimate therapeutic purposes or a plea of guilty to, a judicial finding of guilt 
of, or a judicial finding of eligibility for intervention in lieu of conviction of, a violation of 
any federal or state law regulating the possession, distribution, or use of any drug,” as set 
forth in Section 4731.22(B)(3), Ohio Revised Code. 

 
3. The orders from the West Virginia Board of Medicine and the Commonwealth of Virginia 

Department of Health Professions, as set forth in Findings of Fact 2 and 3, constitute “[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 set forth in 
Section 4731.22(B)(22), Ohio Revised Code. 

 
4. The exclusion notice from the Office of the Inspector General, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services, as set forth in Finding of Fact 4, constitutes “[t]ermination or suspension 
from participation in the medicare or medicaid programs by the department of health and 
human services or other responsible agency for any act or acts that also would constitute a 
violation of division (B)(2), (3), (6), (8), or (19) of this section,” as set forth in Section 
4731.22(B)(25), Ohio Revised Code, to wit:  Section 4731.22(B)(3), Ohio Revised Code. 

 
* * * * * 

 
The reliable, probative and substantial evidence presented in this matter establishes that Dr. Knox 
distributed a controlled substance in violation of federal law on only one occasion.  The Hearing 
Examiner found Dr. Knox’s testimony surrounding the prescribing incident to be credible.  Since 
the conviction, he has begun to rebuild his podiatric practice, with the reinstatement of his podiatric 
license in Virginia.  The Hearing Examiner concludes that discipline should be imposed for 
Dr. Knox’s criminal activity.  However, because the criminal activity that was proved in this matter 
was an isolated incident, the Hearing Examiner is not convinced that Dr. Knox’s Ohio certificate 
should be revoked due to the felony conviction and the actions taken by Virginia, West Virginia and 
the Office of the Inspector General.  Instead, the Hearing Examiner recommends a stayed permanent 
revocation, a suspension period, terms for reinstatement/restoration, and a lengthy probationary period. 
 
 

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

Knox, D.P.M., to practice podiatric medicine and surgery in the State of Ohio shall be 
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PERMANENTLY REVOKED.  Such permanent revocation is STAYED, and Dr. Knox’s 
certificate shall be SUSPENDED for an indefinite period of time, but not less than one year. 

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

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

 
1. Application for Reinstatement or Restoration:  Dr. Knox shall submit an application 

for reinstatement or restoration, accompanied by appropriate fees, if any. 
 

2. Certification of Compliance with the Terms of Criminal Probation:  At the time he 
submits his application for reinstatement or restoration, Dr. Knox shall submit to the 
Board certification from the Southern District of the United States District Court of West 
Virginia, dated no earlier than 60 days prior to Dr. Knox’s application for reinstatement 
or restoration, indicating that Dr. Knox has maintained full compliance with the terms of 
probation in criminal Case No. 1:05-00205. 

 
3. Certification of Compliance with the Reinstatement Order of the Commonwealth 

of Virginia Department of Health Professions and with any Similar Future Orders 
from the Pennsylvania State Board of Podiatry and/or West Virginia Board of 
Medicine:  At the time he submits his application for reinstatement or restoration, 
Dr. Knox shall submit to the Board certification from the Commonwealth of Virginia 
Department of Health Professions, dated no earlier than 60 days prior to Dr. Knox’s 
application for reinstatement or restoration, that Dr. Knox has maintained full compliance 
with the Reinstatement Order of the Commonwealth of Virginia Department of Health 
Professions. 

 
In the event that the Pennsylvania State Board of Podiatry and/or the West Virginia 
Board of Medicine issue decisions that require Dr. Knox’s compliance, he shall submit, 
at the time he submits his application for reinstatement or restoration, certification from 
the Pennsylvania State Board of Podiatry and/or the West Virginia Board of Medicine, 
dated no earlier than 60 days prior to Dr. Knox’s application for reinstatement or 
restoration, that Dr. Knox has maintained full compliance with any such future decision. 

 
4. Controlled Substances Prescribing Course or Courses: At the time he submits his 

application for reinstatement or restoration, Dr. Knox shall provide acceptable documentation 
of successful completion of a course or courses dealing with the prescribing of controlled 
substances.  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. Knox submits the documentation of successful completion of 
the course(s) dealing with the prescribing of controlled substances, he shall also submit 
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to the Board a written report describing the course(s), setting forth what he learned from 
the course(s), and identifying with specificity how he will apply what he has learned to 
his practice of podiatric medicine in the future. 

 
5. Medical Records Course:  At the time he submits his application for reinstatement or 

restoration, Dr. Knox shall provide acceptable documentation of satisfactory completion 
of a course on maintaining adequate and appropriate medical records, such course to be 
approved in advance by the Board or its designee.  Any course 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. Knox submits the documentation of successful completion of 

the course on maintaining adequate and appropriate medical records, 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 podiatric medicine in the future. 

 
6. Additional Evidence of Fitness To Resume Practice:  In the event that Dr. Knox has 

not been engaged in the active practice of podiatric 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. Knox’s certificate shall be subject to 

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

 
1. Obey the Law and Terms of Criminal Probation:  Dr. Knox 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, and all terms of probation imposed by the Southern 
District of the United States District Court of West Virginia in criminal Case No. 1:05-
00205. 

 
2. Quarterly Declarations:  Dr. Knox shall submit quarterly declarations under penalty of 

Board disciplinary action and/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. Knox’s 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. Declarations of Compliance with Criminal Probation and with Regulatory Agencies 

in Pennsylvania, Virginia and West Virginia:  Dr. Knox shall submit declarations 
under penalty of Board disciplinary action or criminal prosecution stating whether he has 
complied with all the terms, conditions, and limitations imposed by the United States 
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District Court of West Virginia in criminal Case No. 1:05-00205, and with all the terms, 
conditions, and limitations imposed by Pennsylvania State Board of Podiatry, the 
Commonwealth of Virginia Department of Health Professions and the West Virginia 
Board of Medicine.  Moreover, Dr. Knox shall cause to be submitted to the Board copies 
of any compliance reports that he submits to those entities whenever they require such 
submission.  Dr. Knox shall ensure that these declarations of compliance and any copies 
of reports are forwarded to the Board on a quarterly basis and are received in the Board’s 
offices no later than the due date for Dr. Knox’s quarterly declarations referenced in 
paragraph C.2 of this Order. 

 
4. Notification of Change in Terms of Criminal Probation or Licensure Status in 

Pennsylvania, Virginia and West Virginia:  Dr. Knox shall immediately notify the 
Board in writing of any modification or change to any term, condition, or limitation of 
his criminal probation imposed by the Southern District of the United States District 
Court of West Virginia in criminal Case No. 1:05-00205, or his licensure status in 
Pennsylvania, Virginia and West Virginia. 

 
5. Notification of Action Taken by Another Podiatric Regulatory Agency:  Dr. Knox 

shall immediately notify the Board of any action taken against a certificate to practice 
podiatric medicine and surgery held by Dr. Knox or against another podiatric-related 
license or registration held by Dr. Knox.  Moreover, Dr. Knox shall provide acceptable 
documentation verifying the other’s actions. 

 
6. Personal Appearances:  Dr. Knox 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. Knox’s certificate is restored or reinstated, or as otherwise directed by the 
Board.  Dr. Knox shall also appear upon his request for termination of the probationary 
period, and/or as otherwise requested by the Board. 

 
7. Controlled Substances Log:  Upon reinstatement or restoration of his certificate, Dr. Knox 

shall keep a log of all controlled substances he prescribes, orders, administers, or 
personally furnishes.  Such log shall be submitted in a format approved by the Board 30 
days prior to Dr. Knox’s personal appearance before the Board or its designated 
representative, or as otherwise directed by the Board.  Further, Dr. Knox shall make his 
patient records with regard to such controlled substances available for review by an 
agent of the Board upon request. 

 
8. Noncompliance Will Not Reduce Probationary Period:  In the event Dr. Knox 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. Knox’s certificate will be fully restored. 
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