Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

Tony Guillen, D.D.S.
President

Rick B. Thiriot, D.D.S.
Secretary-Treasurer

6010 S. Rainbow Bivd., Bidg. A, Ste. + Las Vegas, NV 89118 « (702) 486-7044 * (800) DDS-EXAM * Fax (702) 486-7046
February 8, 2006

Legislative Counsel Bureau
Marilyn White

Assistant to the Director
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 January 20, 2006.
I have listed the disciplinary action against the following licensees below. Enclosed for your
convenience are copies of the stipulation agreements.

License # Name Disciplinary Action Date
4191 Silva Battaglin, DMD November 15, 2005
0826 Michael Stafford, DDS November 15, 2005
52-22 Jay K Selzsnick, DMD, MD December 15, 2005
2337 Gerald P Rampton, DMD December 22, 2005

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me at (702) 486-7044,
ext. 23.

Sincerely, '
Debra Shaffer, Deputy Executive Director
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

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

nsbde @nsbde.nv.gov
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STATE OF NEVADA
BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS,
CASE NO.: 05-1213
Complainant,
STIPULATION
vs.
SILVA BATTAGLIN,D.D.S.,

Respondent

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between SILVA BATTAGLIN,
D.D.S. (hereinafter “Respondent”), by and through her counsel DANIEL E. CURRIDEN, ESQ., and
THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinafter “Board”), by and
through Disciplinary Screening Officer, BRADLEY ROBERTS, D.D.S,, and the Board’s counsel,
JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., of the law firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows

On January 21, 2005, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint received

from Ms. Barbara Zucker. On April 8, 2005, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint with the
Board.

2 On June 2, 2005, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint received from
Mr. Adam Lieberman On July 5, 2005, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint with the
Board  On September 21, 2005, the Board’s counsel notified Respondent of supplemental
information received from Ronald R. Levandoski, D.M.D. On September 26, 2005, the Board
notified Respondent of supplemental information received from Adam Lieberman

3 Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Bradley Roberts, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial
evidence as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498
(1986); and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see
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also NRS 233B.135(3)(e) and NRS 631.350(1), but not for any other purpose, finds there is
substantial evidence that Respondent rendered treatment below the standard of care to Barbara
Zucker in violation of NRS 631.3475(1).

4, Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Bradley Roberts, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial
evidence as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498
(1986), and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see
also NRS 233B.135(3)(e) and NRS 631.350(1), but not for any other purpose, finds there is
substantial evidence that Respondent rendered treatment below the standard of care to Adam
Lieberman in violation of NRS 631.3475(1)

5 Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in
State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986),, and see Minton
v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS 233B.135(3Xe)
and NRS 631.350(1), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits the treatment rendered to
Barbara Zucker was below the standard of care in violation of NRS 631.3475(1).

6 Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in
State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986),, and see Minton
v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS 233B.135(3)e)
and NRS 631.350(1), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits the treatment rendered to
Adam Lieberman was below the standard of care in violation of NRS 631.3475(1).

7 Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, the findings of Disciplinary
Screening Officer, Bradley Roberts, D.D.S., and the admission contained in paragraphs five (5) and

six (6) the parties have agreed to resolve the pending disciplinary action pursuant to the following

terms and conditions:

a. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(k), in addition to completing the required
continuing education, Respondent shall obtain a total of Twenty-Four (24)
additional hours in supplemental education. Twelve(12) hours of the
supplemental education must be received in the area of fixed prosthetics and

%the remaining Twelve (12) hours of the supplemental education must be
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received in the area of removable prosthetics. All supplemental education
must be completed within twelve (12) months of the approval of this
Stipulation by the Board. The supplemental education must be submitted in
wrting 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 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 twelve (12) months, Respondent agrees her
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 shall be automatically reinstated.
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
Respondent failure to comply with Paragraph 7(a). 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.

Respondent agrees to reimburse the Board for costs of the investigation and
to monitor this Stipulation in the amount of Five Thousand Dollars
($5,000.00), pursuant to the following payment schedule:

Within seven (7) days after Respondent has executed this Stipulation,
Respondent shall deliver to the Board’s office ( located at 6010 S.
Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A, Suite 1, Las Vegas, Nevada) a check made
payable to the Board in the initial amount of One Thousand Dollars
($1,000.00). If the Board does not adopt this Stipulation the One
Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00) will be returned in full to Respondent.

1| The remaining balance of Four Thousand Dollars ($4,000.00) will
made in two (2) payments to the Board. Payment one (1): Thirty
(30) days from adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent shall deliver
to the Board’s office a check made payable to the Board in the
amount of One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00). Payment two (2):
Sixty (60) days from adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent shall
deliver to the Board’s office a check made payable to the Board in the
amount of One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00). Payment three (3):
Ninety (90) days from adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent shall
deliver to the Board’s office a check made payable to the Board in the
amount of One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00). Payment four (4):
One hundred and twenty (120) days from adoption of this Stipulation,
Respondent shall deliver to the Board’s office a check made payable
to the Board in the amount of One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00).

Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1), Respondent agrees to reimburse Ms. Barbara
Zucker, the amount of Sixteen Thousand Dollars ($16,000.00) pursuant to
the following payment schedule:

] 4
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Within seven (7) days after Respondent has executed this Stipulation,
Respondent shall deliver to the Board’s office (located at 6010 S.
Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A, Suite 1, Las Vegas, Nevada) a check made
payable to Ms. Barbara Zucker in the initial amount of Two Thousand
Dollars ($2,000.00). If the Board does not adopt this Stipulation the
Two Thousand Dollar ($2,000.00) check made payable to Ms.
Barbara Zucker will be returned in to Respondent.

The remaining balance of Fourteen Thousand Dollars ($14,000.00)
will be made pursuant to following four (4) payments: Payment one
(1): Thirty (30) days from adoption of this Stipulation by the Board,
Respondent shall deliver to the Board a check made payable to Ms.
Barbara Zucker in the amount of Two Thousand Dollars ($2,000.00).
Payment two (2): Sixty (60) days from adoption of this Stipulation
by the Board, Respondent shall deliver to the Board a check made
payable to Ms. Barbara Zucker in the amount of Three Thousand
Dollars ($3,000.00). Payment three (3): Ninety (90) days from
adoption of this Stipulation by the Board, Respondent shall deliver to
the Board a check made payable to Ms. Barbara Zucker in the amount
of Four Thousand Dollars ($4,000.00). Payment four (4): One
Hundred Twenty (120) days from adoption of this Stipulation by the
Board, Respondent shall deliver to the Board a check made payable
to Ms. Barbara Zucker in the amount of Four Thousand Dollars
($4,000.00). Payment five (5): One Hundred Fifty (150) days from
adoption of this Stipulation by the Board, Respondent shall deliver to
the Board a check made payable to Ms. Barbara Zucker in the amount
of One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00).

Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1), Respondent agrees to reimburse Mr. Adam
Lieberman, the amount of Five Thousand Dollars ($5,000.00) pursuant to the |
following payment schedule:

1.

Within seven (7) days after Respondent has executed this Stipulation,
Respondent shall deliver to the Board’s office (located at 6010 S.
Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A, Suite 1, Las Vegas, Nevada) a check made
payable to Mr. Adam Lieberman in the initial amount of Two
Thousand Dollars ($2,000.00). If the Board does not adopt this
Stipulation the Two Thousand Dollar ($2,000.00) check made |
payable to Mr. Adam Lieberman will be returned in to Respondent.

The remaining balance of Three Thousand Dollars ($3,000.00) wil
be made pursuant to following two (2) payments: Payment one (1)
Thirty days (30) from adoption of this Stipulation by the Board
Respondent shall deliver to the Board a check made payable to Mr
Adam Lieberman in the amount of Two Thousand Dollar:
($2,000.00). Payment two (2): Sixty days (60) from adoption of thi
Stipulation by the Board, Respondent shall deliver to the Board :
check made payable to Mr, Adam Lieberman in the amount of On
Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00).

Page 4 of 7 -
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c. In the event Respondent fails to make payments pursuant to paragraphs 7(b)
or 7(c) or 7(d), 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 (825.00) for each day Respondent is in default on the
payments required by Paragraphs 7(b) or 7(c) or 7(d). Respondent may cure
any default regarding the payments set forth in Paragraphs 7(b) or 7(c) or 7(d)
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 of Nevada
without any further action necessary by the Board. 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 Respondent failure to
comply with Paragraphs 7(b) or 7(c) or 7(d). 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.

e 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.

f Respondent waives any right to have the amounts owed pursuant Paragraphs

7(a) and 7(b) and 7(d) discharged in bankruptcy.

CONSENT
8 Respondent has read all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees with
them in their entirety.
9. Respondent is aware by entering into this Stipulation he is waiving certain valuable
due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 233B and NAC 233B
10. Respondent expressly waives any right to challenge the Board for bias in deciding
whether or not to adopt this Stipulation in the event this matter was to proceed to a full Board
hearing,.
1 Respondent has reviewed the Stipulation with her attorney, Daniel E. Curriden,

Esquire, who has explained each and every provision contained in this Stipulation to the Respondent

12.  Respondent acknowledges she is consenting to this Stipulation voluntarily, without

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

13.  Respondent acknowledges no other promises in reference to the provisions contained
in this Stipulation have been made by any agent, employee, counsel or any person affiliated with the
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

14, Respondent acknowledges the provisions in this Stipulation contain the entire __
agreement between Respondent and the Board and the provisions of this Stipulation can only be
modified, in writing, with Board approval

15. Respondent agrees in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation she hereby waives
any and all rights to seek judicial review or otherwise to challenge or contest the validity of the
provisions contained in the Stipulation.

16.  This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting. It is understood
and stipulated the Board is free to accept or reject the Stipulation and, if the Stipulation is rejected
by the Board, further disciplinary action may be implemented. This Stipulation will only become
effective when the Board has approved the same in an open meeting. Should the Board adopt this
Stipulation, such adoption shall be considered a final disposition of a contested case and will become
a public record and shall be reported to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

DATED this 30 _day of M 2005

SUBSCRIBED and SW to before me
thismo day o%& 2005. B ——teeterer e

F e = ) NC' ARY PUBLIC i
, v gy STATE OF NEVADA §
_ el EACPONTUENT EX. 2. 142008
NOTARY PI#BLIC S = LERTIFICATE NO: 00461120-1

POPAOL LAl o o

DOOD

QVED AS TO FORM & CONTENT

L E. CURRIDEN, ESQ.
Respondent’s Counsel 2)
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Hearnng Officer

I The foregoing Stipulation wus a pru:;-'l:d.’diﬂppm‘b'ﬂ'd by 2 vote of the Nevada Stule Board
6 || of Dental Examiners at 4 properly noticed mieeting.

f
7§ | DATED this \F day of _\Deton 2003.
| [
8 ] |
N | NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS
i i' )
10§ i =
TO
( Prgeideat
12']
i 5".Eliti:n.wa!!\DEhTAL'BATFAGLL‘W‘HFDWL| WSthlarian, wod
.= 13 :
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i | |
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STATE OF NEVADA
BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD )
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, )
‘ CASE NO.: 05-1203
Complainant, )
) STIPULATION
Vs. )
MICHAEL J. STAFFORD,DD.S.,
)
Respondent.
‘ : )

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between MICHAEL J.
STAFFORD, D.D.S. (hereinafter “Respondent”), by and through his counsel CHARLES E. KELLY,
ESQ.,and THENEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinafter “Board”), by
and through Disciplinary Screening Officer, SAMUEL E. PICK, D.M.D., D.S.0,, and the Board’s
counsel, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., of the law firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as
follows:

1 On November 4, 2004, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint
received from Ms. Sandra Course. On November 24, 2005, Respondent filed an answer to the
complaint with the Board.

2. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Samuel Pick, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence
as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986);,
and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS
233B.135(3)(e) and NRS 631.350(1), but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial
evidence that Respondent rendered treatment below the standard of care to Sandra Course in

violation of NRS 631.3475(1).

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

. 7.
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State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986);, and see Minton
v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS 233B.135(3)(e)
and NRS 631.350(1), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits the treatment rendered to
Sandra Course was below the standard of care in violation of NRS 631.3475(1).

4, Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, the findings of Disciplinary
Screening Officer, Samuel Pick, D.D.S., D.S.0., and the admission contained in paragraph three (3)
the parties have agreed to resolve the pending disciplinary action pursuant to the following terms and
conditions:

a. Respondent agrees to reimburse the Board for costs of the investigation and
to monitor this Stipulation in the amount of One Thousand Five Hundred

Dollars ($1,500), pursuant to the following payment schedule:

Within fourteen (14) days after Respondent has executed this
Stipulation, Respondent shall deliver to the Board’s office ( located
at 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A, Suite 1, Las Vegas, Nevada) a
check made payable to the Board in the initial amount of Five
Hundred Dollars ($500.00). If the Board does not adopt this
Stipulation the Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00) will be returned in
full to Respondent.

iL. The remaining balance of One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00) will
made in two (2) payments to the Board. Payment one (1): Ninety
(90) days from adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent shall deliver
to the Board’s office a check made payable to the Board in the
amount of Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00). Payment two (2): One
hundred and eighty (180) days from adoption of this Stipulation,
Respondent shall deliver to the Board’s office a check made payable
to the Board in the amount of Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00).

b. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1), Respondent agrees to reimburse Ms. Sandra
Course, the amount of Five Thousand One Hundred and Ninety-Six Dollars
($5,196.00) pursuant to the following payment schedule
1. Within fourteen (14) days after Respondent has executed this

Stipulation, Respondent shall deliver to the Board’s office (located at
6010 S. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A, Suite 1, Las Vegas, Nevada) a check

made payable to Ms. Sandra Course in the initial amount of One
Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00). If the Board does not adopt this

CEFN %‘2
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Stipulation the One Thousand Dollar (§1,000.00) check made payable
to Ms. Sandra Course will be returned in to Respondent. ‘

i The remaining balance of Four Thousand One Hundred and Ninety-
Six Dollars ($4,196.00) will be made pursuant to following four (4)
payments: Payment one (1): Ninety (90) days from adoption of this
Stipulation by the Board, Respondent shall deliver to the Board a
check made payable to Ms. Sandra Course in the amount of One
Thousand Forty-Nine Dollars ($1,049.00.00). Payment two (2):
One hundred and eighty (180) days from adoption of this Stipulation
by the Board, Respondent shall deliver to the Board a check made
payable to Ms. Sandra Course in the amount of One Thousand Forty-
Nine Dollars ($1,049.00.00). Payment three (3): Two hundred and
seventy (270) days from adoption of this Stipulation by the Board,
Respondent shall deliver to the Board a check made payable to Ms.
Sandra Course in the amount of One Thousand Forty-Nine Dollars
($1,049.00.00). Payment four (4): Three hundred and sixty (360)
days from adoption of this Stipulation by the Board, Respondent shall
deliver to the Board a check made payable to Ms. Sandra Course in
the amount of One Thousand Forty-Nine Dollars ($1,049.00.00).

In the event Respondent fails to deliver any of the payments required pursuan*
to Paragraph(s) 4(a) or 4 (b), Respondent agrees his license to practic
dentistry in the State of Nevada shall automatically be suspended without an!
further action of the Board other than issuance of an order by the Executivi
Director. Failure to deliver payment would include any checks returned fo
insufficient funds. Respondent agrees to the payment of twenty-five dollar
($25.00) for each day Respondent fails to deliver any of the payment
required by Paragraph(s) 4(a) or 4(b). Respondent may cure any defaul
regarding the payments set forth in Paragraph(s) 4(a) or 4(b), by delivering t
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 o “|
any amount in default, plus the twenty-five dollar ($25.00) per day assessmen',
the Executive Director shall without any further action of the Board reinstate *
Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada, assumin

there are no other violations of any of the provisions contained in thi

Ew
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Stipulation. Respondent agrees to waive any right to seek injunctive relief”
from either the Nevada Federal District Court or the Nevada State Distric

Court to reinstate his license prior to curing any default on the amounts due

and owing.

Pursuant to N.R.S. 631.350(1)(f), Respondent, upon adoption of thi:
Stipulation shall not provide fixed prosthetic treatment(s) to patients unti
Respondent has completed the supplemental education as set forth i
paragraph 4(e) of this Stipulation. Upon completion of the supplementa’
education set forth in paragraph 4(e), Respondent may request in writing to th
Executive Director of the Board permission to resume treatment of patient
requiring fixed prosthetics. Upon receiving written permission from th
Executive Director, Respondent may commence treating patients requirin
fixed prosthetics pursuant to all the terms and conditions set forth in thi
Stipulation. Respondent shall allow either the Executive Director of th
Board and/or the agent appointed by the Executive Director of the Board t
monitor Respondent’s dental practice without notice during normal busines
hours to insure Respondent does not perform any fixed prosthetic treatment(:
until Respondent has completed the supplemental education as set forth i
paragraph 4(e). In the event the Executive Director receives substanti: *
evidence Respondent has performed fixed prosthetic treatment(s) prior f
completing the supplemental education required pursuant to paragraph 4(e
Respondent agrees his license to practice dentistry in the state of Nevada sha
automatically be suspended without any further action of the Board other th:
the issuance of an Order by the Executive Director. Respondent agrees
waive any right to seek injunctive relief from any Federal or State of Nevac

District Court to prevent the automatic suspension of Respondent’s license

E o

Page4of 8




W 0 NN s W N -

o S Y . T
A W bW N = O

18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

practice dentistry in the State of Nevada due to Respondent rendering fixec
prosthetic treatments prior to completing the supplemental education requirec
pursuant to paragraph 4(e). Thereafter Respondent may request a full Boarc'
hearing to reinstate his license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada.
Respondent shall also be responsible for any costs or attorney’s fees incurre¢
in the event the Board has to seek injunctive reliefto prevent Respondent fron
practicing dentistry during the period Respondent’s license is automaticall;

suspended.

Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1)(k), in addition to completing the require(’
continuing education, Respondent shall obtain a total of twelve (12) additiona’
hours of supplemental education in the following regarding fixed prosthetic
requiring hands-on clinical demonstration. All supplemental education mus
be completed within twelve (12) months of the approval of this Stipulation b
the Board. The supplemental education must be submitted in writing to th
Executive Director of the Board for approval prior to attendance. Upo
receipt of a written request to attend supplemental education, the Executiv
Director of the Board shall notify Respondent in writing whether the requeste |
supplemental education is approved for attendance. All costs associated wit
this supplemental education shall be paid by Respondent. Upon completio
of the supplemental education required for fixed prosthetics, Respondent ma
request permission from the Executive Director to reinstate her privileges t
treat patients requiring fixed prosthetics as set forth in paragraph 4(d) and 4(e
In the event Respondent fails to complete all of the supplemental educatio
within twelve (12) months of adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent agree
his license to practice dentistry in the state of Nevada shall automatically b

suspended without any further action of the Board other than the issuance ¢ ~
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an Order by the Executive Director. Upon submitting written proof of
completion of all the supplemental education, Respondent’s license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada will be automatically reinstated pursuant to
the terms and conditions of this Stipulation. 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 Respondent failure to comply with
Paragraph 4(e) 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 fails to cure any default in payment within forty-five
(45) days of the default, Respondent agrees the amount rinay be reduced to
judgment

g Respondent waives any right to have the amounts owed pursuant Paragraph
4(a) or 4(b) discharged in bankruptcy.

CONSENT
5 Respondent has read all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees with
them in their entirety
6 Respondent is aware by entering into this Stipulation he is waiving certain valuable

due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 63 NRS 233B and NAC 233B.

K Respondent expressly waives any right to challenge the Board for bias in deciding
whether or not to adopt this Stipulation in the event this matter was to proceed to a full Board hearing.

8. Respondent has reviewed the Stipulation with his attorney, Charles E. Kelly, Esquire,
who has explained each and every provision contained in this Stipulation to the Respondent

9. Respondent acknowledges he is consenting to this Stipulation voluntarily, without
coercion or duress and in the exercise of his own free will

CE S
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10.  Respondent acknowledges no other promises in reference to the provisions contained
in this Stipulation have been made by any agent, employee, counsel or any person affiliated with the
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

Respondent acknowledges the provisions in this Stipulation contain the entire
agreement between Respondent and the Board and the provisions of this Stipulation can only be
modified, in writing, with Board approval

12 Respondent agrees in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation he hereby waives any
and all rights to seek judicial review or otherwise to challenge or contest the validity of the provisions
contained in the Stipulation

13 This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting. It is understood
and stipulated the Board is free to accept or reject the Stipulation and, if the Stipulation is rejected
by the Board, further disciplinary action may be implemented This Stipulation will only become
effective when the Board has approved the same in an open meeting. Should the Board adopt this
Stipulation, such adoption shall be considered a final disposition of a contested case and will become
a public record and shall be reported to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

DATED this 24 dayot', 7 1/ 2005

{

SI‘B IBED lht1 *x‘ﬂ ( JI{N 1o hefore me

e B e vl > S ¢
this £ day' u T » 2005. >,  ROBBIEROSS
| ;1 i i L. Notary Public, State of MNeada ('
hi.- .4 Appoirtment No. 9951631
% _ 5 Monpt.FmesMard\‘Z.J!O?
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‘ FAX NO. : 2084 87:
"11/17/2008 11:07 FAX 762 386 8990 RALEIGE HUNT MCGARRY DRI Fu- 16 a7.1$r;1w::’
. — e ——— e e _E—'_'—_'_ . )
o -
& CONTENT

L 5 2o AMUEL PIE » DLD.8., B P ;
unt & _Gmy ’ Ccreenin Ofnmr QIma
Boa: Counsel Hearing Officer .

Tha foregning Supu!an on was approved/disapproved by & vote of the Nevada State Board of
Dental Examiners ata p{upeﬂy noticed mesting,

DATED this _"‘_‘i: day of _NSNou R 2005,

J
i

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

§\iluan. Huwn€ [DENTALS TAETORD Suiphiiacian. wpd
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STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD )
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, ) Case No. 05-1069
)
Complainant, )
)  STIPULATION
VS.
JAY K. SELZNICK, DMD,MD )
)
Respondent. )
)

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between JAY K. SELZNICK,
D.M.D., M.D. (Hereinafter “Respondent”), by and through his counsel, DAVID J. MORTENSEN, |
ESQ., and THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinafter “Board™) by
and through Disciplinary Screening Officer, LARRY DERMODY, D.D.S., and Board’s counsel,
JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., of the law firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows:

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

1. On December 4, 2003, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint |
recelved from Ms. Karyn Hopkins. On December 9, 2003, Respondent filed an answer to the
cormplaint.

2. On September 15, 2004, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint
received from Ms. Bettie Nelson. On September 27, 2004, Respondent filed an answer to the
complaint.

3. On November 8, 2004, the Board notificd Respondent of a verified complaint .

AVl
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received from Ms. Cherlyn Harris. On November 22, 2004, Respondent filed an answer to the
complaint.

4 On December 27, 2004, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint

received from Ms. Margaret Fraga. On January 6, 2005, the Board received a request for an |
extension to file an answer from David J. Mortensen, Esq. and authorized an extension until
February 8, 2005. Oun March 4, 2005, Respoudent filed an answer to the complaint.

5. On December 27, 2004, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint
received from Ms. Tina Cabrales. On January 6, 2005, the Board received a request for an extension
to file an answer from David J. Mortensen, Esq. and authonized an extension until February 8, 2005

On March 4, 2005, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint,

6. On December 27, 2004, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint

received from Ms. Shauna Williams. On January 6, 2005, the Board received a request for an

cxtension to file an answer from David J. Mortensen, Esq. and authorized an extension until

| February 8, 2005. On March 4, 2005, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint.

7. On December 27, 2004, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint |
received from Mr. Brian Salafia. On January 6, 2005, the Board received a request for an extension
to file an answer from David J. Mortensen, Esq. and authorized an extension until February 8, 2005.
On March 4, 2005, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint.

D P R GO ER’S FINDING!

8 Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening |

Officer, Larry Dermody, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence

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

DIM
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233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial evidence Respondent on
more than ons occasion failed to obtain an informed consent from patient(s) prior to rendering
dental treatments in violation of NRS 631.3475(1) & (4) and NAC 631.230(1)(c).

9 Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Larry Dermody, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proofolsubstantial cvidence |
as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986);
and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Ney. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS
233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial evidence Respondent on
more then one occasion rendered treatment which was below the standard of care in violation of |
NRS 631.3475(1) & (4) and NAC 631.230(1)(c) when Respondent extracted tecth from patients
who had not authorized those extraction(s).

10. Based upon the limiled investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening |

Officer, Larry Dermody, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence

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

and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS
233B.135(3)(c), but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial evidence Respondent failed
to notify the Board in writing by la!‘.él"-'_iﬁad mail of the service upon him of the filing of malpractice
complaints of Karyn Hopkins, Nir}hn}las Pearson, and Brian Salafia in violation of NAC 631.155(5).
il. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Scrcening
Officer, Larry Dermody, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proofofsubstantial evidence
as set forth in Stare, Emp. Secur:'.?u v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Ncv. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986);
and see Minton v. Board of Medi .:“:c.-f Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS

(), but not for any n:iher purpose, finds there is substantial evidence Respondent failed

bl
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to notify the Board in writing by certified mail that Respondent’s dental licenss in the State of New
York had been suspended due to non-payment of fees in violation of NAC 631.155(3).

12. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Larry Dermody, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence
as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); -
and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS
233B.133(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial evidence Respondent failed

to report to the Board he was convicted of onc count of felony filing of a False Tax Return in
violation of NAC 631,155(4).

13. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Larry Dermody, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proofof substantial evidence

as set forth m State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Horels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986);

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

233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, finds there is subslantial evidence Respondent’s
advertisemenls ¢laiming the services provided by Respondent are “Virtually Painless’ are in
vialation of NAC 631.270(1)(c).

14, Baged upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Larry Dermody, D.D.S.. applying the administrative burden of proofof substantial evidence
as set forth in Statve, Emp, Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986);
and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS
233B.135(3)(<). but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial evidence Respondent

submitted a false'Womed consent in violation of NAC 631.230(1)(2)
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1 RESPONDENT JAY K. SELZNICK. DMD. MD’S REPRESENTATIONS

2 AND AGREEMENT

3

. 15. Without identifying the patients who were falsely billed for dental scrvices readered

5 and applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in Stare, Emp.,

6 || Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); and see Minton v. Board

7 || of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS 233B.135(3)(e), but

81l not for any other purpose, Respondent DENIES that on more than one occasion, he violated NRS

? 631.3475(1) & (4) and NAC 631.230(1)(c) when Respondent failed to obtain an informed consent
1(: from patient(s) prior to rendering dental treatments. According to Respondent, although he admits
12 || the informed consent form he was using was inadequate, it is Respondent’s contention, contrary to
13 || the statements of the patients, that he never performed any procedure without explaining to the
14 patient what was going to be done and why it was being done.
15 16. Without identifying the patients or the specific incidents of treatment and applying
: the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in State, Emp. Security v.
18 Hilton Fotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); see also NRS 233B.135, and see
19 || Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS
20 || 233B.13 5(3)(e), but not for any other purposc, Respondent DENIES that on any occasion, he
21 violated NRS 631.3475(1) & (4) and NAC 63 1.230(1)(c) when Respondent extractcd teeth that were
2 not authorized by the patient(s) for extraction. According to Respondent, although he admits the
Z informed consent form he was using was inadequate, it is Respondent’s contention, contrary to the
25 || statements of the patients, that he pever performed any procedure without explaining to the patient
26 || what was going to be done and why it was being done.
27 Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidenc is set foﬁh in
é -5- DIM
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State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986),see also NRS
233B.135, and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994),
see aiso NRS 233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits to violaring NAC
631.155(5) when Respondent failed to notify the Board in a timely manner in writing by certified
mail of the service upon him of the fling of malpractice complaints of Karyn Hopkins, Nicholas
Pearson, and Brian Salafia. However, itis acknowledged that Respondent did report the malpractice
claims of Karyn Hopkins, Nicholas Pearson and Brian Salafia on Respondent’s annual license
renewals,

18 Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in
State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); see ulso NRS
233B. 135, and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994),
see ulso NRS 233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits to violating NAC
631.155(3) when Respondent failed to notify the Board in writing by certified mail that
Respondent’s dental license in the State of New York had been suspended due to non-paymeni of
fees

19 Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in
State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); and see Minton
v. Board of Medical Examiners] 10 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS 233B.135(3)(e),
but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits he failed to notify the Board in writing by certificd
mail of his conviction for filing a False Tax Return, a felony, in violation of NAC 631.155(4).
However, according to Respondent, he could not report the felony for filing a false tax retum

because a Federal Judge had sealed the case. Once the seal was lifted, Respondent reported his

(M

-6- DM

¢ a false tax retum on his 2004 license renewal.
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20. Applying the administrativé burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in
-‘?z.fale, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986),; and see Minton
Y, Board of Medical Examiners,110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see alsoNRS 233B.135(3)(e),
1

but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits his advertisements for “virtually painless” tooth

‘emoval were not in strict compliance with NAC 631.270(1)(c). However, Respondent believes

If this matter were to proceed to a full Board hearing, “Virtually Painless” tooth removal may be
intcrpretc:d as not being in violation of NAC 631.270(1)(c). Respondent, in the interest of his

batients, upon being presented with the information at the informal heanng regarding the possible

Yiolation of NAC 631 270(1)(c), immediately withdrew those advertisements containing the words :

;‘Virtually Painless”.

21 Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in
State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Horels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); and see Minton
\v.. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS

233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits that unbeknownst 10 him an

S )
© Vv ™

_ ‘:mployee made a late entry to the informed consent form of Shauna Williams. Subsequent to the :

late entry to the informed consent form and prior to this document being submitted to the Board by

N NN
5 2 8 8 8 =

27

Respondent, Respondent was aware that the informed consent form had been altered with the late

.crmy. By submitting the altered informed consent form Respondent admits he is responsible fora |

violation of NAC 631.230(1)(2)
STIPULATED AGREEMENT
22. Based upon the admissions contained in paragraphs 15 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 21,
| Respondent agrees to the following:

Pursuant to NRS 631.350(d), Respondent agrees to probation for a periofi of

8003
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three (3) years commencing upon adoption of this Stipulation. In the cvent

Respondent successfully completes the probationary period of three (3) years,

Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall be

reinstated to good standing. The probationary period shall be based on the

, .
following conditions:

i.

Upon adoption of this Stipulation by the Board, Respondent agrecs
to use an informed consent form provided by the Disciplinary
Screening Officer. The provided informed consent form must be
signed and maintained for every patient of record subsequent to the
adoption of this Stipulation. During the probationary pcriod,
Respondent;shall, with or without prior notice, grant access during
normal business hours to the assigncd Disciplinary Screening Officer |
and/or any agenl appointed by the Executive Director to inspect
patient charts and records to determine whether Respondent has
obtained an executed informed consent form prescribed by the
Disciplinary Screening Officer. Respondent, at the time ol
inspection, shall provide ai Respondent’s expense copies of any of
the patient fecords, charts, or billings requcsted by an agent of the
Board. Respondent’s failure to allow an inspection duting norma
business hours or failure to provide requested items shall be deemcx 7
tobe unprotiessional conduct causing Respondent’s license to practic:
dentisiry in the State of Nevada to be automatically ‘suspende‘

without any further action of the Board other than tjf\issuance pf an
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Rcis.pundem agrees he shall submit to the Board any and all documentation
rcgl,arding the terms of his probation entered into the Federal Court Case No.

CR-$-03-277-KID(RJ]).

19d LHIVEOR INOH HOITIVH

éspondmlt acknowledges he has completed a twelve m probgljonary

Order by the Executive Director. Further, in the svent the
Disciplinar}ri Screening Officer or agent assigned by the Executive
Director ﬂntis the reviewed records do not contain a signed informed
!

consent form prescribed by the Disciplinary Screening Officer, such
conduct sh_a_ll be deemed to be uaprofessional conduct causing
Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada to
be automatically suspended without any further action of the Board
other than the issuance of an Order by the Executive Director.

Respondent agrees any automatic suspension will remain in elfect
until such time as a full Board hearing is convensd to determine
whether Rf;sper:dent was justified in refusing to allow the
inspectiﬂn(s’; of Respondent’s dental practice during normal business
hours or m failing to provide copiss of requastad items or fo
determine if there is any justification for the informed consent form
prescribed by the Disciplinary Screening Officer not being signed by
the patient(s). Respondent waives any right to seek injunctive reliel
from either the Nevada Federal District Court or the Nevada State

District Court lo reinstate his automatically suspended license

pending a final decision by the Board.
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period and paid réstitution in the amount of two hundred and forty-six

thonsand dollars (3

a F%lse tax returnl

\ ]
pm;u alionary terms :

I

twa (72) hours, nof

responsible for nog

5

P"Gbﬂt'l'.]!.'l violation

seventy-two (72) hﬂ’

46,000.00) for his one count felony conviction for filing

tRespondent further agrees, in the event any other
levied, Respondent shall, in writing, within seventy-
% the Board’s Bxecutive Director. Respondent shall be

tying the Board’s Executive Director in writing within

iirs of any probation violations. Upon notification of a

l]h Executive Director, without any further hearing or

ucta}:m by the Humrqi | shall 1ssue an order suspending Respondent’s license to

practice dentistry i

I-ltl:}'e*.-'er_ rim'jngl
vm.ti*f't:s any right gl
privilege to practics!
i

Board

i{cgponf‘\eut, pursu
testﬂ as required by I
ﬁ?:.l:‘ and the regula
days, commencin
examination. The;

Monday of each ©

Respondent shall «

Respondent may rea:
|

:’rhe State of Nevada., Thereafter, when Respondent is in

J"uI].;! compliance '*il-?h the terms of Respondent’s federal probation,
I

est a hearing before the Board to reinstate his license.

EPT, e

endency of the heanng before the Board, Respondent
1 eel judicial review (State or Federal) to reinstate his

ci entistry in the State of Nevada pending a decision of the

r

‘t

mllt to NRS 631.350(1)(j), shall retake the jurisprudence

‘:- 631.240(2) on the contents and interpretation of NRS

rmm. of the Board. Respondent shall have ninety (90)
H

§:5E1p011 adophion of this Stipulation, to complete the re-
fel
flrisprudence examination is administered on the first
[k

‘onth at 10:00 am. and 2:00 p.m. at the Board's office.

ontact the Board to schedule a time to submit to the re-

|
|_.i_ =10 - D
I
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examination. In th
i

1§

B

i
|4
3

glevent Respondent fails to successfully complete the re-

examination v-*ithm'.nmct)r (90) days of adoption of this Stipulation,

Respondent agrees ags license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada

shall be automartical?
than issuancelg

letion ofthe I ;

in the State of Ne
pm 1sions of this S

anbi righl to sesk:
D1§h1ct Court to

i
to practice dentis
cmst}ly with Pam
COSts or attomey’s

Respondent’s licen

suspended without any further action of the Board
an order by the Executive Director. Upon successful
Exauﬁnatinn, Respondent’s license to practice dentistry

|

£: : ; ;
Lﬁuiannn are in compliance. Respondent agrees to waive

A
1

a will be automatically reinstated, assuming all other

ctive relief from any Federal or State of Nevada

¥ent the automatic suspension of Respondent’s license

5]

iﬁn the State of Nevada due to Respondent’s failure to
ph 22(d). Respondent shall also be responsible for any

ees incurred in the event the Board seeks injunctive relief
i

1
It
to yprevent Re@Taﬂmt from practicing dentistry during the period

’u
T 18 automatically suspended.
lI
i

Re%;ponckant, putsu..l%l 10 NRS 631.350(c), agrees to pay a fine in the amount

of Pnc Thousand

payable within (9

monitor Raspumi

ive Hundred (S1,500.00) Dollars. This amount shall be

gays of adoplion of this Stipulation by the Board.

probationary penj;‘ﬂ in the amount of Fifty-5ix Thousand Dollars

{Eiiﬁ,ﬂﬂﬂ.ﬂﬂj purstig

t to the following payment schedule:

i 39%33 33 payable to the Board commenecing sjx (6
i
r oH

| s DIM
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reimburse Kaqaimﬂapldns the sum of $712.00. Respondent shall deliver

oas, Nevada) a.

| -

months after lo the adoption of this Stipulation and
every six months therealler until the remaining
ba.la;'me is paid in full. Respondent may pre-pay any
amohnts in part or in full.

ant to NRS 521L 3501(1), upon adoption ofthis Stipulation, Respondent
|

he Board’s ofﬁc;:. (located at 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A, Smite 1, Las

?H‘lc‘tﬂk made payable to Karyn Hopkins in the amount of

2.00. Respondent agrees any outstandiﬁg balances due (if any) from

ryn Hopkins forplleged services rendered are hereby waived. Respondent
ces Karyn Hopkins is hereby relieved of any such obligation. Lastly,

spondent will net seek or initiate any action to collect any outstanding

balances (if any) due from Karyn Hopkins.

Pu)

rsuant to NRS 631.3501(1), upon adoption this Stipulation, Respondent

agyees any outstanding balances due (if any) from Bettie Nelson for alleged
i

services rendered %u—e hereby waived. Respondent agrees Bettie Nelson is

he

inf

tiate any action

| .
eby relieved of Ian}r such obligation. Lastly, Respondent will not seek or
|

collect any outstanding balances (1f any) due from Bettie

Nelson. It is acknowledged by the Board that Respondent did not receive any

compensation fro

rendered by Resp

Pu

shall reimburse CH

L]

rsuant to NRS

ithe Board’s offig

4

LI THAVOOR LNNH HOIATVY

]l Bettie Nelson or any third party for the alleged services

ndent.

Téjl .3501(1), upon adoption this Stipulation, Respondent

orlyn Harris the sum of $872.99. Respondent shall deliver

e (located al 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A, Suite 1, Las

0 1.2 DIM
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L Vegas, Nevada) a check made payable to Cherlyn Harris in the amount of

$872.99. Respondent agrees any outstanding balances due (if any) from

i . Cherlyn Harris for ;i_ﬂeged services rendered are hereby waived, Respondent
'5 agress Cherlyn Ha;ris is hereby relieved of any such obligation. Lastly,
6 Respondent will aT seek or initiate any action to collect any outstanding
7 balances (if any) due from Cherlyn Harris.

1 3 Pussuant to NRS 63]1 .3501(1), upon adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent
12 I shdll reimburse M?rgamt Fraga the sum of $687.00. Respondent shall
0l deliver to the Eﬂa::l‘s office (located at 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A,
12 Suite 1, Las VegasjNevada) a check made payable to Margaret Fraga in the
i3 | unt of $687.004 Respondent agrees any outstanding balances due (ifany)
14 fromn Margaret Fré.ga for alleged services rendersd are hereby waived.
15

Respondent agrees ‘Margarﬁl. Fraga is hereby relieved of any such obligation.

o Lastly, Respondent will not seek or initiate any action to collect any
18 outstanding balan . s (if any) due from Margaret Fraga.
19 | k. Pluant to NRS 631.3501(1), upon adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent
20 shill reimburse Tina Cabrales the sum of §1,362.00. Respondent shail
21 deliver to the Board’s office (located at 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd Bldg. A,
& {1 Suite 1, Las Vegasi, Nevada) a check made payable to Tina Cabralgcs in the
2; arnount of $1,36200. Respondent agrees any putstanding balances due (if
25t arty) from Tina Cabrales for alleged scrvices rendered are hereby waived.
26* | | ]ﬁaspundent agreaia Tina Cabrales is hereby relieved of any such obligation.
2?§ astly, Re.spnudeim will not seek or initiate any action togcollect any
&
] -13- DIM
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outstanding balances (if any) due from Tina Cabrales.

Pursuant to NRS 631.3501(1), upon adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent

shall reimburse Shauna Williams the sum of $631.00, Respondent shall

deliver to the Boa!:cll‘s office (located at 6010 S. Raimbow Blvd. Bldg. A,

Suife 1, Las Vegas, Nevada) a check made payable to Shauna Williams in the

ampunt of $651.00.{Respondent agrees any outstanding balances due (ifany)

from Shauna Williams for alleged services rendered are hereby waived.

Respondent agrees Shauna Williams is hereby relieved of any such

obfgaﬁon. Lastly, L\cspuﬂdent will not seek or initiate any action to collect
any outstanding ba!a.nccs (if any) due from Shauna Williams.

K
Pursuant to WRS 6211 A501(1), upon adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent

!

shdll reimburse Brian Salafia the sum of $1,144.00. Respondent shall

Su

arr}

an’

Re

deliver 1o the EﬂﬂJﬂ’s office (located at 6010 5. Rainbow Blvd. Blds. A,

te 1, Las Vegas, Nevada) a check made payable to Bnan Salafia in the
ount of $1,144.00, Respondent agrees any outstanding balapces due (if
/) from Brian Szlafia for alleged services rendered are hereby waived,

=pondent ugree:s_! Brian Salafia is herchy relieved of any such obligation.

Lastly, Respondmzj-.t will not seek or initiate any action to collect any

outstanding balan

Pu

!Q:S (if any) due from Brian Salafia.

suant to NRS 631.2501(1), upon adoption of this Stipulatien, Respondent

shhll reimburse Sophia Harris the sum of $168.00. Respondent shall deliver

19

spas, Nevada) alcheck made payable to Sophia Hairis in rjm amount of
i

the Board's office (located at 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A, Suite 1, Las

- 14 - DTNT
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$168.00. Respondent agrecs any outstanding balances due (if any) from

Sophia Harris for alleged services rendered are hereby waived. Respondent

agrees Sophia Harzis is hereby relieved of any such obligation. Lastly,

Regpondent will not seek or initiate any action to collect any outstanding

) frum Sophia Harris.

bTES (if any) d
Purguant to NRS 63 _;’35131 (1), upon adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent
shall reimburse Jer Anzalone the sum of $4,550.00. Respondent shall

deliver to the Bnaﬁiﬁ’is office (located at 6010 5. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A,

Suite 1, Las Vegas,Nevada) a check made payable to Jerry Anzalone in the

ampuni of $4,550.00. Respondent agrses any outstanding balances due (if

any) from Jerry Anzalone for allcged services vendered are hereby waived.

Rebpondent agrees Jerry Anvalone is hereby relieved of any such obligation.

Lasgtly, Responderz will not seek or initiate any action to collect any

outstanding balances (if any) due from Jerry Anzalone.

Pursuant to NRS Eﬁl 1.3501(1), upon adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent
|

shall reimburse Trz_fvis Black the sum of $717.00. Respondent shall dzliver

o

he Board’s office (located at 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg. A, Suite 1, Las

Vdgas, Nevada) aicheck made payable to Travis Black in the amount of

§77.00. Respon ent agrees any outstanding balances due (if any) from

Travis Black for afleged services rendered arc hereby waived. Respondent

agrecs Travis Black is hereby relieved of any such obligation. [astly,

Respondent will r_!nt seek or initiate any action to collect any outstanding

apces (if any) f'iuc from Travis Black.

Sl
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Pursuant to NRS Eijﬂ 501(1), upon adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent

shall reimburse T

_! thy Hanson the sum of $1,505.60. Respondent shall

delgver to the Enar 's office (located at 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd. Bldg A,

Sui

ife 1, Las Vegas, g\IEvada} acheck made payable to Timothy Hanson in the

.II

ameunt of $1,5{}5.5 .f Respondent agrees any outstanding balances due (if

anyp) from Timothy Hanson for alleged services rendered are hereby waived.

Respondent agrees Timothy Hanson is hereby relieved of any such oblization.
Lastly, Raspnncllcn[ will not seck or initiate any action to collect any

outstanding balanc?s;{ if any) due from Timothy Hanson.

£,

In the event Respoﬁnilem defaults on any of the payments set forth in cither

pag

agraph 22(e), o 22{1’} or 22(g), or 22(h), or 22(i), or 22(j), or 22(k), or

22(), or 22(m), or ?.I_{n}, or 22(o), or 22(p), or 22(q), Respondent agrees his

license to practics:déntisuy in the State of Nevada shall automatically be

suupr:ndcd mﬂmut ?m:,r further action of the Board other than issuance of an

ord

m

22

22

er by the Executive Director. Respondent agrees to pay a liquidated

s
dagnage amount of T wenty Five Dollars (325.00) for each day Respondent is

iefault on the pa,'m:nent of any of the amounts set forth in either paragraph

[e), or 22(f), or ?I(g} or 22(h), or 22(1), or 22(j), or 22(k), or 22(1), or

(m), or 22(n), 112'2{;:}, or 22(p), or 22(q). Upon curing the defauit of the

applicable defaﬁlté:lip aragraph, Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in

the State of Nevada will automati cally be reinstated by the Executor Director

I

ofjihe Board, assuming there are no other violations of any of the provisions

conitained in this jltipuiation Respondent shall also be responsible for any

1
!

- 16 - DIM
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w iuch his licen s,e 1" B Llspended Respondent agrees Lo waive any right to seek }
I

injunctive reb ef fi 15"“‘1311‘.11&' the Nevada Federal District Court or the Nevada |
: I
Stale District Com " reinstate his license prior to curing any default on the

= 'l 1
am :unts due and <

L.ng.

In th T’ ;
ampn l ‘either paragraph 22(e), or 22(f), or 22(g), or 22(h), or .
224) .;.| IEk) or 22(1), or 22(m), or 22(un), or 22(0), or 22(p), or |
2231) within fort’-*- ive (45) days of the default, Respondent agrees the
am-%':uunt may be::-rejmllzed to judgment by any Fedcral or State District Court |
in Eh vda. Respondent waives any right to have the amounts 7

ry?
224, or 2204, o or 22(m), or 22(n), or 22(o), or 22(p), or 22(q)
dihtha.rged n bamﬁrqptcy
Pn!;s :-EE §31.350(k), in addition to completing the required |
co It 1‘E:>r'1, Respondent shall obtain twenty (20) additional hours §
in ? T:lcanon relating to diagnosing for extraction of tecth and/o1
'mJLc: | "ﬁwenty (20) hours of the supplemental education must be
coRT | kwo (2) years of the adoption of this Stipulation by the

P

Board. A request ﬁL:gattend the supplemental education must be submitted ir
T'iting to obtainﬁ'irior written approval from the Executive Director of th

Board. Upon recl'gibt of a request to attend supplemental education, thr |

po-17- DIM
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Exeﬁutiveé Dimc:.tmé of the Board shall notify Respondent, in writing, of

approval of such af endance. All costs associated with this supplemental
[
education| shall: hﬂ paid by Respondent. In the event Respondent fails to

complete L"u-rem:,-' [ZE:} additional houts of supplemental eduecation related to
.‘ | {1

tooth e’ﬂrmtmn andf"ur mformed consent within two (2) years of the Board

adapting this Sﬁp ’ tion Respondent agrees his license to practice dentistry
|

in the State of Nwada shall automatically be suspended without any further

7 4 |

action of the an:&’btnar than issuance of an order by the Executive Director.

R ’spom:lem agr sl*the: suspension Order regarding Respondent’s failure to

. ¢ iF
currplem the supplémental education shall remain in effect until such time as

=

Rﬂ#punrlﬁrnt cémpietes the required supplemental education. Upon
i | '_- I i

sulﬁmittidg pruﬁf of completion of the supplemental education to the Board,
| =
g b .
rl:ua1 Executive Di’;-:{:cftm shall reinstate Respondent’s license 1o practice
.r ' :

dmﬁstw in thé Efaic of Nevada, assuming all other provisions of Lhis
Stﬂpulatmn arﬂm:mmphauce Respondent agrees in the event his license is
mlpended for f:alhirel to attend the supplemental education in the time allotted
pn.ujrsuant to 1!115 pl[alre;grapu Respondent waives any right to seek injunctive
rc1|‘!ief from e1t:lrlar| .‘Itl_}e Mevada Federal District Court or the Nevada State

| & ks e ; ) . )
District Flﬂu.rigtﬂi';:ehwstat: his license prior lo completion of the required
|

supplemental éd!}&:a.'tiun.

24|l <l
25 | 23, It is agqud thi Snpu_lam}n disposes of all issues, claims, complaints, alleged

ﬂolanons of NRS 631, I‘QAC L NR%IZSSB and/or NAC 233H, including but not limited to, the

H::np ns*BcttmNe],aﬁn Cherlyn Harris, Margaret Fraga, Tina Cgbrales, Shauna
i | ; r
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; Wmiams, Brian Salafia, Ti

-_Ir_lwesu gation Hearings f:uFr:leta

| E
1
8 10

|-
=L

'I. J
the

!
19
| -'.Iue process rights c:cmtamllmi in, k

' | 26.

] E-Eeari ng. |

.agrcement between Respondent and;the
: |

24, Responden

em in their entirety.

25. Rcspnnden{t is aw

whethar or not to adopt T]'t:s Stlpulatmn

‘T;ha has explained each a‘nd S

28.

2.
|

chembe:r 15, 2005, as WHH as a.n}r'.lssa]les

thasread alljuf

Respond ﬂm expressly :waﬁ

Respondﬁél has reﬁew,;ed

O
| !
!

I'mtbth}r' Hansnn Suphla Harris, Travis Black and Jerry Anzalone as of

ng;_-hced and/or raised in whole or in part at the Informal
|
d on I.ul}r '?,i 2004, May 13, 2005 and May 31, 2005.

'QHSENT

the provisions contained in this Stipulanon and agrees with
G I L

i )Y

g T

are hfi’ eut;:":ing into this Stipulation he is waiving certain valuable
E
ut pot lintited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 233B and NAC 233B.

r.:rn:igs any right to challenge the Board for bias in deciding
Ly
i il
i'm: the event this matter was to proceed lo a full Board
i (k.
U

t.hq Stipulation with his attorney, David J. Mariensen, Esq.,
8]

Y prc'wi?i on contained in this Stipulation to the Respondent.

|I ks
R.Esp(}ndtnt aclmowledgsé ¢ is consenting to this Stipulation voluntarily, without

l*; 1
hﬁs own free will.
| I

Resp andfmt ac lc:mwlcdg mr:: other promiges in reference to (he provisions contained
|I

M :_Nevada State Board of Dantal Exammeléi

30.

Respondent acl-*'cnc:w{édges-

modified in writing, w:t'lﬁ Board aPF:!"“ﬂ

: . 1:1 this Stipulation have been madeby.anyagtm employee, counsel or any person affilialed with the

the provisions in this Stipulation contan the entire

[ 1

ai)

-..ag“r

W I

E}mard and the provisions of this Stipulation can only be
i

q.'cnt the Board adopts this Stipulation, he hereby wiaives

aiLk ]lldlclal rqrw 3 ew!or otherwise 1o challenge or contest the validity of the
ol i
i I
o A
ik e DIM
Yk
4 [ o
5 I :‘I
! -
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o
apg]‘BWSJDns contained in ﬂm Stipulationt

i Y
' ;fa

I3

32, This Stlpuianc-n will be jo 1§ xdcre.d bythe Board inanopen meeting. Itis understood

]
"and stipulated the Board 1s| free to acwft J::i.r Tejact the Stipulation and, if the Stipulation 15 rejectad

B

E.:‘;y the Board, further dlsmphnary acti [qa.%r be implemented. This Stipulation will only become

3 i i

effn:cuve when the Board has approve Jﬂ:q s»amc in an open meeting. Should the Board adopt this
1:'\--

i
|

Snpuiatmn such adoption shali be conside c‘? afinal disposition of a contested case and will become
|

D cee oAl ihe W g )

a:puhlm record, If a.i:inptﬂd this Stipul 'nril shall also be reported to the National Praclilioners Data
|

'Bank i l

10.|
11

12 k1.

i
|
|
.I.
|
13 ;._
|

b4 i \
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RALEIGH, HUNT & »--

, P.C.

112 GARCES AVENUE

SUTTE 20
LAS VIIGAS, NEVADA 89101
{702) 386-4842

Zoo®

STATE OF NEVADA
BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, Case No. 1200-05
Complainant,
STIPULATION
V8.
)
GERALD P. RAMPTON, D.M.D. )
Respondent. 3
. — J

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between GERALD P. RAMPTON,
D.M.D. (hereinafter “Respondent”), by and through his counsel of record, DAVID B. LOCKIE,
ESQ., of the law firm of LOCKIE & MACFARLAN, LTD., the NEVADA STATE BOARD OF
DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinaftér “Board”), by and through Disciplinary Screening Officer.
BRADLEY ROBERTS, D.D.S., and Board’s counsel, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., of the law firm o
RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows: |

1. On October 21, 1996, Respondent entered into a Stipulation with the Board. Se:
attached Exhibit 1.

2. On December 9, 2004, the Board entered into a Stipulation with Ms. Michelle A
Scott, wherein Ms. Scott admitted on more than two occasions she had practiced dental hygiene in
the State of Nevada without a license while in the employment of Respondent in violation of NRS |
631.395(9).

3. On December 13, 2604, the Board notified Respondent of its complaint/authorized
investigation regarding whether Respondent’s employment of Ms. Micbelle A. Scott violated NRS
631.346. On December 29, 2004, Respondent filed an auswer to the complaint with the Board.

4, On May 11, 2005, Respondent was notified by the Board of an authorized

| investigation into Respondent’s prescription writing practices. On May 23, 2005, Respondent filed

Dpt /%'
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an answer to the authorized investigation.

5. On September 8, 2005, Respondent was arrested by Sgt. Thomas Higgins of the
Nevada Highway Patrol and was charged for the following:

l;ailurg. to stop at a stop sign.
Speeding in a construction zone.

Failure to yield to an emergency vehicle.
Obstructing/delaying a police officer.

Rsl::;1:".;‘!'.9,5l arrest.

Unl possession of Schedule IV prescription drugs.
Possession of dangerous drugs without a prescription.

During the arrest, Officer Higgins confiscated a schedule IV controlled substance in an
improper prescription bottle in Respondent’s right front pocket. See attached Exhibit 2.

PR e po o

6. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Bradley Roberts, D.D.S., applying the administrative standard of proof as set forth in Szaze,
Emp. Secwrity v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); and see Minton v.
Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS 233B.135(3)(e),
but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial evidence Respondent violated NRS
631.346(1) when Respondent employed Ms. Michelle A. Scott who subsequently performed on
more than two occasions hygiene treatments on Respondent’s patients.

“q. Respondent has been made aware that NRS 631.346(1) states;

The following acts, among others, copstitute unprofessional conduct:

1. Employing, directly or indirectly, apy student or any
suspended or unlicensed dentist, or dental hygienist to perform
operations of any kind to treat or correct the teeth or jaw , except as
provided in this chapter”;

7. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Bradley Roberts, D.D.S., applying thc administrative burden of proof of substantial
evidence as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hillon Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498
(1986), and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (l?). see
also NRS 233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, finds there is su‘nsrm?lf Tf?l

7

i
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13
14
15
16
17
13
19
20
21
22

24
25
26
27
28

Respondent on more than one occasion violated NRS 631.3475(5), when Respondent administered
a controlled substance that was not required to treat a dental patient.

8. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Bradley Roberts, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial
evidence as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498
(1986); and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see
also NRS 233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, finds there is substantial evidence
Respondent on more than one occasion violated NAC 631.230(1)(b), when Respondent wrote
prescriptions for controlled substances in such excessive amounts as to constitute a departure from
prevailing standards of acceptable dental practice.

9. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Bradley Roberts, D.D.S., applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial
evidence as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498
(1986), and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), sec
also NRS 233B.135(3)(e), there is substantial evidence that based upon Respondent’s possession of
a controlled substance not prescribed to Respondent, Respondent is in violation of NRS 631.349.

10.  Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in
State, EDP. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); and see Menton
v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS
233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits he unknowingly viqlated NRS
631.346(1) when Respondent employed Ms. Michelle A. Scott who subsequently preformed on
more than two (2) occasions hygiene treatments on Respondent’s patients.

11. Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth
in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); and see
Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS
233B.135(3)(e), but pot for any other purpose, Respondent admits on more than one occasion,
Respondent violated NRS 631.3475(5) when Respondent administered a controlled subst:

DBL Page 3 of 10
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was not required to treat a dental patient.

12. Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth
in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986); and see
Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS
I233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose, Respondent admits on more than one oceasion,
Respondent violated NAC 631.230(1)(b) when Respondent wrote prescriptions for controlled

substances in such excessive amounts as to constitute a departure from prevailing standards of
acceptable dental practice.

13.  Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth in
:State, Emp. Security v. Hiiton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986), and see Minton
V. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P.2d 1339 (1994). see also NRS
.233B.l35(3)(e), but not for any D_T.]:Lcr purpose, Respondent admits that he was arrested for failure
to stop at a stop sign, speeding, speeding in a construction zone, failure to yield to an emergency
vehicle, obstructing/delaying a police officer, resisting arrest, unlawful possession of Schedule [V
prescription drugs, and possession of dangerous drugs without a prescription. Respondent admits
that such conduct is constituted as unprofessional in the violation of NAC 631.3475

14.  Based upon the admissions contained in Paragraphs 11, 12, 13 and 14, Respondent
agrees to the following:

A. 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
progaticn shall be reportable to the National Practitioners Data Bank. Respondent’s
practice shall be supervised and monitored pursuant to the following terms and
conditions effective upon adoption of this Stipulation by the Board:

1 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 performed,
without notice. during normal 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 preseriptions issued by
Respondent during the probationary period must be in Respondent’s
handwriting and must have an original signature of Respondent. I ‘l'f“i :

DBL Page 4 of 10
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Respondent during the probationary period must be in Respondent’s
handwriting and must have an 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 information and shall be submitted

to the Executive Director of the Board on the first day of each month during
the probation period:

(@) patient's name;
Eb] date of issuance;
c) name of dentist who issued prescription;
(d) units and amount of controlled substance issued; and
(e)  reason for issuing the controlled substance,

O 0 a3 O A b WY e

ii In the event the Board's Executive Director has substantial evidence ta
believe Respondent has failed to comply with any of the provisions
contained in arag,ratﬁh 14(A)(i) the Executive Director, without any further
hearing or action by the Board, shall issue an order sus nding Respondent’s

10 license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada, T%Bmaﬂer, Respondent
may request a hearing before the Board but during the pendency of the
1 hearing before the Board, Respondent waives any right to seek judicial
review to reinstate his privilege to practice dentistry in the State of {\‘evada
12 pending a final Board hearing.
13 iii. In the event the Board’s Executive Director has substantial evidence to
believe Respondent has failed to comply with any of the provisions contained
14 inP 14(A)(i) during the pmll:?ationm? period, Respondent agrees to
surrender his License No. BR2732813 with the United States Department of
15 Justice, D.E.A. 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
16 Order of Suspension issued by the Executive Director. At the conclusion of
the three (3) year period, ndent may apply to the United States
17 Department of Justice, D.E.A. to have his License No. BR2732813 reinstated.
18 iv. In the event the Board’s Executive Director has substantial evidence to
believe Respondent has failed to comply with any of the provisions contained
19 in Paragrapﬁ 14(A)(1) during the probationary period, Respondent agrees to
[ surrender his License No. CS06086 with the Nevada State Board of
20 Pharmacy for Class II, Class IIN, Class III, Class TIIN, Class [V, and Class V
for a period of three (3) years commencing upon the date of the Order of
21 Suspension issued by the Executive Director. At the conclusion of the three
it (3) year period, Respondent may apply to the Nevada State Board of
22 Pharmacy to have his License No. CS06086 reinstated.
23 v In the event the Board’s Executive Director has substantial evidence to
believe Respondent has either issued or has caused to be issued prescriptions
24 for controlled substances identified as Class [J, Class IIN, Class III, Class
IIIN, Class IV or Class V subsequent to surrendering his United States
25 Department of Justice, D.E_A., License No. BR2732813 and Nevada State
Board of Pharmacy, License No. CS06086 the Executive Director, without
26 any further hearing or action by the Board, shall issue an Order revoking
Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada. Thereafter,
27 Respondent may request a hearing before the Board but during the pendency
of the hearing before the Board, Respondent waives any right t
28
boe
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review to reinstate his privilege to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada
pending a final Board hearing.

vi During the three (3) year probatio, 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 b{ the Executive Director of the
Board. Respondent shall be responsible for all costs incurred for the analysis
of urine and/or bodily fluids.

viii. 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, without any further hearing or action by the goard, shall issuc an
Order Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of
Nevada. Thercafter, Respondent may request a bearing before the Board to
reinstate Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in Nevada. ing the

ency 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.

(a) In 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. ., 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.

(b)  Respondent authorizes generated by the urinalysis and/or
bodily fluids testing to be ished 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.

Pursuant to NRS 631.350(d)&(h) Respondent agrees in the event Respondent is

laced on probation by Order of the Fourth Judicial District Court, Elko County then
%espondcnt shall be required to report and submit in writing to Board within seven
(7) days of such Order the terms and conditions of probation. In the event
Respondent is found to be in violations of any of the terms of his probation,
Respondent is required to report to the Board in writing within seven (7) days any
violations. Respondent further a; , in the event he is found to be in violation of
any of the terms or conditions of the probation the Boatd’s Executive Director upon
notification of a violation shall without any further action of the Board issue an
order suspending Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevade.
Thereafter, Respondent may petition the Board to reinstate his privilege to practice
dentistry in Nevada. During the pendency of Respondent’s petition for reinstatement,
Respondent waives any right to seek judicial review or injunctive relief estherirom
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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 pharmacology 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 su;s)ple'mental
education must be completed within one (1) year of the approval of this Stipulation
by the Board, The supplemental education must be sigmitncd in writing to the
Executive Director of the Board fm;:lpproval 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 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 (1) 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 gu'ector
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 of Nevada District Cowrt 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 14(C). Respondent shall also be responsible for any
costs or attorney’s fees incurred in the event the Board has to seck injunctive relief
to prevent Respondent from practicing dentistry during the period Respondent’s
license is automatically suspended.

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 five thousand($5,000.00) dollars within thirty (30) days of the Board’s
adoption of this Stipulation. This amount shall not be considered a fine and therefore
is not reportable to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

Respondent pursuant to NRS 631.350(c) agrees to pay a fine in the amount of one
hundred ($100.00) dollars upon adoption of this Stipulation by the Board and shall
be reportable to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

In the event Respondent fails to deliver to the Board the payment as required by
Paragraph 14(D) or 14(E), 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 14(D) or 14(E). Respondent may cure any default regarding the payment
set forth in Paragraph 14(D) or 14(E) 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 of Nevada without
any further action necessary by the Board.

Respondent, pursuant to NRS 631.350(1)(3), shall retake the jurisprudence test as
required by 631.240(2) on the contents and interpretation of NRS 631 and the
regulations of the Board. Respondent shall have ninety (90) days assuming adoption
of the Stipulation to complete the re-examination. The jurnisprudence examination
is administered on the first Monday of each month at 10;00 a.m. and 2:00 pgrest the
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regulations of the Board. Respondent shall have ninety (90) days assuming adoption
of the 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. atthe
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. 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 t's license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada due
to Respondent failure to comply with Paragraph 14(G). Respondent shall also be
responsible fﬂre?_ny costs or attorney's fewg-'i)ncm-red inthe c:vent thc(ll?ooani hﬂn;s to segs
injunctive relief to prevent Respondent from practicing dentistry uring the peri
Respondent’s license is automatically suspcuSed.

H. Respondent agrees to waive any right to seek injunctive relief from any Federal or
State of Nevada District Court to prevent the susEension of Respondent’s license to
gracticc dentistry in the State of Nevada duc to Respondent failure to comply with

aragraphs 14 (A) through 14(J). Respondent shall also be nsible for any costs
or attomey’s fees incurred in the event the Board has to injunctive relief to

prevent Respondent from practicing dentistry during the period Respondent’s license
1s automatically suspended.

L 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 Respondent waives any right to have the amounts owed pursuant Paragraph 14(D)
or 14(E) discharged in bankruptcy.
CONSENT

15 Respondent has read all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees with
them in their entirety,

16. Respondent is aware by entering into this Stipulation he is waiving certain valuable
due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 233B and NAC 233B.

17. Respondent expressly waives any right to challenge the Board for bias in deciding
whether or not to adopt this Stipulation in the event this matter was to proceed to a full Board
hearing.

18.  Respondent has reviewed the Stipulation with his attorney, David B. Lockie, Esquire,
who has explained each and every provision contained in this Stipulation to the Respond i{j N

//
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19.  Respondent acknowledges he is consenting to this Stipulation voluntarily, without
coercion or duress and in the exercise of his own free will.

20.  Respondentacknowledges no other promises in reference to the provisions contained
in this Stipulation have been made by any agent, employee, counsel or any person affiliated with the
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. !

21.  Respondent acknowledges the provisions in this Stipulation contain the eqtu'c
agreement between Respondent and the Board and the provisions of this Stipulation can only be
modified, in writing, with Board approval.

22.  Respondent agrees in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation he hereby waives
any and all rights to seek judicial review or otherwise to challenge or contest the validity of the
provisions contained in the Stipulation.

23.  This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting. It is understood
and stipulated the Board is free to accept or reject the Stipulation and, if the Stipulation is rejected
by the Board, further disciplinary action may be implemented. This Stipulation will only become
effective when the Board has approved the same in an open meeting. Should the Board adopt this
Stipulation, such adoption shall be considered a final disposition of a contested case and will become
a public record and shall be reported to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

DATED this _;ﬁ‘ day of December, 2005. ’
GER /

GERALD P. RAMPTON, D.M.D.
Respondent

SUBS ED an WORN to before me
this_OS4™ day of _\ ex— _ ,2005.

,L\;( gl L ’?-gf-i{,{‘klu!
NOTARY PUBLIC H\)

r
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Hunt & Mc(}any P.C. Discipli Screening Officer/Informal
Bafird Counsel Hearing Officer

|

|
APPROVED AS TO FORM & CONTENT
s

Dﬂ% B) LDCKIE ESQ.
| Lockis & Macfarlan, Ltd.
Counsel for Respﬁnden‘t

The foregoing Stipulation was approved/disapproved by a vote of the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners at a properly noticed meeting,.

DATED this = day of —daesurseat 209&.@

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

26 |
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