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IN AND BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF OSTEOPATHIC EXAMINERS
STATE OF OKLAHOMA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, ex rel.,  ) 
STATE BOARD OF OSTEOPATHIC  ) 
EXAMINERS,  ) 

 ) 
 Petitioners,  ) 

 ) 
vs.  )  Case No. 2021-201 

 )   
 )   

R. Troy Lehman, D.O.  ) 
Osteopathic Medicine License No. 4090  ) 
  ) 

Respondent.  ) 

INTERIM ORDER DIRECTING COMPETENCY EVALUATION  

This matter comes on for consideration before the Oklahoma State Board of 

Osteopathic Examiners (the “Board”) at the special meeting of the Board of December 

12, 2024. The State of Oklahoma, ex rel. Oklahoma State Board of Osteopathic 

Examiners (“Petitioner” or the “Board”), by and through J. Patrick Quillian. R. Troy 

Lehman, D.O. (“Respondent”), appears in person, and through counsel Malinda S. 

Matlock, RHODES, HIERONYMUS, JONES, TUCKER & GABLE, P.L.L.C.

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Dr. R. Troy Lehman, D.O., is the holder of a license to practice as an 

osteopathic physician in the State of Oklahoma, license number 4090.  Dr. 

Lehman received his license to practice osteopathic medicine in Oklahoma 

on July 1, 2003, and primarily practices in gynecology and obstetrics.   

2. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Dr. Lehman worked as a general 

obstetrician and gynecologist for Integris Health Woodward Hospital.   

3. The Board finds that on four (4) separate occasions between 2017 and 

2020, Dr. Lehman practiced outside the standard of care and exceeded the 

scope of his practice and training in managing patients’ known uterine 
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malignancies by knowingly performing the incorrect procedure.  These 

incidents put each patient’s long-term survival at risk and constitute multiple 

instances of negligence, malpractice, and incompetence under the 

circumstances.        

4. On July 9th, 2024, Board investigators received a National Practitioners 

Data Bank (“NPDB”) alert for Dr. Lehman indicating that his clinical

privileges at Integris Woodward had been suspended.  Documentation 

provided by Integris Woodward to Board investigators indicated that Dr. 

Lehman was initially given a fourteen (14) day summary suspension 

effective June 6, 2024.  The suspension stemmed from a review of his 

handling of multiple birth scenarios.  Dr. Lehman was notified of this 

suspension via letter and email.  

5.  Dr. Katherine Shepherd, DO, FACOG, appeared as an expert witness at 

the December 12, 2024 hearing and gave the following testimony which the 

Board finds is authoritative and correct in stating the facts and appropriately 

states the relevant medical standards: 

 

a. It was Dr. Shepherd’s opinion that Dr Lehman was practicing outside the 

scope of practice of a general obstetrician and gynecologist. He was 

putting the women of Oklahoma at unnecessary risk and practicing 

outside the standard of care. 

b. In the case of patient, Patient K, Dr Lehman practiced outside the scope 

of his practice as a general gynecologist. He initiated a workup that was 

appropriate for postmenopausal bleeding after the patient presented to 

the Emergency Department in 7/4/2020. The ultrasound that was 

obtained showed an 11cm uterus with an endometrial thickness of 4cm. 

Evidence based practice would dictate a biopsy of the lining of the 

uterus, as anything beyond 4 mm in a postmenopausal patient is 

considered abnormal. Dr Lehman proceeded with a hysteroscopy D&C, 

which he noted in his dictation that the lining did not appear normal and 

likely consistent with cancer. He also noted in the hysteroscopy 
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operative report that her introitus was not conducive to a laparoscopic 

assisted vaginal hysterectomy due to narrowing. The pathology from the 

hysteroscopy showed malignant mixed mullerian tumor. At this point, the 

appropriate treatment would have been a referral to gynecology 

oncology for hysterectomy with staging. Instead, Dr Lehman proceeded 

to schedule the patient for a laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy 

with pelvic washings. It was noted in his office notes that he knew the 

patient had a cancer and still proceeded. 

c. When he performed the hysterectomy of Patient K, it was converted to 

a total abdominal hysterectomy due to the narrow introitus and limited 

vaginal access. Again, standard of care, would be a hysterectomy with 

staging procedures, which would include lymph node dissection. He did 

not counsel the patient that his plan was inadequate staging nor that she 

might need a further surgery. 

d. Post operatively, after the hysterectomy, Patient K was sent to OU 

Gynecology Oncology where she was informed that she had been 

inadequately staged. They recommended chemotherapy and radiation 

oncology with vaginal brachytherapy. This was a blatant 

mismanagement of a known cancer diagnosis with improper surgical 

staging. 

e. In the case of Patient H, Dr Lehman practiced outside the scope of his 

practice as a general gynecologist. He initiated a workup for 

postmenopausal bleeding that was appropriate and standard of care in 

June 2017. An ultrasound that showed a thickened endometrium at 

19mm. Again, evidence-based practice would dictate a biopsy if greater 

than 4mm. Dr Lehman completed a hysteroscopy D&C which pathology 

showed high grade endometrial adenocarcinoma. He then 

recommended the patient have a hysterectomy with pelvic washings, 

which is not standard of care for endometrial adenocarcinoma. Standard 

of care would be a hysterectomy with staging and lymph node 

dissection.  
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f. After the hysterectomy of Patient H, he then referred the patient to OU 

gynecology oncology. It is unclear if the patient followed through with the 

initial referral but was seen at OU in 2020 for recurrence of her cancer. 

g. In the case of Patient Y, Dr Lehman practiced outside the scope of his 

practice as a general gynecologist. The patient was seen for acute 

anemia and found to have an enlarged uterus in June 2019. She had an 

ultrasound that showed endometrial thickness of 5.6cm. Per standard of 

care for thickened endometrium, Dr Lehman completed a hysteroscopy 

and the pathology showed endometrial adenocarcinoma. At this point, 

Dr Lehman scheduled the patient for a hysterectomy with pelvic 

washings. The standard of care for an endometrial adenocarcinoma is 

hysterectomy with staging and lymph node dissection. The 

hysterectomy pathology resulted on July 11, 2019, and showed invasive 

adenocarcinoma with positive washings for malignancy.  

h. Dr Lehman then referred Patient Y to Dr Jeffrey Smith, gynecology 

oncology in Oklahoma City.  

i. On August 1, 2019, Dr Lehman released Patient Y to have an elective 

orthopedic surgery, even though she had a known endometrial 

malignancy and needed further surgery for the malignancy. Later that 

month, she had imaging that showed a DVT along with enlarged lymph 

nodes and right hydronephrosis. At some point, she was then referred 

to OU Gynecology Oncology as Dr Smith closed his practice.  

j. Patient Y was seen in November 2019 by Dr Richards who explained to 

the patient that she was inadequately staged, and it had now been 4 

months since her hysterectomy. Dr Richards documented that the 

standard of care should have at least been lymph node dissection and 

all adjuvant therapy should have been started within at least 12 weeks. 

Dr Richards recommended vaginal brachytherapy and deferred the 

lymph node dissection due to the lymphedema already present in her 

lower extremity. The patient did complete vaginal cuff brachytherapy 

through OU.  
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k. In the case of Patient S, Dr Lehman practiced outside the scope of his 

practice as a general gynecologist. He initiated a workup in September 

2019 that was appropriate for postmenopausal bleeding with an 

ultrasound that showed an endometrial thickness of 17mm.  He 

performed a hysteroscopy D&C with the pathology showing endometrial 

adenocarcinoma. At this time, appropriate treatment would have been a 

hysterectomy with full staging and lymph node dissection. Dr Lehman 

did not do that, but instead he performed a hysterectomy on October 31, 

2019, with pelvic washings and the pathology showed endometrial 

carcinoma. 

l. Patient S, was then referred to OU gynecology oncology. The patient 

was seen, had a CT of the pelvis to assess node status since lymph 

node dissection was not completed at the time of the hysterectomy. She 

had a port placed and received chemotherapy.  

6. It is the finding of the Board, after reviewing all the evidence presented, that 

in all four cases presented that Dr Lehman was practicing outside the 

standard of care when managing known uterine malignancies. 

7. It is the finding of the Board, that Dr Lehman knowingly did the incorrect 

procedure on these patients, which put their long-term survival at risk due 

to improper staging for an endometrial malignancy. It is standard of care to 

perform a hysterectomy with staging including lymph node dissection on a 

patient with a known endometrial malignancy.  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

8. The Board has jurisdiction over the subject matter and is a duly authorized 

agency of the State of Oklahoma empowered to license and oversee the 

activities of osteopathic physicians in the State of Oklahoma.  59 O.S. § 620 

et seq. and Okla. Admin. Code §§ 510: 1-1 -1 et seq.  

9. The Board is authorized to suspend, revoke or order any other appropriate 

conditions against the license of any osteopathic physician holding a license 
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to practice medicine in the State of Oklahoma for unprofessional conduct. 

59 O.S. §§ 637.1.

10. The Board finds that Dr. Lehman is in violation of the Oklahoma Osteopathic 

Medicine Act (the “Act”), Tit. 59 O.S. § 637(A)(2) and (A)(4), which states:  

A. The State Board of Osteopathic Examiners may … suspend 

or revoke any license issued or reinstated by the Board upon proof 

that the applicant or holder of such a license:

 …  

2. Has engaged in the use or employment of … unethical 

conduct or unprofessional conduct, as may be determined by 

the Board, in the performance of the functions or duties of an 

osteopathic physician, [or]   … 4.   Has engaged in 

repeated acts of negligence, malpractice or incompetence[.]

 
ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Board that Dr. 

Lehman’s license to practice osteopathic medicine in the state of Oklahoma is 

subject to the following terms and conditions:

1. The Board Orders that Respondent shall complete within six (6) months, at 

his expense, an assessment for physician competency in a program 

approved in advance by the Board Staff.  Programs such as the Center for 

Personalized Education for Physicians (CPEP), KSTAR (Knowledge, Skills, 

Training, Assessment and Research), or Physician Assessment and 

Clinical Education Program (PACE) would be appropriate for this 

evaluation.

2. Dr. Lehman shall sign any and all authorizations necessary to release the 

findings of the evaluation directly to the Board.

3. Following receipt of the requested documentation and information, Dr. 

Lehman shall appear before the Board at the next scheduled meeting. 

4. This Order is not a final determination of this Board and is therefore not 

appealable as a final order. 
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5. The Board has not reached any final determination, and any violation of this 

Order may result in further discipline of Dr. Lehman’s license to practice 

osteopathic medicine in the State of Oklahoma.

This Order is a public record and therefore subject to the Oklahoma Open Records 

Act.  Further, this Order may be reportable to the National Practitioner Data Bank 

(“NPDB”) pursuant to federal law, including but not limited to, 45 CFR Part 60.  

 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND EFFECTIVE this 12th day of DECEMBER 2024.

 

            
      ______________________________   

     Chelsey Gilbertson, D.O.    
Board President
State Board of Osteopathic Examiners
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IN AND BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF OSTEOPATHIC EXAMINERS
STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

 
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, ex rel. 
OKLAHOMA STATE BOARD OF 
OSTEOPATHIC EXAMINERS, 

Petitioner, 
 
v. 
 
BRADLEY CROSS, D.O.  
Osteopathic Medicine License No. 
6387,  

Respondent. 

)
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
 
Case No. OSBOE-2023-153

ORDER MODIFYING BOARD ORDER DATED MARCH 26, 2024

This matter comes on for consideration before the Oklahoma State Board of 

Osteopathic Examiners (“Board”) at a special meeting of the Board on December 12, 

2024.  Bradley Cross, D.O. (“Dr. Cross”), appeared in person at the hearing on this date.  

He was not represented by legal counsel. 

This Order is issued pursuant to the Oklahoma Osteopathic Medicine Act, 59 O.S. 

§ 620 et. seq. and the Oklahoma Administrative Procedures Act, 75 O.S. § 250 et. seq.

Dr. Cross requests modification of his Board Order dated March 26, 2024.  

Specifically, Dr. Cross requests Paragraph 2.s. of the Order portion of the March 26, 2024

Board Order be modified, which currently provides Dr. Cross “will not supervise allied 

health professionals, physician assistants, or advanced nurse practitioners, that require 

surveillance of a licensed medical practitioner”.  Dr. Cross requests that this paragraph 

be modified to allow him to supervise mid-level practitioners in accordance with already 

established Osteopathic Physician regulations in the state of Oklahoma found in the 

Oklahoma Administrative Code (“OAC”) 510:10-4-1 et.seq.  

The Board Herby Orders, Paragraph 2.s. of the March 26, 2024 Board Order 

shall hereby be modified to reflect: 

2.s. Respondent will be allowed to supervise a maximum of four (4) mid-level
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practitioners in accordance with established regulations for Osteopathic Physician 

supervision located in the OAC 510:10-4-1 et.seq.   

All other provisions of the March 26, 2024 Order shall remain in effect.  

This Order is a public record and therefore subject to the Oklahoma Open Records 

Act. 

This Order constitutes final action by the Board on the date it was announced.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND EFFECTIVE this 12th day of DECEMBER 2024.

      ______________________________   
     Chelsey Gilbertson, D.O.    

      Board President 
     State Board of Osteopathic Examiners 
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IN AND BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF OSTEOPATHIC EXAMINERS
STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

 
IN THE MATTER OF JODI WILEY, 
D.O., 
Osteopathic Medical License No. 
7654

)
) 
) 

MID-LEVEL EXCEPTION 
REQUEST 

ORDER DENYING ADDITIONAL SUPERVISION 

This matter comes on for consideration before the Oklahoma State Board of 

Osteopathic Examiners (“Board”) at a special meeting of the Board on December 12, 

2024.  Jodi Wiley, D.O. (“Dr. Wiley”), appeared in person at the hearing on this date.  She 

was not represented by legal counsel.  

This Order is issued pursuant to the Oklahoma Osteopathic Medicine Act, 59 O.S. 

§ 620 et. seq. and the Oklahoma Administrative Procedures Act, 75 O.S. § 250 et. seq.

Dr. Wiley currently supervises six (6) independent mid-level practitioners and 

requests the Board allow supervision on one (1) additional mid-level practitioner.  Dr. 

Wiley requests the additional supervision of a mid-level practitioner in accordance with 

Oklahoma Administrative Code (“OAC”) 510:10-4-3.   

After reviewing Dr. Wiley’s exception request and hearing testimony from Dr. 

Wiley, the Board enters this Order Denying Additional Supervision (“Order”). 

This Order is a public record and therefore subject to the Oklahoma Open Records 

Act.  

This Order constitutes final action by the Board on the date it was announced. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND EFFECTIVE this 12th day of DECEMBER 2024. 

            
      ______________________________   

     Chelsey Gilbertson, D.O.    
      Board President 

     State Board of Osteopathic Examiners 
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