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IN AND BEFORE THE OKLAHOMA STATE BOARD 
OF MEDICAL LICENSURE AND SUPERVISION F I L E D 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 
EX REL. THE OKLAHOMA BOARD 
OF MEDICAL LICENSURE 
AND SUPERVISION, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

JOHN E. MCALISTER, M.D., 
LICENSE NO. 7769" 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 

FINAL ORDER OF SUSPENSION 

MAR 16 2000 

OKLAHOMA STATE BOARD OF 
MEDICAL LICENSURE & SUPERVISION 

Case No. 99-ll-2149 

This cause came on for hearing before the Oklahoma State Board of Medical Licensure 
and Supervision (the "Board") on March 9, 2000, at the office of the Board, 5104 R Francis, 
Suite C, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, pursuant to notice given as required by law and the rules of 
the Board. 

Elizabeth A. Scott, Assistant Attorney General, appeared for the plaintiff and defendant 
appeared in person and through counsel, Stan Ward. 

The Board en bane after hearing arguments of counsel, reviewing the exhibits admitted 
and the sworn testimony of witnesses, and being fully advised in the premises, found that there is 
clear and convincing evidence to support the following Findings ofFact, Conclusions of Law and 
Orders: 

Findings of Fact 

1" The Board is a duly authorized agency of the State of Oklahoma empowered to 
license and oversee the activities of physicians and surgeons in the State of Oklahoma pursuant to 
59 Okla. Stat. §480 et seq. 

2. The Board has jurisdiction over this matter, and notice has been given in all 
respects in accordance with law and the rules of the Board. 

3 . Defendant, John E. McAlister, M.D., holds Oklahoma license no. 7769. 
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4. Defendant has admitted that from Aprill999 through December 1999, he 
requested nude photographs from approximately 500 of his female patients and employees of 
Norman Regional Hospital where Defendant was employed. Defendant actually received nude 
photographs from eight (8) of his patients, and admitted that he was waiting on photographs from 
three (3) additional patients. 

5. Defendant is guilty ofunprofessional conduct in that he: 

A. Engaged in dishonorable or immoral conduct which is likely 
to deceive, defraud or harm the public in violation of 59 
O.S. § 509 (9) and OAC 435:10-7-4 (11). 

B. Engaged in physical conduct with a patient which is sexual 
in nature, or in any verbal behavior which is seductive or 
sexually demeaning to a patient in violation of 59 O.S. §509 
(18). 

C. Committed an act of sexual abuse, misconduct or 
exploitation related or unrelated to the licensee's practice of 
medicine and surgery in violation ofOAC 435:10-7-4 (23). 

D . Abused the physician's position of trust by coercion, 
manipulation or fraudulent representation in the doctor
patient relationship in violation ofOAC 435:10-7-4(44). 

Conclusions of Law 

1. The Board has jurisdiction and authority over the Defendant and 
subject matter herein pursuant to the Oklahoma Allopathic Medical and Surgical Licensure and 
Supervision Act (the "Act") and its applicable regulations. The Board is authorized to enforce 
the Act as necessary to protect the public health, safety and welfare. 

2. Defendant is guilty of unprofessional conduct in that he: 

A. Engaged in dishonorable or immoral conduct which is likely 
to deceive, defraud or harm the public in violation of 59 
O.S. § 509 (9) and OAC 435:10-7-4 (11). 

B. Engaged in physical conduct with a patient which is sexual 
in nature, or in any verbal behavior which is seductive or 
sexually demeaning to a patient in violation of 59 O.S. §509 
(18) . 
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C . Committed an act of sexual abuse, misconduct or 
exploitation related or unrelated to the licensee's practice of 
medicine and surgery in violation ofOAC 435:10-7-4 (23). 

D. Abused the physician's position of trust by coercion, 
manipulation or fraudulent representation in the doctor
patient relationship in violation ofOAC 435:10-7-4(44). 

3. The Board further found that the Defendant's license should be suspended based 
upon any or all ofthe violations of the unprofessional conduct provisions of 59 O.S. §509 (9) and 
(18), and OAC Title 435:10-7-4(11), (23) and (44). 

Order 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED by the Oklahoma State Board of Medical Licensure and 
Supervision as follows: 

1. The license of Defendant, John E. McAlister, M.D., Oklahoma license no. 7769, is 
hereby SUSPENDED as of the date of this hearing, March 9, 2000 for a minimum of six (6) 
months . 

2. Defendant is additionally required to complete an evaluation with 
the Colorado Personalized Physician Evaluation Program. 

3. Promptly upon receipt of an invoice, Defendant shall pay all costs of this action 
authorized by law, including without limitation, legal fees and costs, investigation costs, staff time, 
salary and travel expenses, witness fees and attorney's fees. 

4. Defendant's suspended license shall not be reinstated unless Defendant has 
reimbursed the Board for taxed costs or worked out a repayment plan satisfactory to the Board. 

Dated this Ji_ day of March, 2000. 

----- ~ 
alt, .D., Secret~ 

Oklahoma State oar ofMedical 
Licensure and Supervision 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certifY that on the .1.b_ day of March, 2000, I mailed, via first class mail, postage 
prepaid, a true and correct copy of this Order to Stan Ward, 629 24th Avenue SW, Norman, OK 
73069. 

aoo,ryqk 0 VN/V14) 
Jane Owens 
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IN AND BEFORE THE OKLAHOMA STATE BOARD 
OF MEDICAL LICENSURE AND SUPERVISION 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA FILED 
STATE OF OKLAHOMA ) 

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

DEC 17 1999 
EX REL. THE OKLAHOMA BOARD 
OF MEDICAL LICENSURE OKLAHOMA STATE BOARD OF 

MEDICAL LICENSURE & SUPERVISION AND SUPERVISION, 

Plaintiff 

v. Case No. 99-12-2149 

JOHN E. MCALISTER, M.D., 
LICENSE NO. 7769, 

Defendant. 

COMPLAINT 

COMES NOW the plaintiff, the State of Oklahoma ex rei. the Oklahoma State Board of 
Medical Licensure and Supervision (the "Board"), by and through its attorney, Elizabeth A. 
Scott, Assistant Attorney General, and for its Complaint against the Defendant, John E. 
McAlister, M.D., Oklahoma license no. 7769, alleges and states as follows: 

I. The Board is a duly authorized agency of the State of Oklahoma empowered to 
license and oversee the activities of physicians and surgeons in the State of Oklahoma pursuant 
to 59 Okla. Stat. §480 et seq. 

2. Defendant, John E. McAlister, M.D., holds Oklahoma license no. 7769. 

3. Defendant has admitted that from April 1999 through December 1999, he 
requested nude photographs from approximately 500 of his female patients and employees of 
Norman Regional Hospital where Defendant was employed. Defendant actually received nude 
photographs from nine (9) of his patients, and admits that he is currently waiting on photographs 
from three (3) additional patients. 

4. Defendant is guilty of unprofessional conduct in that he: 

A. Engaged in dishonorable or immoral conduct which is 
likely to deceive, defraud or harm the public in violation of 
59 O.S. § 509 (9) and OAC 435:10-7-4 (II) . 
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B . Engaged in physical conduct with a patient which is sexual 
in nature, or in any verbal behavior which is seductive or 
sexually demeaning to a patient in violation of 59 O.S. 
§509 (18). 

C. Committed an act of sexual abuse, misconduct or 
exploitation related or unrelated to the licensee's practice of 
medicine and surgery in violation of OAC 435:10-7-4 (23). 

D. Engaged in practice or other behavior that demonstrates an 
incapacity or incompetence to practice medicine or surgery 
in violation of OAC 435: 10-7-4(18). 

E. Abused the physician's position of trust by coercion, 
manipulation or fraudulent representation in the doctor
patient relationship in violation of OAC 435: 10-7-4(44). 

F. Engaged in predatory sexual behavior in violation of OAC 
435:10-7-4(45). 

Conclusion 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff requests that the Board conduct a hearing, and upon proof of the 
allegations contained herein, impose such disciplinary action as authorized by law, up to and 
including the revocation or suspension of the Defendant's license to practice as a physician and 
surgeon in the State of Oklahoma, the assessment of costs and fees incurred in this action, and 
any other appropriate action with respect to Defendant's license to practice as a physician and 
surgeon in the State of Oklahoma. 

Dated this ~day of December, 1999 at <l.Jo ..J:-,m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ssistant Attorney General 
State of Oklahoma 
5104 N. Francis, Suite C 
Oklahoma City, OK 73118 

Attorney for the Slate of Oklahoma ex rel. 
Oklahoma State Board of Medical 
Licensure and Supervision 
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