
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

William G. Pappas, D.D.S.
Secretary- Treasurer

Tony Guillen, D.D.S.
President

6010 S. Rainbow Boulevard, Building A, Suite 1 . Las Vegas, Nevada 89118. (702) 486-7044 . (800) DDS-EXAM. Fax (702) 486-7046

October 24, 2007

Lorne J Maikiewich, Director
Legislative Counsel Bureau
401 S. Carson Street
Carson City, NV 89701-9800

Dear Director of the Legislative Counsel:

Pursuant to Nevada Revised Statute (NRS) 622.100, enclosed is our disciplinary report for
the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. This report is for the quarter ending
October 20, 2007. I have listed the disciplinary action against the following licensees
below. Enclosed for your convenience are copies of the stipulation agreements/decisions.

License # Name Disciolinarv Date

07/26/2007

08/17/2007
08/17/2007

Thien Truong, DDS
William Dickerson, DDS
Anthony LaMancusa, DMD

53-119
0880
3359

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me at (702)

486-7044, ext. 23.

. - - - ... - _\'<::::)~'-""'._~..'~'"L -
Debra Shaffer I Deputy Executive Director
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

Cc: John A. Hunt, Esq., Board Legal Counsel
Department of Health & Human Services
File
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1 STATE OF NEVADA

2 BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

3

4 NEVADA STATE BOARD
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, ).

5 CASE NO.: 07- 1445
Complainant,

6 STIPULATION)
VS,

7
THIEN D. TRUONG, D.D.S, )

)8
Respondent.

9

10
IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between THIEN D. TRUONG,

11
DD.S. (Hereinafter "Respondent"), by and through his counsel, JOHN R. BAll..EY, ESQ., of the

12
law finn of BAILEY MERRlLL~ and THE NEV ADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

13
(hereinafter "Board") by and through Disciplinary Screening Officer, RICK B. THIRIOT, D.D.S.,

14
and through its counsel JOHN A. HUNT. ESQ., of the law firm of WINNE~ HUNT & CARSON,

15
p .C., as follows:

16
On October 10,2006, Leonardo Carlos Bordador. D.D.S. filed an application for a

17
specialty license for orthodontia pursuant to NRS 631.255 Prior to the Board considering Dr,

18
Bordador's application, anonymous infonnation was received indicating Dr. Bordador had been

19
practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada without a license.

20
On or about June 2006, Respondent, a dentist licensed to practice dentistry in the2.

21
State of Nevada, and Dr. Bordador purchased the dental practice of Mark Jesse Saylor, D.D.S., also

22
a dentist licensed to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada.

23
3 On June 7, 2006, Respondent, a dentist licensed to practice dentistry in the State of

24
Nevada, and Dr. Bordador filed with the Nevada Secretary of State documentation to establish BNT

25
Orthodontics, limited Liability Company (hereinafter "BNT Orthodontics"). The purpose ofBNT

26
Orthodontics was to provide orthodontic and dental treatments to the citizens of the State of Nevada.

27

~28



4 Since June 2006, pursuant to the operating agreement set forth in the BNT

2 Orthodontics, Respondent and Dr. Bordador have on more than three (3) occasions rendered dental

3 treatments to the citizens of the State of Nevada,

4 s. On or about January 1 S, 2007, the Board was contacted by an anonymous patient who

5 made inquiry as to whether or not Dr. Bordador was licensed in the State of Nevada. The patient was

6 infonned Dr. Bordador was nQt licensed in the State of Nevada. Thereafter, Board Counsel, John

7 A. Hunt, Esq., and the Board's Deputy Executive Director, Debra Shaffer, each separately contacted

8 Respondent and Dr. Bordador by telephone to infonn them that Dr. Bordador was practicing

9 dentistry in the State of Nevada without a license and Respondent was guilty of aiding and abetting

10 Dr. Bordador in the illegal practice dentistry in the State of Nevada pursuant to NRS 631.395 (9),

11 (10) & (11) and NRS 631.3465(3)

12 6. On January 19,2007, the Board's Counsel received correspondence from Dennis L.

13 Kennedy, Esq. on behalf of the Respondent and Mr. Bordador agreeing to the following:

14 "Dear Mr. Hunt

15 This letter will confinn my representation to you in our conversation this
afternoon regarding Drs. Truong and Bordador.

16
Dr. Bordador has withdrawn his application by letter to Dr. William Pappas.
A copy of the letter is attached.17

18 2 Pending final resolution of the issues arising from the acts and relationships
of Drs. Bordador and Truong:

19
a. Dr. Bordador shall not be present on the premises of the practice -

1350 South Decatur Boulevard, or any other location. He may go
there after business hours to retrieve personal belongings.

20

21
b, The practice shall be conducted solely by Dr. Truong, and Dr.

Bordador's name shall be removed from the door. No reference shall
be made to Dr. Bordador in any communication. If an inquiry is
made regarding Dr. Bordador, the response shall be that he is no
longer affiliated with the practice.

22

23

24
Dr. Truong shall, with reasonable s~ed, cause the practice of
disassociate itself from Dr. Bordador, Including business, licensing
and financial matters.

c,
25

26
We will be in touch with you next week to begin work toward final
resolution of this matter on behalf of both doctors.

3
27

~~.?-
roT
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1 Thank you for your assistance."

2 7. On February 7, 2007, the Board notified Respondent the Board had authorized an

3 investigation to detennine whether Respondent had violated either NRS 631.3465 (2) and (3) and/or

4 NRS 631.395,

5 8 Respondent and his attorney have been made aware that NRS 631.3465 states

6

7 The following acts, among others, constitute unprofessional conduct:

8 2 Associating with or lending his name to any person engaged in the illegal
practice of dentistry or associating with any person, fimt or corporation
holding himself or itself out in any manner contrary to the provisions of this
chapter.

9

10
3 Associating with or being employed by a person not licensed pursuant to this

chapter if that person exercises control over the services offered by the
dentist, owns all or part of the dentist's practice or receives or shares the fees
received by the dentist. The provisions of this subsection do not apply to a
dentist who associates with or is employed by a person who owns or controls
a dental practice pursuant to NRS 631.385.

11

12

13

14
Further, NRS 631.395 states:

15
.. A person is guilty of the illegal practice of dentistry or dental
hygiene who:16

7
9. Except as otherwise provided in NRS 629.091, practices
dentistry or dental hygiene in this state without a license;18

19 10. Except as otherwise provided in NRS 631.385, owns or controls a dental
practice, shares in the fees received by a dentist or controls or attempts to control the
services offered by a dentist if the person is not himself licensed pursuant to this
chapter;

20

21
11 Aids or abets another in violating any of the provisions of this chapter

22
9 A Stipulation was presented to the Board, pursuant to Agenda Item 3(aX5), at

23
a properly noticed meeting on June 21, 2007, after consideration, the Stipulation was rejected.

24
Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening10.

25
Officer, RickB. rhiriot, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence

26
as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497,498 (1986),

27
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1 and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P .2d 1339 (1994), see also ~

2 233B.135(3Xe) & NRS 631.350(1), but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial evidence

3 Respondent violated NRS 631.3465(2)(3) and NRS 631.395(11) when Respondent became a

4 member of a limited liability company, commonly known as BNT Orthodontics, LtC, to conduct

5 dentistry in the State ofNevadaknowing Respondent's fifty percent (50%) partner, Leonardo Carlos

6 Bordador, D.D.S was not licensed to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada

7 1 Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in

8 State. Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606,608,729 P .2d 497,498 (1986); and see Minton

9 v. Board afMedical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060,881 P .2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS 233B.135(3 X e)

10 & NRS 631.350( 1), Respondent admits that by becoming a member in the limited liability company

11 commonly known as BNT Orthodontics, LLC to conduct dentistry in the State of Nevada, wherein

12 member, Leonardo Carlos Bordador, D.D.S. was not licensed to practice dentistry in the State of

13 Nevada, he violated ofNRS 631.3465(2)(3) and NRS 631.395(11). In consideration for entering into

14 this Stipulation, the Board waives any right to seek any penalties contained in NRS 631.400 for any

15 alleged conduct up until the adoption of this Stipulation by the Board

16 12. Based upon the admission contained in paragraph 11, the parties have agreed to

17 resolve the pending disciplinary action pursuant to the following terms and conditions:

18
Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1)(d)(h),Respondent shall be placed on probation
for a minimum period of two (2) years. Respondent further agrees the period
of probation shall continue in the event Respondent can not complete the
community service set forth in paragraph 12(e) within two (2) years of the
adoption of this Stipulation. Upon completion of the community service
pursuant to the terms and conditions set forth in paragraph 12( e) and serving
a minimum of two (2) years probation, the Executive Director without any
further action of the Board Shall report Respondent's license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada as being in good standing. During the
probationary period, Respondent shall allow either the Executive Director of
the Board and/or the agent appointed by the Executive Director of the Board
to inspect Respondent's records without notice during nonna! business hours
to insure compliance of this Sripulation. In the event the Executive Director
receives substantial evidence Respondent has violated either NRS
631.3465(2) or NRS 631.3465(3) or NRS 631.395(11), Respondent agrees
his license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall automatically be
suspended without any further action of the Board other than the issuance of
an Order by the Executive Director. Respondent agrees to waive any right to

~

a.
19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

"1"
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1 seek injunctive relief form any Federal or State of Nevada District Court to
prevent the automatic suspension of Respondent's license to practice
dentistry in the State of nevada Due to Respondent violations of paragraph
12(a). Thereafter Respondent may petition the Board to reinstate his license
to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada. Respondent shall also be
responsible for any costs or attorney's fees incurred in the event the Board
has to seek injunctive relief to prevent Respondent from practicing dentistry
during the period Respondent's license is automatically suspended. In the
event Respondent does not actively practice dentistry in the State of Nevada,
the probationary period shall be tolled for the period of inactive practice.

2

3

4

5

6
b. Respondent agrees to reimburse the Board for costs of the investigation and

to monitor this Stipulation in the amount of Five Thousand ($5,000.00)
Dollars consisting of four (4) payments in the amount of One Thousand Two
Hundred Fifty ($1,250.00) Dollars over a period of one (1) year. The first
payment shall be deposited with the Board upon execution of this Stipulation.
If the Board does not adopt this Stipulation the amount of One Thousand
Two Hundred Fifty ($1,250.00) Dollars will be returned in full to
Respondent. The remaining three (3) payments shall be due to the Board on
November 1, 2007, March 1, 2008, and June 1, 2008. All checks shall be
made payable to the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners and mailed to
the Board office with a post-marked date no later than the first of the month
when each payment is due. This amount shall not be reported to the National
Practitioners Data Bank.

7

8

9

10

1

12

13
Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1)(c), Respondent shall pay a fine to the Board in
the amount of Five Thousand ($5,000.00) Dollars consisting of four (4)
payments in the amount of One Thousand Two Hundred Fifty ($1,250.00)
Dollars over a period of one (I) year. The first payment shall be deposited
with the Board upon execution of this Stipulation. If the Board does not
adopt this Stipulation the amount of One Thousand Two Hundred Fifty
($1,250.00) Dollars will be returned in full to Respondent. The remaining
three (3) payments shall be due to the Board on November 1,2007, March I,
2008, and June 1,2008. All checks shall be made payable to the Nevada State
Board of Dental Examiners and mailed to the Board office with a post-
marked date no later than the first of the month when each payment is due.
This amount shall not be reported to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

c,
14

IS

16

17

18

19

20 d. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1)(j), Respondent shall retake the jurisprudence test
as required by NRS 631.240(2) on the contents and interpretation ofNRS 631
and the regulations of the Board. Respondent shall have ninety (90) days,
commencing upon adoption of this Stipulation, to complete the re-
examination. The jurisprudence examination is administered on the first
Monday of each month at 10:00 a.m. and 2:00 p.m. at the Board's office.
Respondent shall contact the Board to schedule a time to submit to the re-
examination. In the event Respondent fails to successfully complete the re-
examination within ninety (90) days of adoption of this Stipulation,
Respondent agrees his license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada
shall be automatically suspended without any further action of the Board
other than issuance of an order by the Executive Director. Upon successful
completion of the re-examination, Respondent's license to practice dentistry
in the State of Nevada will be automatically reinstated, assuming all other
provisions of this Stipulation are in compliance. Respondent agrees to waive

~

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

?-?28
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any right to seek injunctive relief from any Federal or State of Nevada
District Court to prevent the automatic suspension of Respondent's license
to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada due to Respondent's failure to
comply with Paragraph 12( d). Respondent shall also be responsible for any
costs or attorney's fees incurred in the event the Board seeks injunctive relief
to prevent Respondent from practicing dentistry during the period
Respondent's license is automatically suspended.

2

3

4

5 Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1)(i), Respondent agrees to complete ten (10)
orthodontic cases for underprivileged teenagers who have sought treatment
at the Huntridge Teen Clinic. The ten (10) orthodontic cases will be assigned
by the Executive Director based upon a list of underprivileged teenagers
submitted by the Huntridge Teen Clinic to the Executive Director. If an
assigned patient either voluntarily terminates treatment prior to completion
or an assigned patient fails to seek treatment for a period of one hundred and
twenty (120) days, Respondent shall notify the Executive Director in writing
of either event and thereafter the Executive Director shall immediately assign
a substitute patient to Respondent. However the Executive Director shall not
substitute a patient subsequent to the two (2) year anniversary of adoption of
this stipulation. Subject to circumstances beyond Respond's control, the
community service must be completed within three (3) years of the date of
the adoption of this Stipulation by the Board. In the event Respondent does
not complete the ten(IO) orthodontic cases within three (3) years of adoption
of this Stipulation, Respondent may request in writing from the Executive
Director an extension of time to complete the ten (10) orthodontic cases
within sixty (60) days of the three year anniversary of the adoption of this
Stipulation. The Executive Director, shall grant such a request unless the
Executive Director issues a written findings that Respondent is acting in bad
faith. Further if such a fmdings are issued Respondent shall be entitled to a
hearing within thirty (30) days of the issuance of such findings to determine
whether Respondent is acting in bad faith which would justify the Board
issuing an order suspending Respondent's license to practice dentistry in
Nevada. Respondent agrees the period of probation shall continue until all
ten (10) orthodontic cases are completed. Respondent further agrees during
the probationary period commencing six (6) months after adoption of this
Stipulation and every six (6) months thereafter until such time as Respondent
completes ten (10) orthodontic cases, Respondent shall submit a written
report to the Executive Director which contains the following information:

e.

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20
Name, address and telephone number of each person
receiving treatment;21

Date treatment began and anticipated completion date22 u

Last time the patient was treated23 111

24 In the event Respondent fails to submit any of the six (6) month reports.
Respondent agrees his license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada
shall automatically be suspended without any further action of the Board
other than the issuance of an Order by the Executive Director. Respondent
agrees to waive any right to seek injunctive relief from any Federal or State
of Nevada District Court to prevent the automatic suspension of
Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada due to

--:fn-

25

26

27

~28
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1 Respondent's failure to comply with Paragraph 12( e). Respondent shall also
be responsible for any costs or attorney's fees incurred in the event the Board
seeks injunctive relief to prevent Respondent from practicing dentistry during
the period Respondent's license is automatically suspended.

2

3
f. Respondent agrees as a condition precedent prior to the Board considering

adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent shall submit written proof to the
Executive Director that Respondent has disassociated himself from Dr.
Leonardo Carlos Bordador and that Dr. Leonardo Carlos Bordador no longer
has any interest in the entity known as the BNT Orthodontics, a Limited
Liability Company.

4

5

6

7
Respondent agrees to provide the Board with a list of all patients and
insurance companies who gave compensation to Respondent for the
treatments rendered by Dr. Bordador from June, 2006 to January 19,2007.

g.
8

9
h. Respondent agrees to reimburse those patients and insurance companies who

in writing request reimbursement for treatment rendered by Dr. Bordador from
June 2006 to January 19, 2007. However, Respondent is entitled to reach
whatever alternative agreements with patients and insurance companies for
treatment rendered by Dr. Bordador from June, 2006 to January 19,2007.

10

1

12
In the event Respondent fails to deliver any of the payments required
pursuant to Paragraph 12(b), or 12(c) Respondent agrees his license to
practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall automatically be suspended
without any further action of the Board other than issuance of an order by the
Executive Director. Failure to deliver payment would include any checks
returned for insufficient funds. Respondent agrees to the payment of twenty-
five dollars ($25.00) for each day Respondent fails to deliver any of the
payments required by Paragraph(s} 12(b}, or 12(c). Respondent may cure
any default regarding the payments set forth in Paragraph 12(b), or 12( c), by
delivering to the Board's Executive Director the total amount in default, plus
the twenty-five dollar ($25.00) per day assessment. Upon receipt of payment
in full of any amount in default, plus the twenty-five dollar ($25.00) per day
assessment, the Executive Director shall without any further action of the
Board reinstated Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the State of
Nevada, assuming there are no other violations of any of the provisions
contained in this Stipulation. Respondent agrees to waive any right to seek
injunctive relief from either the Nevada Federal District Court or the Nevada
State District Court to reinstate his license prior to curing any default on the
amounts due and owing. Respondent shall also be responsible for any costs
or attorney's fees incurred in the event the Board has to seek injunctive relief
to prevent Respondent from practicing dentistry during the period

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23
In the event Respondent fails to cure any default in payment within forty-five
(45) days of the default, Respondent agrees the amount may be reduced to
judgment.

J
24

25
k Respondent waives any right to have the amounts owed pursuant Paragraphs

12(b), or 12(c), discharged in bankruptcy.26

27

7.'7- -4-28
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1 Stipulation and, in the event this Stipulation is construed by a court of law or equity, such court shall

2 not construe this Stipulation or any provision hereof against either party as the drafter of the

3 Stipulation. The parties hereby acknowledge that both parties have contributed substantially and

4 materially to the preparation of this Stipulation. The parties acknowledge and agree that this

5 Stipulation is the joint effort of each of the parties and that in the event of any dispute regarding the

6 construction of any terms herein, it shall not be construed strictly in favor or against either party.

7 23 Respondent specifically acknowledges by his signature herein and his initials at the

8 bottom of each page of this Stipulation, he has read and understands its terms and acknowledges that

9 he has signed and initialed of his own free will and without undue influence, coercion, duress, or

10 intimidation.

11 24 Respondent acknowledges in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation, this

12 StipuJation may be considered in any future Board proceeding{s) or judicial review, whether such

13 judicial review is prefonned by either the State or Federal District Court(s)

14 25 This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting. It is understood

15 and stipulated the Board is free to accept or reject the Stipulation and, if the Stipulation is rejected

16 by the Board, further disciplinary action may be implemented. This Stipulation will only become

17 effective when the Board has approved the same in an open meeting. Should the Board adopt this

18 Stipulation, such adoption shall be considered a fmal disposition of a contested case and will become

19 a public record and shall be reported to the National Practitioners Data Bank

DATED this ~ day Of_~~~~\--- -' 2007.20

21
~ -" .~- -- .~. /"" - ' J/

THim D. TRUONG, D.D:S~;-
Respondent

22

23

24

25

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
this ~- day of - .j~)_. 2007.

~. "".\r. ~" -r" r ~ -N6i~~B~t\ \. fv.J!1~::26

27

~7-"" -
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1 APPROVED 4S TO FORMf&

2 A
t.

J
lORN A,;fl{UNT, ESQUIRE
\&:in~unt & Carson, P .C,
Board Counsel

4
RICK B. THIR:J.6T, D.D.S.
Disciplinary Screening Officer/Infonnal
Hearing Officer

5

6

7

APPROVED AS TO FORM & CONTENT
8

9

10

11

12
The foregoing Stipulation was approved/disapproved by a vote of the Nevada State Board

13.
of Dental Examiners at a properly noticed meeting.

14

15

16

17

18

19

20 S:\Eileen.H\wpS I\DENTAL\TRUONG- THIEN\Stipulation Final-o2. wpd

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

7,'7.
..

roT ~28
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APPROVED AS TO FORM & CONTENT

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

\
TONY GU
President



WINNER HUNT CARSON- - . .. .
~OO2

FRCI1 : Kent M. John-=--. DDS FAX t-IJ. : A.lg. 15 ~ 09: ~ P1

1 grATE OF NEVADA.

2 BEFORE THI'. BOARD OJ' DENTAL EX~ERS OB Nl,V.ADA

3

4 NBV ADA STATB BOARD
OP DFNrAL PJCAMINERs.

5 CASBNO.: 07-1413
Comp1a~nt,

6 imJUTION
VI.

7
WILLIAM DICKBR.SON D.D.S.

8
R.espondmt..9

10 rr JS ~~Y 5'i'ii'uUTm AND AGREED by mid. t...,~ wn..LIAM

11

12

DICKBRSON. D.D.S. (herei1laft8'4-Resp~"). by and through hia co11DScl ofrecom. ROBERT

P. DICKERSON. B8Q.. 81Id"fHB "NEVADA STATB BOARD OF DENTAL Hx:A:MJNBRS

1"

14

IS

~~ -B08I'di. by and t1n'OuahDiseipl inm:y ~--.iJJg Oftlcut BRADLEY S. ROBERTS,

D.D . S. J and the Board~ s ~ JOHN A. RtJNr t BSQ., of the Jaw film ofW ~ HUNT &:.

CARSON~ P .C. as follows:

16 1. On S~cmba:o 14, 2005, the Board notified p-p~dent of a 'Vedfied complaiDt

&;~vec! froln Ms. L8mm1 MacA.rthlJI'. On December: .9. 2005. Responda1t fi]cd an answer to ~17

18 comp1ai:l1t.

19 2. On Dct'Gnber 12. 2005, the Board DOdtied ~~t of a veri6ed complaint

~ B.:.n CEata 1~~ DDS. On Imm.y 9. 2006, Respondent t11cd an ~ w the20

21 complafDt.

22 3. On June 12. 200~. the Board no'bfied Respondent of a ~fied oomp1aiJJ! rcceivcd

ftoom. Robert Brug1er, DDS. On Junc 20. 2006, RespoDdslt:filed an 8DSW« to 'Olc comp.-fnt.

4. On May 11. 2007. the Board notified ~Ddart of a v~ comp)ahJt received

ttt.n RobCl1a BIOWerB;t D.D.S.. On Jtme 12, 2007. R.espoDdaDt fi1cd. an mswu to 'the ~~

23

2.4

2S

26

27
.."~2-WGD 5;~i~_-RPD
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ilOO3

FRa1 : Kent M. J"o~SQ"1 DOO FAX t-IJ . : ~9. 15 2m7 09: 44A1 P3

1 S. In addifion to the MacArthur, 1.~ Brualu, aDd Blowers ~!,Ja!nts ~~ccd

liD palaarapbs I, 2. 3. 8I)d 4 ~ediatc!y above, this Stipulation also is Intendcd to I-.olve all iS8UIe&

'~ by earli« vCI:ified ~l8intI the Board has reocived ti'Om Chm~ HiD. Mi"l~ BJi8S. and

~CO8caI '81't. each of which RcspoDdslt filed an ~

I 6. Based ~ 1he Hmited investigation cond1~ 1n ~ Disciplinary SQ'eelliog

0fB0G:~ Bradley S. Roberts, DoD.S.. app]yiDa the anm1n1~yg burden of proof of substantial

!~ 88 s«furd1 m~ E1IIP. Security 1'. Huron HotBu,l02 Nev. 606, 608, 729P .2d497, 498
I
(1986); anJaeeMi1ltonv..BOa1Id ofM~Ml~ inen. 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (19941 ~

[also NRS 233 B .13 5('3 Xc) &. NRS 6313 SO(l). but D:Jt mr any ofhIs: pu!po8e,. :t1IMI8 ~ is. ~! ~ "':m~aI.

evideIJC4 tbatRespoDd SIt's recotd ~iDgragardiD g patieDIs LamcnMac. ArfJIDr, :t>r. ~ J--.

aDd Dr. ~ B1owIet8 was below tba .mnd8rd of care In vinlRhnn ofNRS 631.3485(4) and NAC
I

2

3

4

s
6

7

8

.9

10

11

12

~ ~

13

14

;

~

15

16'

17

11

1.9

20

21

22

23

2.4

2S

26'

21

.28
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i631.230(0).

1. App1yina the IIttmjDi &tratiYe b1nden of PlOOf ofsubstanti a1 GVi~ - .. forth in
I .
StlJte, EI,tp. Securit)/v. mltDnHot6l8.102Nev. 606. 601. 729 P.2d497. 498 (1.986); t}II/lu.A6Hton

L.:BoardofU~~-!;Z/ExDWJbaer8.110Nev.l060. 881 P.2d 1339(19.94h~a1soNRS233B.13S(3)(c)
&: NRS 631.350(1). and while Respondent respectfully disagrees with the Disdp1~ry S_~

lomcer's fiM~ngs - out in ~h 6 of this S1ipu!Jdion. for 1he pmpose of settHng this matt«.

,a.poDdSlt ~ IW:Jt contest Disciplinary ~iDa Ofti~ Bladiey S. RDbQ1S. D.D.S.~s M~
[

,th&t the !ecoId keeping reaardina P8tieIIt8 I~ Maco.ArdBD:. Dr. CIaig JaDSSOD. aIKI Dr. Roberta

~wa8 wu belowibe 8taDd8ldofC8rem~~OfI.ofNRS 6313485(4) 8D4NAC 631.23O(e).

8. ~ 'UpoIl the lim-~ fnvqt;~~ co~ to de. ~]iDarY ~D8
I

Io.moer# BI'edIey S. RD~ D.D.S.. applying the AdmiDi-n81i~ ~ of 1XOQf of S11.~

~~ as set forth inState, Emp. SeCZlriry Y. Hilton Hotsl6) 102 Nev. 606, 60s. 729 P.2d. 497. 498

~1986); aIrd,," MbItt:RI". BOa1'd of.M.dlca1.Er.mn~. 110 Nev. 1060# 881 P.2d 1339 (1994). ~

; also NkS 23 3 B.13 ~)( 0) &:: NRS S 1.3 50(1). bat Dot b my other ~ :f1IMIs 1here is ~~l

~~ 1IJat R.e8po~~s &iled to ~ the Bod iI1 ~ 'by CeLtlfted mail wi:drln thirty (30)
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1 !days of1ho filina and service of the civil oomplaint ofRobcrta BloweIS, D.D.S. in'rio1ation ofNAC

[631.155(5).2

3 !, 9. App~ the ~4mmistlative ~ ofx-oor of sub stantial evid~ as set forth in

State, Emp. Security v. Hilron HoteLf, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P .2d 497 , 498 (1986); alki sse MIntcm

IV. Boal"dofMedicaIErtZ1Jdners.l10Ne\'. 1060.881 P.2d 1339(1994).~aIsoNRS233B.13S(3Xe)

1& NP.S 631.350(1). Respo1JdeDt ~~ ~ faiJed to IX1Iff1 the Bomd In WIitina by cerdfied mBl1

I-m thirty (30) days of the fillna and service of'd18 ci"\'il complaint of Roberta Blowas. D D. S. in

,vioJ~~ ofNAC 631.155(5).
I

4

s
6

7

8

9 I 10. Based UPOD. fhe timited investigation con~ to date, DIsgiplinmy S«~.ing
I
0fIi~, BJ'8dIey S. Roberts. D.D.s., applying the -.d1TtiDi~~ad~ bardeo. of p:oof of sobstaDtial

leyidence -- ad: forth inS1m.- Emp. SsCJlrityv- HIlton Hot8i.r, 1 ()2 Nev. 606. 608. 729 P.2d 497. 4.98

II

09~; 1lIvl-. J6WoPI Y. BOaI'd ()fMedical ~'" 110 Nev. 1060,881 P.2d 1339 (1994), ~I ¥vI

~ NRS 23 3 B .13 S(3X c ) &; NR.S 631.350(1). but not h 8IIY' oda PDIPO8Oa finds ~ is ~1i8l
.
evidence ~ R~~ iDCC,iJ.d:i -1iW«M die ~tm;S on his ~ i~. i:egardina: his

obn ~OJ:. :for child support in vio1a1ian ofNRS 631.225.
I
I 11..Applying the m.~iD;stmtive bxden ofpQOf ofSDbstan1i a1 ev:~'"Xi as - fmth in

State, Emp. S«urity v. HUron HotBl.r, 102 Nev. 606. 6087 729 P.2d 497. 498 (1986),' aIwl see MInton
i
'",. BO47'd ofMedlcalEI:aMbre.r. 110Nev. 1060. 881 P.2d 1339(1994),~alsoNRS233B-13S(3)(c)
I
&; NRS 631.3 SO( 1 ).Resp 0IdeI1t admits he iDO<m'ectl y aDSwwed th8~ JeStinns on his ~ l'eDeW8ls

~ioa: his Ob1i~OD8 f« ~ ~m vioJaticm ofNRS 6.11.225.

10

11

12

13

14

IS

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

2S

26

27

28

r
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!e'Y1d~~ as set foxfh in State, ;&lip- Securit)I v. Hilton Hot81a~ 102 Nov. 606~ 60s. 729 P .2d 497 ~ 498

I

1<1986); aIJd 8H Mintorr v. Boa1'd ofM.JJca1&amin en. 110 Nev. 1060.881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see

/also NRS 23 3B.13 S(3X e) "NRS 631350(1), ~ ~ b 819 ~ purpose. fiDds ~ issubstBDti a1

Ic'ridenoo thatReepODd =t white OJJ. a reItired st8tns for ihe period of July 1, 1998 tbm June 30, 1999

Itm.~~~h 81. ODO occasion pmcticed d£IItiatry in the ~ ofNe\'ada m 'Vio~ NRS 631395(9).

/ ~~E -- '~i~~-
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1

.2

.1

4

s

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

11

19

20

'I 13. Applying ~ Mm~strative burdal of proof of sabstati21 evi~ as set forth in

$tats..»If1J. &eu1"ityv. BI1tonHo~, 102 Nev. 606, 60~ 729 P .2d497, 4.98 (1.986),. aIId "', Mmton
Iv. Board ofMsdical~.Y, 110Nev. 1060,881 P.2d 133.9 (1~. ~ 81so NRS 233B.13S(3Xe)

1& NRS 631.350(1), RcspoDdesltl'especcfuJ ly M-~ witbDiscipIi naty SaoceDi:ng Officer, Bradley

Is. Robuts, D.D.S.'. -AMiD8. In regatd to 1his ~ issue. R~@!!t pointB out the foDowing:

IWbalRespan dentfiUed out. sMCOInp1eted.his StatcmentofUceaso ~ ('the "1998 St.t~

fox tbc period beginning ou. July 1, 1998 and JUDe 30. 1999, bc BOcurateIy oomp1dM the 1998

/Statcmeot, ~everyrcp..~~on set forth on the 1998 go.-~-!leni;W8S 1 00Y0 ~ aJ.¥1.xm:-~ After

icompleting the 1998 ~UIi8n~ it was seat to Respond mt9 s 8a:Oun1aJIt. ~e Bloch. CPA. 10 ~

it\1e check m be ~ to ~ BoaId with the 1998 S~..tema:It At ~ tiD1c. Mr. B1odI. pI~~ed BIKi

lissued all busin~ cheob forRapond - 88 he caDtInDes to do today. Mr. Blooh h8s OODfirmed in

fa swom affidavit ~~ftt~ to the BOatd tbst. he ~1.t!a~1y look at b doUar ~ ~ the fAr rlgbt

lside of the 1998 S'I:JIt~~t , sad thus prep ared un iaurd a check in the a1IJO1m.t ofS2S madc payable

to the Board Upon receipt of RespoMeaa;-s 1998 sw:~ aDd d1e $25 ~~~ the Rdwnm~.o;-u;ati~

Jofficc of 1be Board registered Respondent as boina in "~ stams. Theleafter the Board SC3lt

!R.espc~ a "pocht card" which in. part that stales: "T.u. III cntih .. ftliar G.1)IckG ~

!D.D.8. & enlilktl fD practice 4S a ~ Deatist - Respondent also recoeni~ and ~'WledgCJS

the po'*et card a1so iDc1ud'8 a ioR:q~ 1hat p-~~g. I .it-~ Nllm_~ 830 is StBtus 3.

IR~~t 1'eBI~illy points out to the rlgb1 of 14~: 3", in very smaU print. hin diCaie8. ..~
~ - This ~ ~~ card also ~ dI8t it 'was "V.Il;I6I'tI... J... .J41999." At

no time was it R.~~t' 8 deahoe or ~ to be in a t'etired st21us dnring '!he ~ of time

Oegift"~ on 1uly 1~ 1991 and 11mO 30~ 1999. ~~~ R.esJM]Ddent had an ~ deoxal pr8cfJt%

IWith which be .t\illy ~,ted to Ct:'~YnJe ~ he completed his 1998 SW~Y- for such K--~

!Period. In fact. as e\'i f!~~ of this fBct. Respondmt C«ti:fied and express 1y noted that he had at least

112 hours of (!~:1I,";"";~g Mr1~~ ~ b ibe previoos year (L~ 'B-espol¥b1t had 48 ~ of

r.lorrY1iaulli8 ed1'~~~ ~t as U8ted on his 1.998 Stri~). Similarly. dmiDI 'd1e time period now

21

22

23

24

2.S

26

27 ~ ~2S

~

Pago4of 10

N.S.8.D.~.
AUG J 4 2llJ7

,-



/24/,2UU"' 11:38 ~~ 70Z 471 0110
WINNER BUNT CARSON

IaIOO8

FRO1 : Kent M. J'o.-.,SQ"1 DIG F~ tII1. : A..tg. 15 ~ 0'3: 46A'1 PS

1

2

3

4

s
6

1

in qUe8tion (LeO? July 1, 19.98 throughJ~ 30.1999). R.aspondellt ~_I'i'1liiJed to nleethis ObIigatiOD

k o'bt8iDiDg at least 12 ~~ri~ ~QD credits in ord=:oto keep his dCIJml JiCa1se active. In fact.

EdudDg that padod of timo (i.e.. .July 1, 1998 ~ Ju. 30, 1999)~ Respoudeot obtaiDed. 42 hours

~"It"...ing cd1~~~~, as O«1i:fiad to by R.espondent attbe time he ~~!~ his ~~~

o~ R8!e'Wa1 for the ~~ IyfulJowiD g year (i.e.. h 1JM:. time period 'between .July 1. 1999

~&h June 3 0 ~ 2000) in J~ 1999. It was at or aOOut 'Chat 'time 1batRespond cut first ]earned that

1he ~ COD~ 1dm to be in "ReIifed" stB1ns dttting tbepre vious year because the BO8rd had
I

8

9

10

11

12

13

,

14

IS

16

17

18

19

20

'only ~ thc $25 check with B_~b!t"s 1.998 S~. It is RespODd81t's 1mdas~

aDd ~ that 1he milt8kenOJpldin 8 his1lQellsi DB: st8IDS WM ~~~ ~ 8IId 1hc BO8d

r(:cC;}'ted a $275 check fromR~sp ~ ~ «n' alxnIt.June 22. 1999 to rectify the mistab 8IJd ooIrect

R~CDt. s Ji~ staD18 :6'QIU ".Retired" to "Active- ~ ~ the relevant. period of time

t:Jd.ween1u1y 1~ 1.998 ~v-ugbJtme30. 199.9. Tht.. based on his .:2:'~ i~tion.s wifh theBO8ldin

~1me 1.999. it was ~-"~~~'81DMicrst8Dding aDd beliefthst wi1h the Board'. 8CcefIi8DCc of~

addi1ioDal $215 acdve status .-.mnat fee 1endefed by :F~mIt on or about JUDe 22. 1999.

R.espond~t' s li~-g' status W8S ~~ 'Q) coD.firm that he wa in active status for the period
,

i~ July 1, 1998 fJmJugh J~ 30, 1999. Base on ~ clx~~~ R~aIt~ JJ1y
i
submits that he did not knowingly .oowil1:fu1iy vio1atc NRS 631.395(9).

I 14. Based ~ ~ IhDifM ~gatim! ~~ to date. d1e ~~ of~{~

!&z~ O~. 'A'rAA1ey RDberts. D.D.S.. and the ~-~ contained in pal'agrapba 7. 9. and
11 the.P8"rties have ~ to ~ the ~ di~l~'Y &c1iOD PIBSU81t 10 the fbDowiDg.tams

aDd conditioos:

22 a.

73

2A

2S

26

27

_.f~~~~-WOD ~~~~~-
:RPD

23
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1 b. PorsU8Dt ti> NRS 631.3 SO(k}. in addition to completing the required ~!ffi.uing
ed1~0l1. ResPODdm1 sb8n obtain a to1al of eight (8) additional hom1 in
~1~~ttl ean~~on. '11Jc ~ (8) houzs ofaupplem eo:ta1 ~~ must
'be1'eceivediurecard~~..!J.I:. All ~~1 ~~mnstbecomp1~
wi1bin I3x (6) mOD2hs of thCapprov a1 of tbeS ~ou by the BO8Id. The

m~! ~~ on m1B: be sabmit1ed in ~ to 'd1c~ ye DhoectO1'
~ Board for ~V8l "" 'tbD Bxecutivo ~ and ~1iDarY
SQ~0ftiCCI'~~Rot)erts.DD.S.,~1oiitt-_~~ Upon~of a wri1teI1 ~ to 8ttaJd suppla:lalfal i,..~~~ 1be ~~~ Dh-~
of 1ha Boad Iha11 ~ R~«Jt ~ ~ wbetbm the req.uested
8OP!'1~1 ~~QI!. is appro Wd. for attcdance, which sochBppro val will
1XJt bo ~~'-".v witbbe1cl 1ftbe Iup!'~~! ~~ ~ is not
appriY'i~ by 6le :Bxecutive Dh'ect« and Di_~~ ~?~~ Officer.
~ Ro~ DD.s.. P_~aIt shall be JMJUfied in wdtiDi of tbc
specific ~ foX' $IlpplelD8Dfal ~~O!!. program not being approved.- AU
costsas sociaW with this ~~~ ~on shall be ~ b)'Rtspo 1xIent.
In the evCDtRasp ~ fa1Ts tocompl de all oftbe: SupP1~e.:da1 educa~nD
widD sa: (6) morIIhs. R§ mdent AB1'ec8 his liCeI1se 10 pactice 1WIti- ~ in
the State of 'Novada 811al1 automatically be SluspeDded without any ftIrlher
8ctiCX1 of the Board obi' than ~ ~ of an. Orda- by the BxeclDive
Dhector. Upon S1~1.ft~8 written poof of ~l~on of the 8UP!'1~1
~ ~ - ~ ~ Reap. ~ ~. Ii ~ to ~ deDjistly in the Sa.Ie of Nevada
will be a1!t~ca1ly ~~ ~dant agrees 10 waive Gy ri8bt to seek
~~ rclid'ftom any Federal« ~ ofNev8daDistrict Court 10 prevent
1hc m~~s~ 0!1 ofll_~a:1tt8Iioense to ~-~ ~fat!Y in the
~ ofNcv.ta due toReapon dmt :fBi1UIe to UJmp}j 'Irith P8Z8eJeh 13(b).
R~eD.t shall 8180 be~si bIe for IDY costs or. ~ s feei iDCurrecl
in the evczIt 1bc Bocd has 10 SeetiDj ~ reJief to ~R.espoJMJ art from
!n'.acti~ delJtist1y d11riI1g'd1e pc:iod Respondent~s license is ~~ca1ly
S1~~

2

3

4

s
6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16
o. PtD:OSu8nt to NRS 631.350(1)(1). in lieu of pmYidlng ~-!!¥ s«vice

~~ ~ 10 coDtiibiJtC 1he sum of Fifty.I'f¥JOsaDd ($50,000.00)
Do1iam to d1e .. Art of a Smile - One Day Prog.m;;i(adm iDiS1aed through ~
~ Day Program by the Nevada DaDB1 "" ~~~ in Las V cps, NevBda.
The Fifty 1bouS8Dd. ($SOsOOO.OO) Dollar paymeat sb&U bo made i.u two
~ The fimt ~ of~-Fiw 'l'houund. ($25,000.00) Dollar5
~ be made withfn-~ (39) da'YS of ado IJtion of"this StipuJation. Thc
~= I- 8IMi .6J8l ~ of ~Fivc1~ sand ($25,000.00) DoIIms
shan be made on cr betbre fie one (I) ~ 8Ixni coc_~~.7 dale of ~8dopti on
of1bia 8~~on.R~ CD:tsbaU dCI{;i;to ~ Boerdcheab madcpayable
to the "Art of a Smile - Onc Day Program" on ~ bdme rt!quired I:HYD1cDt
dates.

17

18

19

20

21

22

23 4.

~
25

26

27

28 s,~Q-RPD
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1 0.

2

3

4 f.

PmO5-\18nt to NRS 63 1.350(1), Re~ ~ to re:imbursc Dr. J~~ in
thc amount of Seven ~ (f7 .000.00) Dollars wid1iD 1hirty (30) days of
adoption of 1bi8 S~~on. ~d8Jt IhaU deliver to tho Board a chd in
the BmOUDt ofSeYw:o ~ ($7 ~oo().OO) ~ made~1o Dr. Cmig
J@DSSCD. Such reimbU1'$8l!\~ is fur the r~~ affom (4) ~~ tceIh.

In tbe e'YeI1t ~:CSIMBMJ«1t:ftlUa to dc1ive: 8I1Y of1he~ neads tequirc4pur sumt
to Paragraphs (4(0)3 or 14{d). or 14(c). Respond=~ ~ his 1iDa)se to
~ deImstty in 'Ole ~ ofNeviKra sbaI1..~-'I'IB~ScaUY be ~dcd
wit1¥Jut 81Y ~ 8Ction of 1bc BC8d other 1halJ. isSd8Dce of 811 ortJa: ~ b
Executive Director. FailUI'O to_de1i~~ ent would ~. any ~
retumed b msaffif:!!~ 1iJDds. ~oDdeDt agrees to h ~ of~-
five dntlRS ($25.00) for C*:h dai R&:8JKJOdeut fails to ~ &lIlY of 'die
~ca1ts ~Jhed byP.-a4fapbs 14( c ) ~ or 14( d), or 14( e ). R.e8oo!1~ may

s
6

7

8
or 14{~).

9

10 ofpa.,~infu11 of~;~~-~~- -
($13.00) per day~ 8eISmCIlt, the BxecuUve ~ sba11 without any t\Jrtber
~ of 'the ~ IeiDstaIed ~~~ ~ 8 ]icease to pdoccbti8 tty in the

State of Nevada.. ~~ the are DO odJao viola:tioas of 8DY" of the

provi~ ~ in 'd1i8Stip ~ R~ ~ ~ to waive any right
b) see«: hJjunmve relief ftom either the N eVttda P cdeta1 District Court « 1he
.N eY8da StIItc Distad Court ao rdmtate her ~ ~., curing any default
on the amoUDis due aDd owing. Il~ODdeut sbaI1 also be 1eSPODS:!"b!~ tot any
costs ~ ~ ~ s fees ~~ In 'dtc: ~ ~ Board has to seek ~~
=er to preVelit 1l ~deI)t ft'Om pxactiaiDgdeati .stry during 'd1e period
Respondd s license is .mm ~ ~SU3pc Dded.

11

12

13

14

IS
&-16

17

18

19

20

21

2.2.

23

24

25

26

27

~ ~~~~-RPD
28
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1 h. R~a1t ~ should the ~ :find tmt ~ndetJt - St:Jb!~ to
this Stipn~~ either failed toproperi Y report bfs child ~ ob]igations
~D8!It to NRS 631.225' or RespoDdent ~ &ilcd topiCip edy ~ the
fi]iDg aDd le1vloc of a ~ comp1aiDt ~-!mt 10 NAC-631.1SS(S); Of
p~~ = has ~~ da:distl'yin tbe SiBle ofNevada on cid1CI' an iD8dive
or tetiJed ~~~ RespoDdslt ~ such vio1a!i~ sh8]1 be deemed wiUful
~ to NRS 63 '(.3485(1).

i. In the event ~JMJeIJt fai:J8 'k) QIL'C 8DY default m paymelJt. within~-fi'ge
(45) days of ~ de&ult, R.espoDde~ agrees t1le 8DM)UDt may be reduCed to
~mt.

R.esp:G~ waives -.Jy d&bt 10 have 1he amounts ~ ~Para ~
14( C). at 14( d). or 14( e) di-scb atogcd m bankruptcy. .

CO~~
ReapoDdellt has reed all oftbcpIOVisions ~m 1hisStipuJ ationand agIee8 with

2

3

4

s
6

7 j.
8

9
15.

10
!1heD1 in their ~y.

11
16. R.espondeqt is aW8re that, by 8II1adDg into this Stipu1ati.c-.. - is ~~ c$.ain

~1e due ~~ J:i&ht:s with:lapect tn 'die specificmvesti aatlODS re~ - this Stipnl~~

find};lding those lights COIIta~ , but JK:7t lim~ to. NRS 631. NAC 631, NRS 233B and NAC

12

13

14
Z33B.

IS

16

17
18. Respondent 8Dd the BOaId ag1'ec ~ sa...~ and/0J' docum~~ made or

11

19
f-sldered by the BoaM dmiDe fmY ~1y Do1fcc opm meeting to determine wbetheI' to ~ Or

,~ this Stipa1a1ion are priviIeguci iettlan8l1t 1.egotiati~ and th61.-efvle ~ ~ ~ or
20

21

22

I~-+-~~ 'DJB;y J)tJt be ~ m. ay subleqUSJt Board :heIDiDg or jodjcja1 ~ t ~ or DOt
I
~~l review is sought in either the State or Pederal District Court(s).

19. R~daIt ba'W revie\Wd 1his ~~D with his .tt"~, ~ P. I>ic~-=-':I,
23

24
I&~ 'wi¥> has e:kp1ah1ed each and e'\'ezyJWOvision contaiJJCd in this Stipulation. to the ~ndCDt.

I 20. Respondeat anowJedp - is '--~~"iDg to fJIb S1;i~IMJ~ 'VO1uafad1y~ without

foeAdOD or d1U'ess and in the exercise of'dtcir own:ftec will
25

26"

27

-~~~~- ~~-B.PD
28
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1 21. Respondell.t ackDowJaiges IK) otb«prom ises in rerm..cc to the I#.OviIiODS co:rItaiDed

2

3

[in thisStip ulation have been made by any ~ empl~ COUDSel or 8n1' pawn ~ ~ with the

~evada S1ate Board of DenIal ~~~§.

4 I 22. RespoDdOltt acknowledges ~ ptovisioos in this Stip11ation coDtahl 'dJe eI1tire

!~~=t ~~ Resp~ 8Xi b Bomi -.1 ~ puvisi~ of this Stipulation can 0Dly be
,, ~..1fl- -.d. in ~ with Board approval

1 23 . Respondent 8IIee5 in 1tJt; ~ tbeBOBld adopts"dIiB Stipulation be:; ~~ ~
I ~ an lights m seek judicial review 10 cM 11 ~ ge or oontest 1be validity of the plQvisions I7,a ~ ~
I

5

6

7

g

9 111 "the S~on.
,

24.10

11

12

13

14

1S

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

2S

26

-.1~~~--woo
27

~~.Q.-
:RPD28
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Respcmdel!t am the BOBId agrcc that ~ af'thc part!CB &ban be desned 1be. ~atter

lot tills stipulation. In the evsIt this StipJIstiOD is -xmstllJeC1 by a court of Jaw or equity. ~ court

~ DOt 00mIn1e 1bi.s ~--1ati~ or any provision hereof against auy party at the di-~~ of the

~laiiOD. The P81'ti.es ~y ~wIedge that all padjes haw con1rfbubi ~~ aI1d

Imata:iallyto thep epaJation of1hjs StipnTatfOO-

25. It_~ent specifica11y acknowledges by his ..I~ bcxein and his iDitia1s at the
I .
: bottom of each pap of this StipoJati... he has Ie8d and1Jl1d crst&Dds its tams. andackoo 'W1Mgr::s that
I
be has ~-2!loo aI1d initialed of bi3 own me will. and wttho'at uxadue ~. coercion. ~. or

rntiJt1id:~n. Respondent acknow1edges in 'd1C cvCDt the Board adopts tbW 8tipa~~ 1biB

IStipu~on r»8.Y be ~~~ in cy ~ ~ ~ocecdiDg(s) CX' judicJa11e\1iew. wheIiw such

judicial rcviow 1$.-. ~ by dlha: ~ S1ate or Federal ~ Comt(s.).
r

27. This Sti~mon will bccoDSi dered by the Board in au. 0peD.~ d12g. It is undermod

~~ 8tipuJated the Board is ftee to ~ or ~ the Stipulaticm. aDd, if 1t. StiPU181loo. is 1ejectr;d
,

:by ~ Board, 'the Boatd au be eI1tIt1ec1 to ~-_dl.IIM with 113 invatiglltinn ~'CI1CCd in this

,StipuIati~ -.J, if~Board deems~ ate. futtbb:~ iDSIy~iagu.-rbe Jmpl~
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1"

STATE OF NEVADA
2

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAl\1INERS OF NEVADA
3

4
NEVADA STATE BOARD
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, .).5 Case No. 07~t434

6 Complainant,
~

THIRD STIPULATION
7 vs

~
8 ANTHONY LAMANCUSA, D.M.D.

9 Respondent.
)10

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between ANTHO~ '")T

J2 LAMANCUSA, D.M.D. (hereinafter "Respondent"),by and through his attorney, HENRY!

13 H. RAWLINGS, JR., ESQ., of the law fIrm of LEWIS & ASSOCIATES, LLC and "fIfE

14 . I
Nl-:VADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hcrclnafterthe "Board") by and;

15 through Disciplinar)' Screening Officer, J. Stephen Sill. D. M. D., and Board's counseJ,

16 JOHNA. HUNT, ESQ., of the law firm of WINNER HUNT & CARSON, P.C. as

follows:1

18

19 1 On January 15, 2005, the Board adopted a Stipulation wherein Respondent

20 admitted to unknowingly aiding and abetting a person not licensed to practice dental

.21 hygiene in the State of Nevada, due to the fraud of Kelly Stein and Respondent's lack 01~

22 due diligence, thereby allowing Kelly Stein, a non-licensed dental hygienist, to practice

23 dental hygiene in Respondent's presence in vio]ation ofNR~63 346(3). See Exhibit

24 "]".

25

26 2. On August 26, 2005, at a properly noticed meeting. Respondent entered into

27 a Second Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. See Exhibit "1".

N.S.B.D.E.
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J

2 3. On November 17, 2006, Kathleen J. Kelly. Executive Director of the Board
I

3 issued an Order of Suspension to Respondent (See Exhibit "3") stating she had received

4 substantial evidence of the following:

5 a. Respondent on more than one occasion issued prescriptions for more
than 12 units of a controlled substance for a patient in violation of
Paragraph 6(a)(I) of the Second Stipulation adopted by the Board on
August 26, 2005.

6

7
b.

8
Respondent failed to submit the list of prescriptions issued by
Respondent on the first day of each month with the required details of
infonnation pursuant to Paragraph 6(3)(1) of the Second Stipulation
adopted by the Board on August 26, .':':005.9

10 c. Respondent was aware that nitrous oxide-oxygen was 'present where
he practiced dentistry in violation of Paragraph 6( a)( Vi) of the Second
Stipulation adopted by the Board on August 26, 2005.1

12 d As a result of the violations cited above Executive Director Kelly
issued the following orders:

13
i. Respondent's license was suspended effective immediately.

14
11, Respondent had to surrender his prescription License No.

BL4558586 with United State~ Department of Justice, DEA
for a period of three (3) years cl1ective on the date of the Order
of Suspension.

15

16

.., Ill. Respondent had to surrender his prescription License No.
BL4558586 with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy for a
period of three (3) years effective on the date of the Order of
SuspensIon.

18

19

20 4. On November 28, 2006, the Board received a formal request and petition

21 requesting a formal hearing before the Board to reinstate Respondent's privilege to

22 practice dentistry in the State of Nevada.

11

24

25

5. On January 20, 2007, a properly noticed heariilg to consider Respondent's

petition to reinstate his license to practice dentistry was held. Based upon that hearing,

"26 Finding~ of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Decision were entered by the Board (See

27' Exhibit "4"). Respondent having reviewed the Findings of Fact. Conclusions of Law and

. N.S.B.l).c". ~-_.d£- 8 2007
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Decision7 with the advice of his counse4 hereby accepts same and waives any right to seek

2 judicial review of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of ,aw and Decision

3

4 6 In light of Respondent's acceptance of the 'indings of Fact, Conclusions of

s Law and Decision entered by the Board, (Exhibit "4"), the parties hereby agree to this

6 Third Stipulation based upon the following terms and conditions:

7 A.

8

9

10

11

Respondent agrees pursuant to NRS 631.350(d) and (h), he shall be
placed on probation for a period of fivc (5) years upon adoption of the
Third Stipulation. Upon adoption thi~ l1tird Stipulation shall
supercede the tenlls and conditions of the Stipufation date August 26,
2005. The tenlls and conditions of the probation shall be reportable to
the National Practitioners Data Bank. ~n the event Responcfent does
not actively practice dentisny in the Slate of Nevada tfie probationary
period shall be tolled for the period on inactive practice.
Respondent's practice shall be supervi~cd and monitored pursuant to
the following tem1S and conditions eJ1'cclive upon adoption of this
Stipulation by the Board:12

13

14

IS

16

7

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

During the five (5) year probation/supervisory period. j

Respondent shall allow either the Executive Director of the
Board and/or agent{s) appointed by the Board's Executive
Director to inspect Respondent's records to ensure compliance
with this Stipulation. Such inspections shall be perfonned.
witho~t notice~ d.uring Donnal hu~iness ~ours. I?uring the I
probatIonary ~enod Respondcnt IS pennltted to Issue I

prescriptions for non-narcotic controlled substances pursuant I

to the tenns set forth belo\v. During the probationary period
Re$pondent is prohibited from i~sumg any prescriptions for
Class lIt Class IIN, Class III, Class InN, Class IV, or Class V
controlled substances. In the event a patient of Respondent I
requires a prescription for a Cla."s n, Class 1IN, Class III, Cla..~s '

IIIN, Class IV t or Class V controlled substancet Respondent is
authorized to have a dentist licensed in Nevada to issue such a
prescription. The prescribin~ dentist must physically examine
the patient. The examinationt prescription, and quantity must
be entered into the patient's record by the prescribing dentist in
his/her O\vD hand\\Titing. Respondent is responsible for
making sure these entries are In the patient's records.
Respondent is prohibited from receiving any pre-signed
prescription(s) from a dentist who is issuing a prescription on
behalf of any of Respondent's patient(s). All prescriptions
issued by Res~ndent during If: ~ probationary period for non-
narcotic controlled substances must be in Respondent's
handwriting and must have an orisina! signature of
Respondent. Res~ndent must mamtain a copy of any
prescriptions issued by Respondent for non-narcotic contr~lled
substances. Such copIes shall be attached to reports submitted
on the flfSt day on each month. DUring the probationary

21

28
L~-
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1

2

3

4

s
6

7

8

9

10

12

period Respondent is prohibited from placing telephone
prescriptions for non-narcotic controlled substances. All
prescriptions issued by a dentist on behalf of Respondent
during the probationaf)' period tor Class ll, Class fIN, Class
III, Class IIIN, Class TV, or Class V controlled substances
must be in that dentist's own handwriting and must have an
original signature of that dentist. Respondent must maintain a
copy of any prescriptions issued by a dentist on Respondent's
behaIffor Class II, Class fIN, Class III, Class IIIN, Class IV,
or Class V controlled substances. Such copies shall be
attached to reports submitted on the fIrst day on each month.
Durin~ the probation?ry period any dentist who issues a
prescnption to any of Respondent s patient(s) is prohibited
from placing telephone prescriptions for Class II, Class lIN,
Class ill, Class illN, Class rv, or Class V controlled
substances. On the first day ot'each month during the
probation period Respondent shall prepare a report listing the
prescriptions issued by either the Respondent or any dentist
was has issued a prescription on Respondent's behalf.
Attllched to the repf)rt shall bc:l.Dpies of any prescriptions
issued by either the Respondent or any dentIst was has issued
a prescnption on Respondent's behalf. The report shall
include the following infonnation and shall be submitted to the
Executive Director of the Board:

13

(b~
~C)
Cd)
(e)

14

15

patient's name;
aate of issuance;
name of dentist who issued prescription;
units and amount of controlled substance issued: andreason for issuing the controlled substance. '

16
ii.

7

18

19

20

In the event the Board's Executive Director has substantial
evidence to believe Respondent has failed to comply with any
of the provisions contained in Paragraph 6(A)(i) the Executive
Director, without further hearing or action by the Board, shall
issue an Order of Revocation of Respondent's license to
practice dentistry in the State ofNcvooa. After a period of one
{I).years from the date of the Order of Revocation,
Respondent may petition the Board to reinstate Resfondent's
revoked license. During the pendency of the one ( ) year
minimum revocation period Respondent waives any right to
seek judicial review to reinstate fiis privilege to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada pending a final Board hearing
to deternline whether to reinstate Respondent's revoked
license.

21

22

23

24 Ill.

25

26

27

28
~&-
AL

Upon adoption of this ~ird Stipulation.by ~e Board,
Respondent shall physically surrender his License No.
BL4558586 with the United States Department of Justice,
D.E.A. to prescribe Class II, C~a~s IIN~ Class III, Class l1IN,
Class IV, and Class V for a period of five (5) years. In the
event the Board's Executivc Director has substantial evidence
to believe Respondent has either failed to physically surrender
his DEA License or has prescribed any Class II, Class IIN,

N.~.b.l).C. .
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2

3

4

5

6

7

8

Class III, Class lIIN. Class IV, or Class V controlled
substances, the Executive Dire~tor, without further hearing or
action by the Boar~ shall issue an Order of Revocation of
Respondent's license to prnctice dentistry in the State of
Nevada. After a !,eriod oCone (1) year from the date of the
Order of Revocation.. Respondent may petition the Board to
reinstate Respondent's revoked license. During the pendency
of the one (1) year minimum revocation period Respondent
waives any rIght to seek judicial review to reinstate his
privilege to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada pending a
final Board hearing to detennine whether to reinstate
Respondent's revoked license. Assuming no violations of
Paragraph 6(A)(iii). at the conclusion of the five (5) year
probationary period Respondcnt may apply to the United
States Department of Justice, D.E.A. to have his License
No.BL4558586 reinstated. The Board will notify the DEA of
the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Decision
(Exhibit "4") which have been entered by the Board.

9

10
iv

11

12

13

14

15

]6

17

18

19

20

21

22

Upon adoption of this Third Stipulation by the Board,
Respondent shall physically sllrrender his License No.
BL4558586 with the \vith tile N~vada State Board ofPhannacYIto prescribed Class II, Class IIN, Class III, Class IIIN, Class .

IV ~ and Class V for a period of five (5) years. In the event the
Board's Executive Director ha.~ substantial evidence to believc
Res~ndent has either failed to physically surrender his i
Nevada State Board of Phannacy License or has prescribed i
Class II, Class IIN, Clas~ 111. Class IIIN, Class IV, or Class V \

controlled substance. the f-:xccutive Director without further,
hearing or action by the Board. shall issue an Order of !
Revocation ofRes~ndcnt's license to practice dentistry in the
State of Nevada. After a pcrit)ll of one (1) year from the date
of the Order of Revocation. Respondent may petition the
Board to reiristate Respl)ndcnt's revoked license. During the
pendency of the one (1) year minimum revocation period
Respondent ,vaives any right to seek judicial review to
reinstate his }?rivilege to practice d,:ntistry in the .State of
Nevada pending a final Board heanng to detennme whether to
reinstate Respondent's revoked license. Assuming no
violations of Paragraph 6(A)(iv) at the conclusion of the five
(5) year probationary period Respondent may apply to the
Nevada State Board ofPhannacy to have his LIcense
No.BL4558586 reinstated. The Board will notify the Nevada
State Board ofPhannacy of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law and Decision (Exhibit "4") which have been entered
by the Board.

23

24

During the five (5) year probationa:ry period commencing upon
the .{adoption of this Third Stipulation, all chart .entries on
patIents seen or treated by Respondent must be m
R~s:pondent's ow.n h~d .writing8;Dd must contain at a
mInImum the followmg mfonnation:

25 v.

26

27

28
--~~- ilL

lllIR
'~.V"-
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1 1.

2
3

4

5.

2

3

4.
6.

5

Date of the treatment;
A diagnosis for every treatment performed;
A description of the treatnient performed;
Amount, concentration and types of medications given;
Each prescription must be in triplicate an indicate the
number of units and concentration of the drug
pre~cribed;
For emergency or problem focused evaluations,
Respondent must provideastatem.ent in the pat!ent's
words of the problem, an observatIon of the patIent's
condition, a diagnosis, and a statement of the proposed
treatment.

6

1

8

9

10

12

13

In the event the Board's Executive Director has substantial
evidence to believe Respondent has failed to comply with any
of the provisions contained in Paragraph 6(A)(v), the
Executive Director, without further hearing or action by the
Board, shall issue an Order of Revocation of Respondent's
license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada. After a
period of one (1) year from the date of the Order of .
Revocation, Respondent may pctition the Board to reinstate
Respondent's revoked license. During the pendency of the
one (1) year minimum revocation period Res:pondent waives
any right to seek judiciai review to reinstate hIs privilege to
prac!ice dentistry.in the Statc ofN~vada pending a fina1 Board
hearing to determIne whether to reinstate Respondent's
revoked license.14

15
v

16

7

18

19

20

21

22

23

During the five (5) year probationary period commencing upon
the adoption of this T11ird Stipulation all insurance claims
submitted for treatment by Respondent shall contain an
original signature of Resp<)ndcnt. In the event the Board's
Executive Director has substantial evidence to believe
Respondent has submitted either an insurance claim fOml that
doe.s not contain his original signature the Executive Director,
without further hearing or action by the Board, shall issue an
Order of Revocation of Respondent's license to practice
dentis~ in the State of Nevada. After a period of one (I) year
from the date of the Order of Revocation, Respondent may
peti~ion the Board to reinstate Respondent'.s revoked licen~e.
Dunng the pendency of the one (1) year minImum revocation
period Respondent waives anv rtgllt to seek judicial review to
reinstate his privilege to practIce aentis~ in the State of
Nevada pending a final Board hearing to determine whether to
reinstate Respondent's revoked license.

24
Vll.

25
Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1 )(i), Respondent agrees to perform
One Hundred and Fifty (150) hours of Board aEprovea
community service at a dental public health facIlity. The One
Hundred and Fifty (150) hours of community servIce must be
completed within three (3) years of the Board's adoption of
this Third Stipulation. Respond{~t must receive prior written
approval from the Board's Executive Director before

26

27

28
~~~-'-

AL.
lL!L-
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2

3

4

5

6

7

8

administering the community service. To receive credit for
any of the community service rendered Respondent must have
an individual who is responsible for the community service
facilit\' attest to the amount of time Respondent has rendered
treaunent In the event Respondent failS to complete the One
Hundred and Fifty (150) hours of community service within
three (3) years o(the Board's adoption of this Third
Stipulation the Executive Director shall without any further
actIon of the Board shall issue an Order suspending
Res~ndent's license to practice dentistry in the State of
Nevada. UPQn submitting written proof to the Executive
Director that Respondent has completed the One Hundred and
Fifty (150) hours ofcommwlity service the Executive Director
without any further acti()n of tlie Board shall issue an Order
reinstati~g Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the
State of Nevada. During the period of suspension Respondent
waives any right to seek judicial review to reinstate his
privilege to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada.

0

10
VIII

11
During the probationary period, Respondent agrees to submit
to random sampling of urine, hair and/or bodily fluids for
controlled and/or non-prescribed substances when so ordered
by the Executive Director of tile Board until August 26, 2008
Respo~dent s~ll bc ~espon~jbl~. fC!r all costs incurred for the
analysIs ofunne and/or bodily t~ulds.

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

zo

In the event anv test or analysis of bodily fluids taken
from Respondent. pll~lIant to the terms of this Third
Stipulation, is positive. indicating the presence of
controlled substances (not. pursuant to a valid
prescription), thc l~xeclltive Director, without any
further hearing or action by the Boar~ shall issue an
Order of Revocation of Respondent's license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada. After a period of one
(1) year from the date of the Order of Revocation,
Respondent may petition the Board to reinstate
Respondent's revoked license. During the pendency of
the one (1) year minimum revocation ~riod
Respondent waives allY right to seek judicial review to
reinstate his privilege to practice dentistry in the State
of Nevada pending a fm:aI Board hearing to determine
whether to reins late Respondent's revoKed license.

21

22
(a)

23

24

In the event Respondent fails to submit or
B esent himsel f for random drug testin~, within
24) hours when ordered by the Executive
irector, the Executive Director without any

further hearing or ac~ionby the Board, sh~ll issue
an Order of Revocation of Respondent's lIcense
to practice dentis~ in the State of Nevada. After
a period of one (I) year from the date of ~e.
Order ofRevo~tton,Respondent may petition
the Board to reInstate Respondent's revoked
license. During the pendency of the one (I) year

Page 7 of 13 N~~.~~~~~. Ilk-
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2

3

minimum revocation period Respondent waives
any right to seek judicial review to reinstate his
pnvilege to practice dentistry in the State of
Nevad~ pendin~ :1 final ~oard hearing to
determine whether to remstate Respondent's
revoked license.

4

5 (b)

6

,.

8

9

10

Respondent authorizes r~orts generated by the
urinalysis and/or bodily fluids testing to be
furnished to the Executive Director of the Board.
All report" submitted to the Executive Director
of the Board shall remain confidential.
However, in the event of a violation in the fonn
of a confim1ed, positive test result, all reports
previously submitted to the Executive DIrector
of the Board will be available for use by the
Board, including in connection with any
subsequent discIplinary action of the Board.

1
lx,

12
Respondent agrees to reimburse the Board for costs of the
investigation and to monitor this Stipulation in the amount of
Seventy Five Hundred{$7,,500.00) Dollars pursuant to the
followIng payment schedule:13

14 a, Prior to the ~ldoption of tillS Third Stipulation,
ResRondent shall dcliver the initial sum ofT~enty-fi\',~
($2,500.00) Dollars to the Board upon executlon ofthts
lllird Stipulation. I r the Board does not adopt this
Third Stipulation the Twenty-five ($2,500.00) Dollars
will be returned in rlllt to Respondent.

15

16

11
b. Thereafter, e\:e~' six (6) months on the first for the first

business day of each month, Respondent shall deliver to
the Board's officI: located at 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd.
Bldg. A, Suite ~.. [.,,as Vegas, Nevada, the su~ of twelve
Hundred and FIfty ($1,250.00) Dollars to satisfy the
remaining bal~n~e due. of¥ive Thousand.($5,0~0.OO)
for costs of this InvestIgation and to mOnItor this Third
Stipulation.

18

19

20

2.1

22 Respondent pursuant to NRS 631.350(c) agrees to pay a fine,
reportable to the National Practitioners Data B~ in the
amount of One Thousand($1 ,000.00) Dollars pursuant to the
following payment schedule:

x,

23

24

2S a

26

Prior to the adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent
shall deli,'er the initial sum of Five Hundred
($500.00)Dollars to the Board upon execution of this
Third Stipulation. I f the Board does not adopt this
Third Stipulation the initial Five Hundred ($500.00)
Dollars will be returned in full to Respondent.

'N.S.B.U.t:. if&,.
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1
b. Thereafter, within six (6) months of adoption of this

Third Stipulation, Respondent shall delIver to the
Board's office loC<1ted at 60 I 0 S. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg
A, Suite 1, Las Vegas. Nevada the remaining balance
due of Five Hundred ($500.00) Dollars due on the
agreed fine.

2

3

4

5 Xl

6

.7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

IS

In the event Respondent fails to deliver any of the payments
required pUrsuant to Paragraphs 6(A)(ix) or 6(A)(x},
Respondent agrees his license to practice dentistry in the State
of Nevada shall automatically be suspended without further
action of the Board other than issuance of an Prder by the
Executive Director. Failure to deliver payment would include
any checks returned for insufficient funds. Respondent agrees
to the payment of twenty-five dollars ($25.00) for each day
Respondent tails to deliver any of the payments required by
Paragraphs 6(A}(ix) or 6(A}(x). Respondent may cure any
default regarding the payments set forth in Paragraphs
6(A)(ix) or 6(A}(x), b)' delivering to the Board's Executive
Director the total amount in dcfault, plus the twenty-five dollar
($25.00) per day assessment. Upon receipt of payment in full
of any amount m default. plus tlie twenty-five dollar ($25.00)
per day assessment, the Executive Director shall, without
further action of the Board, reinstated Respondent's license to
practice dentistry in tile State of Nevada, assuming there arc no t
other violations of c.;1Y of the provisions contained in this I

Stipulation. Respoildent agree.s to waive any right to seek i
injunctive reJieffrom ~'it~er the Nevada. Federa~Di.strict CO';l11 i
or the Nevada State DIstrict Court to reInstate hIS license pnor

Ito curing any default on the wnounts due and owing. I16

17 xii, In the event Respondent l'ails to cure any default in payment
within forty-five (45) days of the default, Respondent agrees
the wnount may be redul:ed to judgment.18

19 X 111 Respondent waives any right to have the amounts owed
pur~uant Paragraphs 6(A)(ix) or 6(A)(x) discharged in
bankruptcy.20

21 xiv.

22

23

24

25

Respondent agrees during the probationary period, Respondent
shall have each employer and dentist who issues a controlled
substance on Respondent's behalf acknowledge in writing
receipt of a copy of this 'rhird Stipulation. Acknowledgment
shall consist of each employer ana dentist who issues a
controlled substance on Respondent's behalf signing and
dating a copy of this Third Stipulation which Respondent shall
maintain for inspection by the Board. In the event the Board's
Executive Director has substantial evidence to believe
Respondent has not provided each employer and dentist who
has Issued a controlled substance on behalf of Res'p°ndem the
Executive Director, without further hearing or actIon by the
Board, shall issue an Order of Revocation of Respondent's
license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada. After a

N.S.B.O.t:. .J.~~-
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2

3

period of one (1) year from the date of the Order of
Revocation, Respondent may petition the Board to reinstate
Respondent's revoked license. During the pendency of the
one (1) year minimum revocation period Respondent waives
any right to seek judicial revie,¥ to reinstate his privilege to
practice dentistrY in the State of Nevada pending a final Board
hearing to determine whether to reinstate Respondent's
revoked license.

4

5
xv.

6
Respondent and the Board agree all of the provisions .
contained in this Third Stipulation shall supercede all of the
provisions contained in the Second Stipulation adopted by the
Board on August 26,2005.7

8 CONSENT
9 7. J{espondent has read all of the provisions contained in this Third Stipulation ana

10 agrees with them in their entirety.

II

12 8. Rcspondent is aware by entering into this Third Stipulation he is waiving certain
f

valuable due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 233B13

14 andNAC 233B.

5

16 !9. I{espondent expressly waives any right to challenge the Board for bias in.

deciding whctl1cr or not to adopt this Third Stipulati.ol' in the event this matter was to proceed17

18 to a full Board hearing.

19

20 1O. Respondent and the Board agree any statements and/or documentation made or

21 considered by the Board during any properly notice open meeting to determine whether to

22 adopt or reject this Third Stipulation are privileged settlement negotiations and therefore such

23 statements or documentation may not be used in any subsequent Board hearing or judicial

24 review, whether or judicial review is sought in either the State or Federal District Court(s).

25

26 Ii Respondent has reviewed the Third Stipulation with his attorney, Henry H.

27 Rawlings, Jr., Esquire, who has explained each and evelY provision contained in this Inira

28 /JL
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1 STATE OF NEVADA

2
BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

3

4
NEYADASTATEBOARD
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS,

)5 Case No. 1109-04
6

)
)

Complainant,
7 STIPULATION

YS.
8

)
ANTHONY LaMANCUSA, D.M.D. )

)
Respondent. )

9

10

11

12
IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between ANTHONY

13
LaMANCUSA. D.M.D. (Hereinafter "Respondent"), in proper person, and THE NEVADA ST ATE

14

BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board"), by and through Disciplinary Screening15

16 Officer, J. Stephen Sill, D. M. D. and Board's counsel, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., of the law finn of

17 RALEIGH. HUNT & McGARRY. P.C. as follows

18
1 I, 2004, the Board notified Respondent of its complaint/authorizedOn August

19
investigation regarding whether Respondent was in violation ofNRS 631.346, when he employed

20
Ms. KelIy Ann Stein. On September 1O, 2004, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint with21

the Board22

23 2 Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening

24
Officer, J. Stephen Sill. D.oM. D.. under the administrative standard of proof as set forth in Siale.

2S
Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels. 102 Nev. 606.608.729 P.2d 497,498 (1986);, and see l'tfinton v.

26
Boardof.\.Iedical £t'tlminerJ. 110 Nev. 1060.881 P.2d 1339 (1994), but not for any other purpose.

27

N.S.B.U.C.
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{

finds there is substantial evidence Respondent, aided and abetted a person not licensed to practice

2 dental hygiene in the State of Nevad~ when Respondent allowed Kelly Stein a non-licensed
3

hygienist to practice dental hygiene in Respondent's presence in violation ofNRS 631.346(3).
4

3 Respondent has been made aware that NRS 631.346 states:
5

'The following acts, among others, constitute unprofessional conduct:6

,
8

), Employing, procuring, inducing, aiding or abetting a person not
licensed or registered as a dentist to engage in the practice of
dentistry, but a patient shall not be deemed to be an accomplice,
employer, procurer, inducer, aider or abettor;

9

10

11 4. Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in

12
State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608,729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986);see also NRS

13
233B.135, and see Minton v. BoardofMedica/Examiners,llONev. 1060,881 P.2d 1339 (1994),

14
see also NRS 233B.l}5(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits he unknowingly

IS

aided and abetted a person not licensed to practice dental hygiene in the State of Nevada, due to the16

17 fraud of Kelly Stein and Respondent's lack of due diligence. thereby allowing Kelly Stein a non-

18 licensed dental hygienist to practice dental hygiene in Respondent's presence in violation ofNRS

19
631.346(3).

20
Based upon the admission contained in paragraph four (4), Respondent agrees to the5,

21

following:22

23 Respondent, pursuant to NRS 631.350( 1 )(j), shall retake the jurisprudence
test as set forth in NRS 631.240(2) on the contents and interpretation ofNRS
631 and the regulations of the Board. Respondent will have sixty (60) days
from receipt of the book and test to successfully complete the test. In the
event Respondent fails to successfully complete the re-examination within
sixty (60) days of receipt of the book and test, Respondent agrees his license
to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall be automatically suspended
without any further action oCthe Board other than issuance oCan order by the

a.

24

25

26

27 ~- ~ ,:??" . /' .', ,. ~ .
I LE

28
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I

2

3

4

s

6

7

b.8

9

10
c.

1

12

13

14 d
15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23 ~.

24

25

26

27

28
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f. In the event Respondent fails to cure any default in payment within forty-five
(45) days of the default, Respondent agrees the amount may be reduced to
judgment.

2

.1
R~spondent waives any right to have the amounts owed pursuant Paragraph
5(b) or 5(c) discharged in bankruptcy.

g.
4

s h. Respondent agrees to supply to the Board with a list of all patients and
insurance companies who paid compensation to Respondent for the illegal
treatments rendered by Ms. Kelly Stein during her emplo}1J1ent with
Respondent. This infonnation shall only be used in the event the Board
receives a complaint from either a patient or insurance company relating to
the illegal treatments rendered by Kelly Stein.

6

1

8

9
Respondent agrees this Stipulation in no way prevents the Board from
investigating any complaints from any patients or insurance companies in
which Ms. Stein delivered illegal treatment.

10

11
CONSENT12

1. Respondent has read all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees with13

14 them in their entirety.

15
2 Respondent is aware by entering into this Stipulation he is waiving certain valuable

16
due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631. NAC 631, NRS 2338 and NAC 233B,

l7

3 Respondent expressly waives any right to challenge the Board for bias in deciding
18

whether or not to adopt this Stipulation in the event this matter was to proceed to a full Board19

20 hearing.

21 Respondent acknowledges he has read the Stipul~tion. Respondent acknowledges4

22
he has been advised he has the right to have this matter reviewed by independent counsel and he

23
I

has had ample opportunity to seek independent counsel. Respondent has been specifically infom1ed
24

he should seek independent counsel and advice: of independent counsel would be in Respondent's25

26 Having been advised of his right to independent counsel, as well as had thebest interest

27

28

opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent hereby acknowledges. by his own free

N.b.t;.u,c.-
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1 will, he is consenting to the Stipulation without independent counsel.

2 5. Respondent acknowledges he is consenting to this Stipulation voluntarily, without

3
coercion or duress and in the exercise of his own free will.

4

6. Respondent acknowledges no other promises in reference to the provisions contained
5

in this Stipulation have been made by any agent. employee. counselor any person affiliated with the6

7 Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

8 7. Respondent acknowledges the provisions in this Stipulation contain the entire

9
agreement between Respondent and the Board and the provisions of this Stipulation can only be

10
modifi~ in writing, with Board approval.

11

8. Respondent agrees in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation he hereby waives12

13 any and all rights to seek judicial review or otherwise to challenge or contest the validity of the

14 provisions containcd in the Stipulation.

IS 9. This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting. It is understood
16 I

and stipulated the Board is Cree to accept or reject the Stipulation and, if the Stipulation is rejected
17

by the Board, further disciplinary action may be implemented. This Stipulation will only become18

effective when the Board has approved the same in an open meeting. Should the Board adopt this19

20 Stipulation, such adoption shall be considered a final disposition of a contested case and will become

21
a public record.

22
10. Respondent has reviewed the Stipulation with his" attorney, L. Earl Hawley. Esquire.

23
who has explained each and every provision contained in this Stipulation to the Respondent.

24

HI2S

26 I~II

27 III

~
28 N S.B.O.t.. .,
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DATED this ~ of December t 2004.

2

-'1

/~'

3

4 LaMANCUSA, D.MD..

s

6

7
'"

8

APPROVED AS TO FORM & CONTENT

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~::: ,
Attorney for Respondent f9

10

12

'I and SWORN to before me
December. 2004

'13
~

14

APPROYFj
15

TO APPROVED AS TO FORM & CONTENT, /J ' .
16

..,
4_"{,..I JO~ A. HUNT, ESQUIRE' ,

~lcigh, Hunt & McGarry, P.C. .
I

j Board Counsel

1.
-'

~ S~t~b.M.D.
\ Uis~plinary Screening Office/h1fonnal" ~ng Officer

19

20
The foregoing Stipulation was approved/disapproved by a vote of the Nevada State Board

of Dental Examiners at a properly noticed meeting.21

22
'c~~ day ofDATED this . 2004.

23
NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

24

25
- .:. '... .,.

'J '---'~ "

TONY G N, D.D,S.
President \...A

26

27

28 ..
Ai~-
AL

.',/
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t ST ATE OF NEVADA

2 BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA
3

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF
DENTAL EXAMINERS.4 Case No. 05-1195)

5
Complainant. )

6
-YS-

7 STIPULATION
ANTHONY LaMANCUSA. D.M.D.. )

)
8

Respondent.9
1

10
IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED between ANTHONY LaMANCUSA,

11

D.M.D. (hereinafter "Respondcnt"), by and through his counsel, JOHN C. W A WERN~ ESQ., and12

13 the NEVADA STATE BOA RD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board") by and through

14 its counsel, JOHN A. HUNT. ESQ. ufthe law tim\ of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C., as

15
follows'

16
On January 26, 2005. the Respondent was notified by the Board of an authorized

17
investigation into Respondent's prescription writing practices. On June 2, 2005, Earl L. Hawley,18

19 Esq. filed an answer to the authorized investigation on behalf of Respondent

20 2. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening

21 Officer. J. Stephen Sill. D.M.D.. applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence
22

as set forth in State. Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606,608, 729 P .2d 497, 498 (1986),
23

andsee Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners. 110Nev. 1060,881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see alsoNRS
24

25 233B.135(3Xe), but not for any other purpose. finds there is suLstantial evidence Respondent on

26 more than one occasion violated NRS 631.3475(5), when Respondent administered a controlled

27 substance that was not required to treat a dental patient

28 +I.~;'i~~~~ -
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3. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening

2
Officer. j. Stephen Sill. D.M.D., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence

3
as set forth in State. Emp. Security v. Hi/Ion Holels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P .2d 497,498 (1986);

4
and see MinIon v. Board~rMedical Examiners, 110Nev. 1060,881 P.2d 1339(1994), see alsoNRS

5

233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial evidence Respondent on6

7 more than one occasion violated NAC 631.230(1)(b), when Respondent wrote prescriptions for

8 controlled substances in such excessive amounts as to constitute a departure from prevailing

9
standards of accepfable dental practice

10
4. Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in

11

State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels. 102 Nev. 606. 608. 729 P .2d 497. 498 (1986); and see Minton12

Board of Medical Examiner.\', 10 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS13 v.

14 233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits on more than one occasion,

15
Respondent violated NRS 631.347 S( 5) when Respondent administered a controlled substance that

16
was not required to treat a dental patient,

7.
5 Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in

18

State. Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels. 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P .2d 497,498 (1986); and see Minton19

20 v. Board of Medical Examiners, 10 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS

21 233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits on more than one occasion,

22
Respondent violated NAC 631.230( I )(b) when Respondent wrote prescriptions for controlled

23
substances in such excessive amounts as to constitute a departure from prevailing standards of

24

acceptable dental practice.25

26 6. Based upon the admissions contained in Paragraphs 4 and 5, Respondent agrees to

27 the following:

28 I;~~ /'I~~'jci-- -
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1 Respondent agrees pursuant to NRS 631.350(d) and (h), Respondent shall be placed
on probation for a period of three (3) years. The terms and conditions of the
prob~tion shall be reportable to the National Practitioners Data Bank. Respondent's
practice shall be supervised and monitored pursuant to the following tenus and
conditions effective upon adoption of this Stipulation by the Board:

a.
2

3

4
During the three (3) year probation/supervisory period, Respondent shall
allow either the Executive Director of the Board and/or an agent appointed
by the Board's Executive Director to inspect Respondent's records to ensure
compliance with this Stipulation. Such inspections shall be perfomted,
without notice, during nonnal business hours. Respondent further agrees
during this period of probation and supervision, Respondent shall maintain
a list of any prescriptions issued to any of Respondent's patients for
controlled substances. During the probationary period Respondent shall not
issue any prescription(s) for more than 12 units of a controlled substance for
each office visit where treatment was rendered. All prescriptions issued by
Respondent during the probationary period must be in Respondent's
handwriting and must have WI. original signature of Respondent. During the
probationary period Respondent is prohibited from placing telephone
prescriptions for controlled substances. The list of prescriptions issued by
Respondent's shall include the following infonnation and shall be submitted
to the Executive Director of the Board on the first day of each month during
the probation period:

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

IS
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(c)

16

17

patient's name;
date of issuance;
name of delltist who issued prescription;
units and amount of controlled substance issued; and
reason for issuing the controlled substance.

18

ii. In the event the Board's Executive Director has substantial evidence to
believe Respondent has failed to comply with any of the provisions
contained in Paragraph 6(aXi) the Executive Director, without any further
hearing or action by the Board, shall issue an order suspending Respondent's
license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada. Thereafter, Respondent
may request a hearing before the Board but during the pendency of the
hearing before the Board, Respondent waives any right to seek judicial
review to reinstate his privilege to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada
pending a final Board hearing.

19

20

21

22

23

24

iii.25

26

27

28

In the event the Board"s Executive Director has substantial evidence to
believe ReSpondent has failed to comply with any of the provisions contained
in Paragraph 6(aXi) during the probationary period, Respondent agrees to
surrender his License :No. BL4558586 with the United States Department of
Justice, D.E.A. for Class II" Class IIN, Class III, Class IIIN, Class IV, and

N.S.B.D.E~
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Class V for a period of three (3) years commencing upon the date of the
Order of Suspension issued by the Executive Director. At the conclusion of
the three (3) year period. Respondent may apply to the United States
Department of Justice, D.E.A. to have his License No.BL4558586 reinstated.

In the event the Board's Executive Director has substantial evidence to
believe Respondent has failed to comply with any of the provisions contained
in Paragraph 6(aXi) during the probationary period, Respondent agrees to
surrender his License No. BL4558586 with the Nevada State Board of
Pharmacy for Class II. Class IIN, Class III, Class IIIN, Class IV, and Class V
for a period of three (3) years commencing upon the date of the Order of
Suspension issued by the Executive Director. At the conclusion of the three
(3) year period, Respondent may apply to the Nevada State Board of
Pharmacy to have his License No. BV3599 reinstated.

In the event the Board's Executive Director has substantial evidence to
believe Respondent has either issued or has caused to be issued prescriptions
for controlled substances identified as Class II, Class 1IN, Class ill, Class
lIIN, Class IV or Class V subsequent to surrendering his United States
Department of Justice, D.E.A., License i'o. BL4558586 and Nevada State
Board of Pharmacy, License No. BV3599 the Executive Director, without any
further hearing or action by the Board, shall issue an Order revoking
Respondent's I icense to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada. Thereafter,
Respondent may request a hearing before the Board but during the pendency
of the hearing before the Board, Respondent waives any right to seekjudicial
review to reinstate his privilege to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada
pending a final Board hearing.

During the three (3) year probation/supervisory period, Respondent shall be
prohibitedlfrom the administering or having nitrous oxide present his dental
practice. J n the event the Board's Executive Director has substantial evidence
to believe Respondent has either administered or has nitrous oxide present the
Executive Director, without any further hearing or action by the Board, shall
issue an Order suspending Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the
State of Nevada. Thereafter, Respondent may request a hearing before the
Board but during the pendency of the hearing before the Board, Respondent
waives any right to seek judicial review to reinstate his privilege to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada pending a final Board hearing.

VI.

During the three (3) year probationary period, Respondent agrees to submit
to random sampling of urine and/or bodily fluids for controlled and/or non-
prescribed substances when so ordered by the Executive Director of the
Board. Respondent shall be responsible for all costs incurred for the analysis
of urine and/or bodily fluids.

VIi.

+-4.
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1
Vll1. In the event any test or analysis of bodily fluids taken from Respondent,

pursuant to the terms of this Stipulation, is positive, indicating the presence
of controlled substances (not pursuant to a valid prescription), the Executive
Director. ,\'ithout an)' ftlrther hearing or action by the Board, shall issue an
Order suspending Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the State of
Nevada. Thereafter, Respondent may request a hearing before the Board to
reinstate Respondent's license to practice dentistry in Nevada. During the
pendency of the hearing before the Board, Respondent waives any right to
seek judicial review to reinstate his privilege to practice dentistry in the State
of Nevada pending a final Board hearing.

2

:1

4

5

6

7

(ft) (n the event Respondent fails to present himself for random
drug testing, within twenty- four (24) hours when ordered by
the Executive Director, the Executive Director without any
further hearing or action by the Board, shall issue an Order
sUspending Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the
State of Nevada. Thereafter, Respondent may request a
hearing before the Board to reinstate Respondent's license to
practice dentistry in Nevada. During the pendency of the
hearing before the Bo~ Respondent waives any right to
seek judicial review to r~instate his privilege to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada pending a final Board
hearing.

8

9

10

1

12

13

14

15
(b) Respondent authorizes reports generated by the urinalysis

and/or bodily fluids testing to be furnished to the Executive
Director of the Board. All reports submitted to the Executive
Director of the Board shall remain confidential. However, in
the event of a violation in the form of a confirmed, positive
test result, all reports previously submitted to the Executive
Director of the Board will be available for use by the Board
in cOnnection with any subsequent disciplinary action of the
Board.

16

7

18

19

20

21 ix. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(k), in addition to completing the required
continuing education. Respondent shall obtain twenty (20) additional hours
in supplemental education relating to phannacology and pain management.
Ten (10) hours of the supplemental education must be completed within six
(6) months of the approval of this Stipulation by the Board and the additional
ten (10) hours of supplemental education must be completed within one (1)
year of the approval of this Stipulation by the Board. The supplemental
education must be submitted in writing to the Executive Director of the
Board for approval prior to attendance. Upon receipt of a written request to
attend supplemental education the Executive Director of the Board shall
notify Respondent in Writing whether the requested supplemental education

I'

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

l~~~ - 5
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1 is approved for attendance. All costs associated with this supplemental
education shall be paid by Respondent. In the event Respondent fails to
complete all of the supplemental education within one (I) year, Respondent
agrees his license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall
automatiCally be suspended without any further action of the Board other than
the issuance of an Order by the Executive Director. Upon submitting written
proof of completion of the supplemental education, Respondent's license to
practice dentistry in the state of Nevada will be automatically reinstated.
Respondent agreeS to waive any right to seek injunctive relief from any
Federal or State ofNevada District Court to prevent the automatic suspension
of Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada due to
Respondent failure to comply with Paragraph 6(a)(ix). Respondent shall also
be responsible for any costs or attorney's fees incurred in the event the Board
has to seek injunctive rcliefto prevent Respondent from practicing dentistry
during the period Respondent's license is automatically suspended.

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10
Respondent will reimburse the Board for the cost of the investigation and to
monitor Respondent's practice in Nevada during the three (3) year
probationary period in the amount of three thousand five hundred ($3,500.00)
dollars within thirty (30) days of the Board's adoption of this Stipulation.
This amount shall not be cr:.~idered a f!ne and therefore is not reportable to
the National Practitioners ;)~ta Bank.

x.
1

12

13

14
Respondent pursuant to NRS 631.350( c) agrees to pay a fme in the amount
of five htmdred ($500.00) dollars upon adoption of this Stipulation by the
Board and ~hall be reportable to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

XlIS

16

17 In the event Respondent tails to deliver to the Board the payment as required
by Paragmph 6(a)(x) or 6(a)(xi), Respondent agrees his license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada shall be automatically suspended without
any further action of the Board other than the issuance of an Order by the
Board's Executive Director suspending Respondent's license. Respondent
agrees to the payment of twenty-five dollars ($25.00) for each day
Respondent fails to deliver payment required by Paragraph 6(a)(x) or6(a)(xi).
Respondent may cure any default regarding the payment set forth in
Paragraph 6a(x) or 6(a)(xi) by delivering to the Board's Executive Director
the total amount in default, plus the Twenty-Five Dollar ($25.00) per day
assessment. Upon receipt of payment in full of any amount in default, plus
the Twenty-Five Dollar ($25.00) per day assessment, the Executive Director
shall issue an Order reinstating Respondent's license to practice dentistry in
the State ofNcvada without any further action necessary by the Board.

xii

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

2S

26 xiii. - Respondel')t agrees to waive any right to seek injunctive relief from any
Federal or State of Nevada District Court to prevent the suspension of
Respondcnt's license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada due to

AN. S. 6.0. E~~~~_-
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Respondent failure to comply with Paragraphs 6(a)(i) thru or 6(xii).
Respondent shall also be responsible for any costs or attorney's fees incurred
in the event the Board has to seek injunctive relief to prevent Respondent
from practicing dentistry during the period Respondent's license is
automatically suspended.

2

3

4
In the event Respondent fails to cure any default in payment within forty-five
(45) days of the default, Respondent agrees the amount may be reduced to
judgment.

XIVs
6

7 xv Respondent waives any right to have the amounts owed pursuant Paragraph
6(a)(x) or 6(a)(xi} discharged in bankruptcy.

8

CONSENT9

10 7. Respondent has read all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees with

them in their entirety

12
8 Respondent is aware that by entering into this Stipulation he is waiving certain

13
valuable due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 2338 and

14

NAC 2338IS

9.16 Respondent expressly waives any right to challenge the Board for bias should the

7 Board reject this Stipulation and this matter proceed to a mIl Board hearing.

18 10 Respondent has reviewed the Stipulation with his attorney, John C Wawerna, Esq.,
19 - .

who has explained each and every provision contained in this Stipulation to the Respondent.
20

1. Respondent acknowledges that he is consenting to this Stipulation voluntarily,21

without coercion or duress and in the exercise of his own free will.22

23 12 Respondent acknowledges no othC'r promises in reference to the provisions contained

24 in this Stipulation have been made by any agent, employee. counselor any person affiliated with the

2S
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

26

27

28
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1 13. Respondent acknowlcdges the provisions in this: Stipulation contain the entire

2 agreement between Respondent and the Board and the provisions of this Stipulation can only be

3
modified, in writing. with Board approval

4
Respondent agrees that in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation he hereby14.

5

waives any and all rights to seek judicial review or otherwise to challenge or contest the validity of6

7 the provisions contained in the Stipulation

8 15 This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting. It is understood

9
and stipulated the Board is free to accept or reject the Stipulation. This Stipulation will only become

10
effective when the Board bas approved the saJne in an open meeting. Should the Board adopt this

11
Stipulation, such adop.!i°n shall be considered a final disposition of a contested case and shall12

13

14

I

become a public record reportable to the National Practitioners data bank.

DATED this ..a- day ~~:;~~;a~d.*~= , 2 ()() 5 .

15

16

~

17

18 STATE OF NEVADA )
19 ss

COUNTY OF CLARK
20

ACKNOWLEDGMENT21

22

23

On this ~ day .of 11.u,.~t_, 2005, personally appeared before me, a Notary Public

in and for said County and State, ANTHONY LaMANCUSA, D .M.D., known to me to be the person

24 described in and who executed the foregoing instrument, who acknowledged to me that he executed

25
the same freely and voluntarily.

26

27
'--,,(?) aJJJ Qh ~ 3U-~'"

, 1ft and for said County and State

28
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NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

NEV ADA STATE BOARD OF
DENTAL EXAMINERS , )

CA8E NO: 06-814561.8
Complainant,

}VS.

ORDER OF SUSPENSION
Anthony LaMancusa, DMD .)

)Respondent,

On November 16,2006, the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners received substantial evidcncc
that on more than one occasion respondent 1SSUed prescriptions for more than 12 units of a controlled
substance for a patient in violation of Paragraph 6(a)(i) of respondent's Stipulation Agreement with this
board, Case No. 05-1195 and approved August 26, 2005. hI addition, respondent has failed to submit the
list of prescriptions issued by respondent on the first day of each month and with the required details of
infonnation pursuant to Paragraph 6(a)(i) of the Stipulation Agreement. Further, the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners has received substantial evidence that respondent's dental practice has nitrous oxide-
oxygen present in violation of Paragraph 6(a)(\'i) pursuant to the Stipulation Agreement.

Therefore, pw-suant to paragraph 6(a)(ii)ofrespondent's Stipulation Agreement, effective immediately
respondent's license is suspended. Respondent shall cease and desist from practicing dentistry in the
State of Nevada. Should respondent practice dentistry in the State of Nevada, such actions would be
deemed as the illegal practice of dentistry as ~t forth by NRS 631.395 and punishable criminally to the
provisions ofNRS 631.400.

Pursuant to paragraph 6(a)(iii) of respondent's stipulation 8gteement, resp",dent must surrender his
License No. BL4558586 with the United States Department of Justice, DEA for Class n, Class IIN, Class
III, Class InN, ClassN, and ClassY for a period of three (3) years commencing upon the date of this
Order of Suspension. In addition, pursuant to Paragraph 6(a)(iv) of respondent's Stipulation Agreement,
respondent must SUITender his License No. BL4558586 with the Nevada State Board of Pharnlacy for
Class n, ClassIIN, Class ill, Class IIIN, Class IV, and Class Y for a period of three (3) years commencing
upon the date of this Order of Suspension.

Respondent may, pursuant to paragIilph 6(a)(ii) of his .Stipulation Agreement, request a hearing before the
Board regarding reinstatement of his privilegc to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada. Such request
must be submitted in writing and may be acted upon at the next regularly scheduled meeting of the Board.

DATED this 17th day of November, 2006

NEVADA ST ATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

~~~~~~VE DlREcrOR

N.~.b.LJ.c..
AUf] 2 8 2007
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CERTIFICA IE OF MAILING

The undersigned, an employee of WINNER, HUNT, & CARSON, P .C., hereby2

certifies that on the ~ day of March, 2007, I deposited in the U.S. Mail, via U.S.3

4 Regular Mail, a true and correct copy of the Nc.t~ce ofEn~ of Findings of Fact,

5 Conclusions of Law, and Decision and Order addressed as follows:

6

7

8

9

10

Henry H. Rawlings, Jr.
LEWIS & ASSOCIA l~ES
500 S. Rancho Drive, #7
Las Vegas, NV 89106
(702) 870-5571
Attorney for Respondent
ANTHONY LaMANCUSA, D.M.D.

II

12

13
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15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24
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I

2

NEVADA S1 A TE BOARD OF
DENTAL EXAlWNERS,

CASE t..JO: 05-1195
Complainant

vs

ANTHONY LaMANClTSA, D.M.D

Respondent,

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND DECISION
(rc: Hearing on Respondent's Petition to Reinstate License)

State Board of Dental Examiners (hcreinaftcr referred to as the "Board" held a hearing relative

to Respondent's Petition to Reinstate his ,iccnse filed with the Board on November 28. 2006

(hereinafter sometimes referrcd to as Respondent's "Petition The Board hereby issues the

following Findings of Fact, Conclusion of Law, and Decision {hereinafter sometimes referred

to as ..Order'

...

INTRODUCTIQ:'i/GENERAL MA TTE~

A Board membcrs present \\"cre: Shari G. Peterson. R.D.H.. M.Ed.; Bonnie Bryan; William

G. Pappas. D.D.S 'on:-- Guill~n. D.D.S.; Michael C. Lloyd. D.D.S.; \\.illiam O'Gara,

!
." , Page 1 of 13, ".,.-.",...



"Tuko"'I\I~Keman. R.D. JL)hn t\. Hunt, Esq. of the law firm Winner. Hunt & Carson.1

2 P .C. \vas present and appear~d as prosecutor for the Board. Cameron P. Vanderber.2.

.,
.> Deputy Attorney General. \vas present and appeared as counsel for the Board.

4 R~spond~nt. Anthony La~lancus.1. D.M.D.. (hereinafter "Respondent'or '.Dr.

5 La;.\;IJncusa'I, was pres~nt \vith his counsel ofre.:~rd, H~nry H. Ra\vlings. Jr.. Esq. of

6 the law firm Le\.vis and Associates. LLC

7

8
B During the course of thc hearing the following individuals were s\\"om and gave

9
testimony: Anthony J. LaMancusa, Tammy Kitchens, and Debra Shaffer. The Board

10
offered the following exhibits which.\\'ere, without objection by Dr. LaMancusa,

1
admitted

12

Stipu lation bet\veen Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners and
Anthony LaMancusa dated January 15, 2005 (re: case no. 04-1109;
NSBDE v. IJaMancusa).

13

14

215 Stipulation betwecn Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners and
Anthony LaMancusa dated August 26, 2005 (re: case no. 04.1195;
NSBDE v. LaMancusa).16

17 3 Order of Suspension dated November 17,2006 (re: case no. 06-814561.S:
NSBOE v. [.aMancusa). '. I

18

4, Document cnti£led "R.x Slips for Horizon Park Dental, submitted by
Anthony Lal\rlancusa, D.M.D.~'19

20 5 Prescription logs submitted by Anthony LaMancusa.

21
6. Affidavit of David Gonzall.:z (re: case no

LaMancusa).
04-1195; NSBDE \',

22

7 !23 Subpoena Duces;Tecum (rc: case no. 04-1195; NSBDE v. La:v1ancusa).

24





6.1. 5 2004.
Based upon the Stipul:.llion adopted by the Board on Januar)'

2 Respondcnt agrced tl.1 the tl111owing pertinent provisions:

3 a. Respondent. pursuant to NRS 631.350(1)(j), agreed to retake the
jurisprudence test as set forth in NRS 63 1.240(2) on th~ contents and
interpretation ofNRS 631 and the regulations of the BoarJ. Respondent
agreed \vithin sixt.'", (60) days from receipt of the book and test to
success tully complete the t~st, In the event R~spond~nt fail~d to
successfuUy complete the re-examination within sixty (60) days of receipt
of the book and test, Respondent ag':~ed his license to practice dentistr)'
in the State of Nevada would be automatically suspended \\'ithout any
further action of the Board other than issuance of an order by the
Execuli.ve Director.. Upon successful completion of the test. Respondent's
license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada would be automatically
reinstatcd. Respondent agreed to waive any right to seek injunctive relief
from any Federal or State of Nevada District Court to prevent the
automatic suspcnsion of Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the
State of Nevada due to Respondent failure to comply, Respondent shall
also agreed to be responsible for any costs or attorney's fees incurred in
the event the Board had to seek inj uncti'v.e relief to prevent Respondent
from practicing dentistry during the period Respondent's license \V'as

automatically suspended.

4

5

6

7

g

9

10

n

12

13

b.14 Respondent agreed to reimburse the Board the sum of Five Hundred
Dollars ($500.00) for the costs of this investigation payable upon adoption
ofttIe Januar)' 15.2005 Stipulation by the Board. That amount was not to
be considered a finc and therefore was 'not reportable to the National
Practitioners Data Bank.

15

16

17 c. Respondent pursuant to NRS 63.l.350(c) agreed to pay a fine in the
amount of One Hundred Dollars ($ 100.00) due to Kelly Stein'sfr.1ud upon
Respondent in the hiring of Ms. Stein. That amount ''"as payable upon
adoption orthe January 15...2005 Stipulation b>" the Board.lne fine was
reportable to the National Practitioners Data Bank..

18

19

20
d In the event Rcspondent failed to deliver to the Board the pa)'ment as

required Respondent agreed his license to practice dcntistI)° in the State
ofNcvada shall bc automatically susp~nded \\Oithout any further action of
the Board oth~r than the issuance of an order by the Board's Exl.'cuti\'~
Director suspending Respondent's license. Respondent agrecd to the
payment oft\\-ent}'-ti\Oe dollars (525.00) for each day Respondent fails to
deliver payment required. Respondent was allo\\'ed to cure any defaulted

payment b)' deli\Oering to the Board's Executi'-e.Di~!'i!..tj1e total amount
) v.o.". ,.'. ...~.o".., I age" of 13 AUt; 2 S 2.007

11

22

23

24
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in detault, plus the Twentj'-Five Dollar (525.00) per day assessment.
Upon rr.,ceipt ofpa~.ment in full 0 ran)' amount in d~rault, plus the Twenty-
Fi,.e Dollar ($15.00) per dJ~. assessment, th~ Executi\e Dir~ctor \\as
required to iS5ue an Order reinstating Respondent's lic~:1sc= to practice
d~ntistr\ in the SL.irc of ~ev3da without an\' further action neceSS3.n. bv. ~ . .
the Bo3rd.

2

Respond~nt agreed to \..'aive any right to seek injunctive relicf from aj,:-'
Federal or State of Ne\'ada District Court to prevent the automatic
suspension of Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the State of
Ne\'ad3 duc to Respondent failure to comply with the Stipulation adopted
on Januar)' 15,2005. Respondent also agreed to be responsible for any
costs or attorney.s fees incurred in the event the Board ~'as required to
seek injunctive relief to prevent R.\.'spondent from practicing dentistr:'
during the period Respondent's license was automatically suspended,

e

In the event Respondent failed to cure any default in payment within forty-
fi\'e (45) days of the default, Respondent agreed .the amount could be
reduced to judgment.

Respondent \\"aived any right to have the amounts owed discharged in
bankruptcy.

g

h Respondent agreed to supply to the Board with a list of all patients and
in.c;urance companies who paid compensation to Respondent for the illegal
treatments rendered by Ms. Kelly Stein during her employment \vith
Respondent. This information would only be used in the e\'ent the Board
receives a complaint from either a patient or insurance company relating
to the illegal treatments rendered by Kelly Stein.

Respondent agreed the Stipulation adopted on January 15,2005 in no \vay
prevented the Board from investigating any complaints from any patients
or insurance companies in which Ms. Stein delivered illegal treatment.

7. On August 5,2005. the Board adopted a second Stipulation wherein Respondent

I

admitted the follo\\ ing

On morc than one occasion. Respondent violated NRS 631.34 75f5) ,,"hcn
~espondcnl administ~r~d a controlled sub"stance that \\'as not required to
treat a dental patient.

:&

b.. On morc than one occasion, Respondent violated NAC 631.230( I )(b)
\\"hen Respondent \yrote prescriptions for contro~d substances in such

.~, ~ Page50f13 N.S. .U.t:..
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exceS5i\~ an.lounts as tQ constitute a d~partur~ from pre\"ailing standards
ofacceptab1e d<.'ntal practice.

8 Based upon the second Stipulation adopted by the Board on August 26, 2005.

Respondent agreed to the tollo\ving pertinent provisions:

a. Respondent agreed pursuant to NRS 631.350(d) and (h). to being placed
on probation for a period of three (3) years. The terms and conditions Qt'
the probation \'"as reported to the National Practition~rs Data Bank.
Respondent.s practice \-vas sup~rvised and monitored pursuant to the
follo\ving terms and conditions effective upon adoption of this Stipulation
by the Board:

i, During the three (3) year probation/supervisory period, Respondent
was required to allow either the Executive Director of the Board
and/or an agent appointed by the Board"s Executive Director to
inspect Respondent's records to ensure compliance with the second
Stipulation. Such inspections were to be perfon11ed, without
noticc. during normal business hours. Respondent further agreed
during the period of probation and supervision, Respondent \vould
maintain a list ot~ any prescriptions issued to any of Respondent's
patients for controlled substances. During the probationary period
Respondent \\,Quld not issue any prescription(s) for more than 12
units ora colllrolled substance for each office visit where treatment.
\vas rendered. All prescriptions issued by Respondent during the
probationary' period were to be in Respondent's hand\vriting and
must have an original signature of Respondent. During the

probationary period Respondent ~'as prohibited from placing
telephone prescriptions for controlled substances. The list of
prescriptions issued by Respondent's would include the following
information and \Vas to be submitted to the Executive Director of
the Board on thc first day of each month during the probation

period:

(at
(b)
(£}
(4j
(t)

paticnt's name;
date of.issuance; .
name of dentist who issued prescription:
units and amount of controlled substance issued: and
rcason for issuing the controlled substance.

11,

, ";""-""'"

In the event the Board.s Executive Director received substantial
evidence to belie\-e Respondent had failed to con1ply \\"ith an~. of
the pro,,-isions contained in Parag~~.hd~~i)&?~Jhc Executive



Director. \\'ithout any further hearing or action by th~ Board, \\'Ollid
issue an ordcr suspcnding Respondent's lic~nse to practil.:l.'
dentistI'}' in 1hc State of Nevada. Thereafter, R~spond~nl \\'1.15
allo\y~d to request a hearing before the Board but during the
pendency of the hearing before the Board, Respondent \vai\:ed any
right to se..:k judicial review to reinstate his privilege to practice
dentist!"}, in the State of Ne\'ada pending a final Board hearing.

2

~

oJ

4

5 iii In the event the Board's Executive Director received substantial
evidence to beli~\'e Respondent had tailed to comply \vith any of
the provisions contained in Paragraph 8(a)(i) above during the

probationary" period, Respondent agreed to surrender his License
No. BL4558586 with the United States Department of Justice.
O:E.A. ror Class II, Class IIN, Class Ill. Class [IIN, Clas's IV. and
Class V for a peril-Gof three \~) years commencing upon the date
of the Ord~rofSuspension issued by the Executive Director. At
the conclusion of the three (3) year period, Respondent could apply
to the United States Department of Justice, D.E.A. to have his
License No.BL4558586 reinstated.

6

7

8

9

10

1 r

tv In the cvcnt the Board"s Executive Director received substantial
cvidence to believe Respondent has failed to comply \vith any of
thc provisions contained in Paragraph 8(a)(i) above during the
probationary period, Respondent agreed to surrender his License
No. BL4558586 with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy for
Class II, Class IIN, Class III, Class llIN, Class IV, and Class V for
a period ofthrce (3) years commencing upon the date of the Order
of Suspension issued by the Executive Director. At the conclusion
of the three (3) year period, Respondent may apply to the Nevada
State Board of Pharmacv to have his License No. BV3599

~

reinstatt:d.

12

13

14

15

16

17

18 v.

19

20

21

22

.,..-.)

24

In the event thc Board's Executive Director received substantial
evidence to believe Respondent had either issued or has caused to
be issucd prescriptions for conlrol led substances identified as Class
II, Class IIN. Class Ill, Class IIIN, Class IV or Class V subsequent
to surrcndl.'ring his Unitcd States Department of Justice. D.E.A..
License No. Bl_~558586 and Nevada State Board of Phannacy.
LicenscNo. BV3599 the Executive Director. \.."ithout any furthcr
hearing or action hv the Board. \vould issue an Order rc\"okinQ.. Respondent.s license to practice dentistry in the State of Ne\.ada.

Thereafter. Respondent could r~quest a hearing before the Board
but during thc pcndenq: of the hearing before the Board.

., "1\J.b.tS.U.C.'"""""""""""""""'~;.."'" P:lge I of 13
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1 Respond~nl \\'ai\'ed any right to seek judicial re\'ie\" to rc:instate his
p~ivi I~gc to practice d~ntistt'). in the Statl." ofNe\'ilda p~nding a final
Board h~arin~.2

3 VI. During the three (3) year probation!super\'isOf)' period, Respondent
was b~ prohibited from the administering or having nitrous oxide
present his dental practice. In the event the Board.s Executi\-e
Director rcct:i\'ed substantial evidence to belie\'e R~spondenl had
either adminisl~red or had nitrous oxide prcsent th~ Executive
Director, \vithout any further hearing or action b)' the Board. \vould
issue an Order suspending Respondent's license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada. Thereafter, R~spondent may
request a hearing before the Board but during the pendency of the
hearing before the Board, Respondent waived any right to seek
judicial review to reinstate his privilege to practice dentistry in the
State of Nevada p~nding a fin'al Board hearing.

4

5

6

7

8

9

10 vii During the three (3) year probationar)" period, Respondent agreed
to submit to random sampling of urine, hair and/or bodily fluids for
controlled andior non-prescribed substances when so ordered by
the Executive Director of the Board. Respondent agreed to be
responsible tor all costs incurred for the analysis of urine and/or
bodily fluids.

11

12

13

viii, In the event any test or analysis of bodily fluids taken from
Respondcnt, pursuant to the terms of second Stipulation, \\"er~
positive, indicating the presence of controlled substances (not
pursuant to a valid prescription), the Executive Director, without
any further hearing or action by the Board, would issue an Order
suspending Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the State
of Nevada. Thereafter, Respondent may request a hearing before
the Board to reinstate Respondent's license to practicc dcntistry in
Nevada, During the pendency of the hearing before the Board.
Respondenl \,"aived any right to seekjudicial revic\\' to reinstate his
privilege to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada pending a final
Board hearing,

14

15

16

17

18

19

20
,.

(8)21 In the event Rcspondent failed to present himself for
randoln 'drug testing, :-)'ithin t\~'enty-four (24) hours \vhen
ord~red by the Executive Director, thc Executi\"c Director
"vithout any further hearing or action by the Board. \vould
issue an Order suspending Respondent's license to practic(
dentist!")' in the State of Nevada. Thereafter. Respond~nt

I~.~.D.U.&-.
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22

23

24
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1 \''as allowed to rcquest a hearing before the BoJrd to
reinstat~ Respond~nt's license to practicc ut:ntisll) in
~evada. During thc pendency of th~ hearing befort" the

Board. R~spondent \vaived an.'" right to seekjudicial review
to reinstate his privilege to practice dentis(r:' in the Statc of
N~vada pending a final Board hearing.

2

3

4

(b) R~spondent authorizcd reports generated by th~ urinalysis
and or bodily fluids testing to be furnished to the Executive
Director of the Board. All repons submitted to th'-"
Executive Director of the Board \\'ould remain confidential.
However. in the event of a violation in the form of a

confirmed, positive test result, all reports previously
submitted to the Executive Director of the Board "'ill be
available for use by the Board in connection \\1th any

subsequent disciplinary action of the Board.

5

6

7

8

9

10 IX. Pursuant to NRS 63 i .350(k). in addition to completing the required

continuing education, Respondent was required to obtain twent)'
(20) additional hours in supplemental education relating to
phannacology and pain management. Ten (10) hours of the
supplemental education must be completed"within six (6) months
of the appro..'al of this Stipulation by the Board and the additional
ten (10) hours of supplemental education must have been
complcted within one (1) year of the approval of the second
Stjpulation by thc Board, The supplemental education must have
been submitted in writing to the Executive Dircctor of the Board
for approval prior to attendance. Upon receipt of a written request
to attend supplemental education the Executive Director of the
Board would notify Respondent in writing whether the requested
supplemental education is approved for attendance. All cost:)
associated \vith this supplemental education \Vas to bc paid by
Respondcnt, In the event Respondent failed to complcte all oflhe
supplemcntal education within one ( I) year. Respondent agrced his
license to practice dentistf)' in the State of Nevada \vould bc
automatically be suspendcd \\ithout any further action of the Board
other than the issuance of an Order by the Executi\'e Director.
Upon submitting \,"ritten proof of completion ofthc supplemcntal
education: Respondent's license to practice dentistr}" in the stat~ of
Nevada \\"ill be automaticall)" reinstated. Respondent agre~d to
waive an)' right to seek injunctive relief from any Federal or Statc
of Nevada District Court to prevent the automatic suspension of
Respondent's license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

2.1

22

23

24
I~.~.D.U.'-.

AU-G 2 8 2007
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due to Rcsplmd~nt tailurc to l:omply \\'ith Paragraph 8(a)tix).
Rcspond~n{ shall also b~ responsible tor any cost.; or aUl)rn~:'s
fees incurrt:d in lhe e\'cnt the Board has to seek injuncti\'e rcliefto
prevtw'nl Rc:spondcnt from practicing dentistf)' during the period
Respond~nt's license is automatically suspended.

2

Respond~nt agreed to reimburse the Board for the cost of th~
investigation and to monitor Respondent' ~ practice in Nevada
d\lring the three (3) year probationary period in the amount of three
thousand fi\'c hundred ($3,500.00) dollars which \vas to be paid
within thirty (30) days of the Board"s adoption of this second
Stipulation. The amount was not be considered a fine and therefore
was not rcportable to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

x.

R,spondenl pursuant to NRS 631.3 50( c) agreed to pay a fine in the
amount of five hundred ($500.00) dollars upon adoption of the
second Stipulation by the Board and therefore was reportable to
the National Practitioners Dat~ Bank.

Xl.

Xli In the event Respondent failed to deliver to the Board the payment
as required by Paragraph 8(a)(x) or 8(a)(xi), Respondent agreed his
license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada \vould be
automatically suspended without any further action of the Board
other than the issuance of an Order by the Board's Executive
Director suspending Respondent's license, Respondent agreed to
the payment of twenty-five dollars ($25.00) for each day
Respondent failed to deliver payment required by Paragraph 8(a)(x)
or 8(a)(xi). Respondent was allo\ved to cure any default regarding
the payment set .forth in Paragraph 8a(x) or 8(a)(xi) by delivering
to the Board's Executive Director the total amount in default, plus
the Twent}.-Five Dollar ($25.00) per day assessment. Upon receipt
of payment in lull of any amount in default, plus the Twent):-five
Dollar($25.00) per day assessment, the Executive Director \vould
issue an Order reinstating Respondent's license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada \vithout any further action
necessary by the Board,

Respondent agreed to waive any right to seek injuncti\"e relief from
any Federal or State of Nevada District Court to pr~\"\.'nt thl.'
suspension of1{cspondent's license to practice dentistry in the Stat~
of Nevada due to Respondent failure to campi)" \vith Paragraphs
8(a)(i) thru or8(xiij. Respond~r.t \vas also responsible for any costs
or attorney's fees incurred in the event the Board has to seek

XIII,

"",.~.b.LJ.L-.
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injunl:liv~ relief to prevent Respondent from practicing dc.'ntistl')"
during thc period Respondent"s license was automatit;a)I~"

suspcnd~d.2

~

.) XI\.

r
In the event Respondent failt:d to cure any default in payment
\vithin forl)"~fivc (45) da~:s of the default Respondent agreed the
amount ma}" be reduced to judgment.4

5 xv Respondent \\'ai ved any right to have the amounts o\ved pursuant
Paragraph 8(a)(x) or 8(a)(xi) discharged in bankruptcy.

6

1
9 On No\'ember

8

9
the following:

10
8. Respondent on more than one occasion issued prescriptions for more than

12 units- of a controlled s11bstance fo_~;' J patient in violation of Paragraph
6(a)(i) of the second Stipulation adopted by the Board on August 26. 2005.

J I

.12

b. Respondent failed to submit the list or prescriptions issued by Respondent
on the first da)' of each month with the required details of information
pursuant to Paragraph 6(a)(i) of the second Stipulation adopted by the
Board on August 26, 2005.

3

4

15
c Respondent was aware that nitrous oxide-oxygen was present where he

practiced dentistry in violation of Paragraph 6(a)(vi) of the second
Stipulation adopted by the Board on August 26, 2005.

16

7:
d. As a result of the violations cited above Executive Director Kelly issued

the following orders:8

19
1

20
it. Respondcnt had to surrender his prescription License No,

BL4558586 \\"ith United States Department of Justice. DEA for a
pe17iod of threc (3) years effecti\'c on the date of the Order of
Suspension.

2r

21

..",
-.J iii Respondent had to surrender his prescription License No.

BL4S58586 with the Nevada S.c.te Board of Pharmacy for a period
24
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Page 11 of 13, , - ,. ... ...',.~ ~






