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NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS
6010 South Rainbow Boulevard, Ste A-1
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118

Videoconferencing was available at the Board office, 6010 § Rainbow Boulevard, Suite A-1, in Las Vegas and at the Nevada
State Board of Medical Examiners located at 1105 Terminal Way, Suite 301, Reno, NV 89502

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING

Friday, August 1, 2014
8:14 a.m.
DRAFT MINUTES

INFECTION CONTROL RESOURCE GROUP
(Chair: Mrs, Villigan; Dr. Blasco; Dr. Champagne; Dr. Pisani; Ms. Solie; Mrs. Wark)

Please Note: The Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners may 1) address agenda items out of sequence to accommodate persons appearing before
the Board or to aid the efficiency or effectiveness of the meeting; 2) combine items for consideration by the public body; 3) pull or remave items from
the agenda at any time. The Board may convene in closed session to consider the character, alleged misconduct, professional competence or physical
or mental health of 2 person. See NRS 241.030. Prior to the commencement and conclusion of a contested case or a quasi judicial proceeding that
may affect the due process rights of an individual the board may refuse to consider public comment. $ee NRS 233B.126.

At the discretion of the Chair, public comment is welcomed by the Board, but will be heard only when that item is reached and will be limited to five
minutes per person. A public comment time will also be available as the last item on the agenda. The Chair may allow additional time to be given a
speaker as time allows and in his/her sole discretion. Once all items on the agenda are completed the meeting will adjourn.

Asterisks (*} denote items on which the Board may take action.
Action by the Board on an item may be ro approve, deny, amend, or table.

L Call to Order, roll call, and establish quorum

Mrs. Villigan called the meeting to order and Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel conducted the following roll call:

Mrs. Leslea Villigan: PRESENT
Dr. Byron Blasco PRESENT
Dr. Gregory Pisani PRESENT
Dr. Jason Champagne PRESENT
Mrs. Lisa Wark EXCUSED
Ms. Caryn L Solie PRESENT

Others Present: John Hunt, Board Legal Counsel; Debra Shaffer-Kugel, Executive Director.

Public Attendees: Elvira Kajans, RDH (via teleconference); Gail Corthell, RDH (via teleconference); Kelly Taylor, RDH;
Shari Peterson, CSN/NDHA; Nelson Lasiter, DMD; Samantha Pivetz, Ferrari Public Affairs; Donna Hellwinkel, DDS;
Alex Tanchek for Neena Laxalt, NDHA; James Mann, DDS; Chris Garvey, Oral Health Nevada; Syd McKenzie, Oral
Health Nevada; Lynn Ann Bethel, Oral Health Nevada; Christine Openshaw, Oral Health Nevada.

2 Public Comment: No public comment.

Note: No vote may be taken upon a matter raised under this item of the agenda until the matter itself has been
specifically included on an agenda as an item upon which action may be taken. (NRS 241.020)

*3. Review, Discussion, and possible Recommendations regarding Infection Control (CDC) Guidelines and the
Infection Control Audit Form (For Possible Action)

(a) Report from Leslea Villigan, RDH regarding OSAP Meeting
August 1, 2014 IC Resource Group Meeting Minutes Page 10f 3
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Mrs, Villigan went over the report that she provided for the Board books. She indicated that the links of classes listed on
her report are the ones she attended. Mrs. Villigan indicated that per FDA regulations, all diamond coated burs and
instruments are defined as single use items; therefore, anything that is diamond coated is to be of single use only.

*(b) Review, Discussion, and possible Recommendations regarding OSAP materials and information
(For Possible Action)

No discussion.

*(c) Review, Discussion and possible Recommendations regarding the Infection Control Audit Form
(For Possible Action)

All looked at the audit form provided and the recommendation from Dr. Donna Hellwinkel. Dr. Hellwinkel was invited
to step forward and speak to the members. Dr. Hellwinkel explained her reasons for the recommendations and indicated
that she and Dr. Lynn Brosy both provided the recommendations. She commented to the Board that based on their
experience, they would like to streamline the audit form as there seems to be a lot of redundancy. She went over the
recommendations she submitted and explained the reasons that led to the recommendations. She noted that on pages 3
& 4 of the audit form, the biggest issue is record keeping; that dentists do not comprehend what information they are
supposed to retain. Additionally, some of the dentists are not as organized and are not able to provide the evaluators with
the information that they are seeking during an inspection. She emphasized the importance of requiring thar the licensee
(owning dentist) be present during an inspection visit. Dr. Hellwinkel noted to the committee that the northern
inspectors grant the licensees time to correct issues that can be easily fixed; upon them correcting the issue, the
inspector, then, submits the audit form to the Board office. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel indicated that the denrist is provided a
copy of the audit form when they submit the request for the inspection so that they are well aware of what the inspectors
will be looking for. Mr. Hunt commented that with the adoption of the new regulation, summary suspension is available
on initial and random inspections without requiring for it to go before the Board for approval. He further noted that the
inspectors are encouraged to work with the dentists, as the Board’s main concern is protecting the public. He noted that
when there are critical errors, the dentists can voluntarily agree to discontinue practice until the critical error is
corrected. Mrs. Villigan remarked how the auditors work vigorously and go out of their way to assist practices to
understand the guidelines, and help educate the licensees on the infection control requirements.

Mrs. Corthell commented that as an inspector she sees a lot of confusion on question 22 regarding vaccination records;
due to the ambiguity, it leads them to ask for childhood vaccination records. Mrs. Villigan read the list of vaccinations
that are recommended, and suggested that they consider including them on the audit form. (List attached for the record).
Dr. Blasco inquired on how an individual would be able to furnish proof of receiving a vaccination at the grocery store or
pharmacy. It was suggested that the committee could draft a form for them to have the pharmacy technician
administering the vaccine fill out to attest they have been given a certain vaccination. Another suggestion was to have the
employer draft 2 document for the employee to complete attesting that they have been inoculated. Mrs. Villigan
indicated that an employee could always do Titer testing to show that they have been vaccinated. Mr. Hunt commented
that question number 22 could be eliminated from the form. Reason being that the individual can attest by signing a
document that they received the recommended vaccinations, which the information requested in number 22, is already
covered in items 20 & 21. He further indicated that an individual can attest or deny attesting that they have been
inoculated. Mrs. Solie noted that question number 10 was asking for the same information as number 21. Mr. Hunt
suggested eliminating question mumber 10 since it is redundant, Mrs. Peterson commented to the committee that as of
1998 all academic institutions health programs are required to confirm several vaccinations for all students, which they
require titer testing, Therefore, all health care programs in the academic institutions require proof of vaccinations,

Dr. Hellwinkel suggested that they remove listing specific vaccinations. Mrs. Villigan indicated that they could change
the language to read that they should abide by the most current recommendations o f the CDC. Mr. Hunt noted to Mrs.
Villigan that the current regulation states the adoption of the 2003 and 2008 recommendations. Therefore, the 2011
changes cannot be adopted without having to amend the regulation to read the most recently approved recommendations
as stated in the CDC guidelines. He indicated that in October, the Board can adopt the 2011 CDC guidelines regarding
vaccinations. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel inquired for clarification that as long as there is record of an employee either attesting
or declining 2 vaccination, the office is considered to be in compliance. The committee members affirmed her inquiry.
Mrs. Villigan indicated that in reviewing the recommendations from Dr. Hellwinkel, she agreed that they would make the
audit form more streamlined. However, as a committee, they would have to review all the recommendations and consider
making changes accordingly. The committee went through the list of recommendations received and referenced the
August 1, 2014 1C Resource Group Meeting Minutes Page2 0l 3



current audit form while doing so. Dr. Hellwinkel clarified some of the reasons for her suggestions. Mrs. Villigan
suggested thar the committee possibly consider approving the recommendations and replacing them with pages 1 and 2
of the current audit form. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel suggested that, perhaps, they make a motion to create a new document
using the recommendations from Dr. Hellwinkel.

MOTION: Blasco made the motion to take into consideration the recommendations and create a replicate form to
present at the next meeting as a condensed form of the recommendations and guidelines. Mr. Hunt suggested amending
the motion to approve that the audit form be revised to implement the recommendations and other suggestions discussed
in the meeting, in which case the committee is to present the amended form to the Board with an additional
recommendation that they adopt the 2011 CDC changes, Dr. Blasco agreed to the suggested language of the motion.
Motion was seconded by Dr. Pisani. Discussion: Mrs. Villigan noted that on the back of the suggestions, it recommends
changes regarding sterile surgical gloves from alevel I to a Level I, Committee was in agreement to proceed with the
recommendations. All were in favor.

Dr. Hellwinkel inquired of Mrs. Villigan what the FDA was now requiring, as she mentioned in her report from the
OSAP meeting. Mrs. Villigan indicated thar diamond coated equipment or instruments, per the FDA’s stance, are only for
single use. Furthermore, that it would be the licensee’s responsibility to read the manual regarding sterilization.
However, it is to be assumed that if there are no manuals provided they are of single use only. She expressed her opinion
that there was no harm in inspectors knowing such information. Mrs. Solie suggested that the Board provide parts of the
report in the newsletter as an informational piece regarding the FDA stance on anything diamond coated. Mrs. Shaffer-
Kugel indicated that they office staif could Joad the information to the Board website along with the other CDC
information.

Dr. Hellwinkel inquired if Board staff, when scheduling the inspections, could require that the licensee be present
for an inspection, Mr, Hunt commented that if it is an inirial inspection, they could require that the owning dentist be
present. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel commented that they will add to the initial inspection form language stating that they by
subrmitting the initial inspection request they are agreeing to be present for the inspection. For the record, Mr. Hunt
noted to the committee tha this is an administrative change that would not require Board approval.

With regards to random inspections, Mrs. Solie inquired if it would be an issue for the owning dentist to be
present for an inspection. Mrs. Villigan indicated to her that they are given notice that they have been selected for a
random inspection. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel noted to the committee members that some dentists have multiple practices, and
therefore, sometimes designate a full-time dentist to a specific destination. Mr. Hunt indicated that should action need
to be taken, the owner is ultimately the one responsible not a designated licensee or staff member. Therefore, the notice
should state that the owner of the practice is required to be present for the inspection. He noted to the committee
members that the regulation states that the owner of the practice must submit the initial inspection request; therefore,
the Board requests the owning dentist must be present. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel indicated to the committee that the form will
be changed to state the owner of the practice must be present in accordance with the regulation, not the representing
agent.

4. Public Comment: No public comment.

Note: No vote may be taken upon a matter raised under this item of the agenda until the matter itself has been specifically included on
an agenda as an item upon which action may be taken. (NRS 241.020)

5. Announcements: Mrs. Villigan suggested that the Board consider sending a few inspectors to receive training at the
OSAP boot camp and then have them train the other inspectors,

*6. Adjournment (For Possible Action) MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to adjourn. Motion was seconded by Dr.
Pisani. All were in favor. 9:42 am

Meceting adjourned at 9:42 am.

Respectfully submitted by:

Debra Shaffer-Kugel, Executive Director
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/ . . .
Healthcare Personnel Vaccination Recommendations’

Vaccine Recommendations in brief

Hepatitis B Give 3-dose series (dose #1 now, #2 in 1 month, #3 approximately 5 months after #2). Give IM. Obtain anti-
HBs serclogic testing 1-2 months after dose #3.

Influenza Give 1 dose of influenza vaccine annually. Give inactivated injectable vaccine intramuscularly or live attenu-
ated influenza vaccine (LAIV) intranasally.

MMR For healthcare personnel (HCP) born in 1957 or later without serologic evidence of immunity or prior
vaccination, give 2 doses of MMR, 4 weeks apart. For HCP born prior to 1957, see below. Give SC.

Varicella For HCP who have no serologic proof of immunity, prior vaccination, or history of varicella disease, give 2

(chickenpox} doses of varicella vaccine, 4 weeks apart. Give SC.

Tetanus, diphtheria, | Give a dose of Tdap as soon as feasible to all HCP who have not received Tdap previously and to pregnant

pertussis HCP with each pregnancy (see below). Give Td boosters every 10 years thereafter. Give IM.

Meningococcal Give 1 dose to microbiologists who are routinely exposed to isolates of N. meningitidis and boost every 5 years
if risk continues. Give MCV4 IM; if necessary to use MPSV4, give SC,

Hepatitis A, typhoid, and polio vaccines are not routinely recommended for HCP who may have on-the-job exposure to fecal material.

Hepatitis B

Healthcare personnel (HCP) who perform tasks that may involve exposure to
blood or body fluids should receive a 3-dose series of hepatitis B vaccine at
0-, 1-, and 6-month intervals. Test for hepatitis B surface antibody (anti-HBs)
to document immunity 1-2 months after dose #3.

« If anti-HBs is at least 10 mIU/mL (positive), the patient is immune. No _

after the first birthday and separated by 28 days or more, and at least I dose
of live rubella vaccine). HCP with 2 documented doses of MMR are not
recommended to be serologically tested for immunity; but if they are tested
and resuits are negative or equivocal for measles, mumps, and/or rubella,
these HCP should be considered to have presumptive evidence of immunity

further serologic testing or vaccination is recommended.

* If anti-HBs is less than 10 mIU/mL (negative), the patient is unpro-
tected from hepatitis B virus (HBV) infection; revaccinate with a
3-dose series. Retest anti-HBs 1-2 months after dose #3.

— If anti-HBs is positive, the patient is immune. No further testing or vac-
cination is recommended.

! —If anti-HBs is negative after 6 doses of vaccine, patient is a non-responder.

. For non-responders: HCP who are non-responders should be considered

susceptible to HBV and should be counseled regarding precantions to pre-
vent HBV infection and the need to obtain HBIG prophylaxis for any known
or probable parenteral exposure to hepatitis B surface antigen (HBsAg)-
positive blood or blood with unknown HBsAg status.! It is also possible
that non-responders are people who are HBsAg positive. Testing should
be considered. HCP found to be HBsAg positive should be counseled and
medically evaluated.

Note: Anti-HBs testing is not recommended routinely for all previously vacci-
nated HCP who were not tested 1-2 months after their original vaccine series.
However, pre-exposure testing may be preferred for trainees, certain occupa-
tions, and HCP working in certain populations. For details see reference 2.

influenza

AILHCP, including physicians, nurses, paramedics, emergency medical tech-
nicians, employees of nursing homes and chronic care facilities, students in
these professions, and volunteers, should receive annual vaccination against
influenza. Live attenuated influenza vaccine (LATV) may be given only to
non-pregnant healthy HCP age 49 years and younger. Inactivated injectable
influenza vaccine (IIV) is preferred over LAIV for HCP who are in close
contact with severely immunosuppressed people (e.g., stem cell transplant
patients) when patients require protective isolation.

Measles, Mumps, Rubella (MMR}

HCP who work in medical facilities should be immune to measles, mumps,

and rubella.

* HCP born in 1957 or later can be considered immune to measles, mumps,
or rubella only if they have documentation of (a) laboratory confirmation of
disease or immunity or (b) appropriate vaccination against measles, mumps,
and rubella (i.e., 2 doses of live measles and murnps vaccines given on or

IMMUNIZATION ACTION COALITION SaintPaul, Minnesota

to measles, mumps, and/or rubella and are not in need of additional MMR
doses.

* Although birth before 1957 generally is considered acceptable evidence of
measles, mumps, and rubella immunity, healthcare facilities should con-
sider recommending 2 doses of MMR vaccine routinely to unvaccinated
HCP bomm before 1957 who do not have laboratory evidence of disease or
immunity to measles and/or mumps, and should consider 1 dose of MMR
for HCP with no Iaboratory evidence of disease or immunity to rubella,
For these same HCP who do not have evidence of immunity, healthcare
facilities should recommend 2 doses of MMR vaccine during an outbreak
of measles or mumps and 1 dose during an outbreak of rubella.

Varicella

It is recommended that all HCP be immune to varicella. Evidence of immunity
in HCP includes documentation of 2 doses of varicella vaccine given at least 28
days apart, history of varicella or herpes zoster based on physician diagnosis,
laboratory evidence of immunity, or laboratory confirmation of disease.

Tetanus/Diphtheria/Pertussis (Td/Tdap}

All HCPs who have not or are unsure if they have previously received a dose
of Tdap should receive a dose of Tdap as soon as feasible, without regard to
the interval since the previous dose of Td. Pregnant HCP need to get repeat
doses during each pregnancy. All HCPs should then receive Td boosters
every 10 years thereafter.

Meningocecccal
Vaccination with MCV4 is recommended for microbiologists who are rou-
tinely exposed to isolates of N. meningitidis.

References
1. CDC. Immunization of Health-Care Personnel: Recommendations of the Advisory Com-
mittee on Immunization Practices (ACIP). MMWR, 2011; 60(RR-7).

2, CDC. CDC Guidance for Evaluating Health-Care Personnel for Hepatitis B Virus Protec-
tion and for Administering Postexposure Management, MMWR, 2013; 62(10):1-19.
For additional specific ACIP recommendations, refer to the official ACIP statements
published in MMWR. To obtain copies, visit CDC’s website at www.cde_gov/vaccines/
pubs/ACIP-list.htm; or visit the Immunization Action Coalition (IAC) website at www.

immunize.org/acip,

Technical content reviewed by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

* 651-647-9009 - www.immunize.org = www.vaccineinformation.org

www.immunize.orgfcatg.d/p2017.0df « ltem #P2017 (3714)
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NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS
6010 South Rainbow Boulevard, Ste A-1
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118

Videoconferencing was available at the Board office, 6010 S Rainbow Boulevard, Suite A-1, in Las Vegas and at the
Nevada State Board of Medical Examiners located at 1105 Terminal Way, Suite 301, Reno, NV 89502

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING

Friday, August 1, 2014
10:40 a.m.

DRAFT MINUTES

Please Note: The Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners may 1) address agenda items out of sequence to accommodate
persons appearing before the Board or to aid the efficiency or effectiveness of the meeting; 2) combine items for consideration by
the public body; 3) pull or remove items from the agenda at any time. The Board may convene in closed session to consider the
character, alleged misconduct, professional competence or physical or mental health of a person, See NRS 241.030. Prior to the
commencement and conclusion of a contested case or a quasi judicial proceeding that may affect the due process rights of an
individual the board may refuse to consider public comment. See NRS 233B.126.

At the discretion of the Chair, public comment is welcomed by the Boatd, but will be heard only when that item is reached and
will be limited to five minutes per person. A public comment time will also be available as the last item on the agenda. The
Chair may allow additional time to be given a speaker as time allows and in his/her sole discretion. Once all items on the agenda
are completed the meeting will adjourn.

Asterisks (*} denote items on which the Board may take action.
Action by the Board on an item may be to approve, deny, amend, or table.

1. Call to Order, roll call, and establish quorum
Dr. Kinard called the meeting to order and Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel conducted the following roll call:

Dr. ] Gordon Kinard PRESENT
Dr. J Stephen Sill PRESENT
Dr, Timothy Pinther PRESENT
Dr. Jade Miller PRESENT
Dr. Gregory Pisani PRESENT
Dr. Byron Blasco PRESENT
Dr. Jason Champagne PRESENT
Mrs. Leslea Villigan PRESENT
Mrs. Theresa Guillen PRESENT
Ms. Caryn Solie PRESENT
Mrs. Lisa Wark EXCUSED

Others Present: John Hunt, Board Legal Counsel; Debra Shaffer-Kugel, Executive Director.
Public Attendees: Gregory Greenwood, DDS; Shari Peterson, CSN/NDHA: Kelly Taylor, RDH; Antonina Capurro,

DMD; Samantha Pivetz, Ferrari Public Affairs; Chris Garvey Oral Health NV; Lynn Ann Bethel, Oral Health NV;
Christine Openshaw, Oral Health NV; James Mann, DDS; Alex Tanchek for Neena Laxalt, NDHA.

2. Public Comment: No public comments were made.

August 1, 2014 Board Meeting Minutes Page 1 of 11



Note: No vote may be taken upon a matter raised under this item of the agenda until the matter itself has
been specifically included on an agenda as an item upon which action may be taken. (NRS 241.020)

*3. Executive Director’s Report (For Possible Action)

*a. Minutes-NRS 631.190 (For Possible Action)
(1) Continuing Education Resource Meeting - (06/27/2014)

Dr. Pisani commented that he wanted to clarify on page 12 of 12 that Dr. Champagne will be a management service
and will not be hiring a management service. Dr. Champagne clarified that he hired a management service, and that
he owns the management group that he hired. He added that his company could potentially offer services to other
practices. Dr. Miller inquired of the document that was discussed at the committee meeting that they would use as
a review guide and if it could be added to the record of the CE resource group meeting, Mrs. Peterson indicated that
she provided the document in question to Dr. Blasco.

MOTION: Dr. Pisani made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Mrs. Guillen. All were in favor.
(2) Board Meeting- (06/27/2014)
MOTION: Ms. Solie made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Dr. Champagne. All were in favor.
(3) Board Meeting-(07/03/2014)
MOTION: Dr. Miller made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Dr. Pinther. All were in favor.
*b. Financials-NRS 631.180 (For Possible Action)

(1) Review Balance Sheet and Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Balances for period ending
June 30, 2014 (For Possible Action)

Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel indicated that the information provided finalizes the Fiscal Year 2014 budget. Mrs. Hummel
indicated that she would like to review the budget with the Board. She indicated that they were over budget on
revenue by $55,000, due to an increase in the licensure applications. She went over the expenses and the several
ways the Board saved and came in under-budget. She added that in toral they ended with a savings of $187,000 that
they can move into their reserves. Dr, Miller inquired on the increase in fees for the permit applications, which
Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel indicated that the fee changes did not go into effect until July 2014, which would be part of Fiscal
Year 2015. Dr. Miller acknowledged the Board staff, Mrs. Hummel, and the Budget and Finance committee for their
hard work in turning the Board's finances around and in the right direction; he thanked them for all they have done.

*c. Contracts: NRS 631.160 (For Pessible Action}
(1) Graphic Imaging, Inc
Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel noted to the Board that the copy of the contract was provided to them in their Board book. She
further noted that they budgeted for these services to be done in the FY15 budget, which the budget was approved at
a previous Board meeting. She pointed out to the Board that the company does do imaging projects for other state
agencies, specifically the Gaming Board. She indicated that they anticipate the project will be complete in 90 days;

however, to allow room for any unforeseen glitches or mechanical issues, she extended the contract to 120 days.

MOTION: Dr. 5ill made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Dr. Blasco. All were in favor,
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*d. Authorized Investigative Complaints-NRS 631.360 (For Possible Action)

(1) DrZ-NRS 631.3475(1) and NAC 631.230(1)(c)

Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel wenr over the alleged violations and recommended approval.

MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to authorize the investigation. Motion was seconded by Dr. Sill. All were in
favor.

*e. Statutes and Regulations:-NRS 631190 (For Possible Action)

(1) Discussion to amend NRS 631.220 and regarding approval of applications for licensure to the
Secretary-Treasurer

Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel indicated that it was brought to their attention that there were concerns with the application
process. One of the concerns was that the process takes too long. The newer concern is that once the applications,
once approved at a Board meeting, it takes too long to provide them the approval letters, and for them activate their
licenses. She explained the activation process and the information contained and the documents provided with the
activation form. She noted to the Board that the activation process takes approximately 10 to 12 days, and that a
licensee is not consider active until their license is activated. She explained how the applications are reviewed and
placed on an agenda for Board approval. She added that, perhaps, the Board could consider that once the
Secretary/Treasurer reviews and signs off on the approval of an application, that the applicant officially be approved
without having to wait for their names to be placed on the next available Board meeting agenda for approval,
Furthermore, that allowing for this change would expedite the application and approval process significantly.

She noted to them that in the event that there is a rejection or issues with an application, the application in
question would then be piaced on agenda to go before the Board. She stated that if the Board is so inclined, they
could amend the statute to grant the Secretary/Treasurer the authority to approve applications upon review without
requiring official approval by the Board at a regularly scheduled Board meeting. Dr. Sill indicated that so long as
there are now issues with the application and all criteria are met, he sees no reason to delay the applications any
longer than they need to be. Mr. Hunt indicated that he would need to ensure that there are no other statutes or
regulations that state that the Board must be the ones to approve applications for licensure.

Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel commented to the Board she is considering bringing the background checks in-house.
That currently there are two entities that they utilize; however, that since the Private Investigators Board took the
stance that applicants who reside in the state of Nevada must have their background reports ran in Nevada by a
Nevada entity and cannot be done out of state. She briefly explained that process of the background reports and
how currently the office staff runs the civil and criminal searches for the applicants who reside in Nevada and one of
the background agencies collects the remaining items in the report. Per Dr. Miller's inquiry, Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel
indicated that currently the background companies charge $300-$450. She indicated that the Board could change
the application fee to the statutory maximum of $1500 which could cover the fees of having to requests documents
and conduct the background reports.

This agenda item is simply to make the Board members aware of the situation and for them to, possibly,
consider the suggested changes. Per Ms. Sclie’s inquiry, Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel indicated that there will be no need to
hire additional staff. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel noted to the Board that she recently received an email for a bill draft that
the Board has in place, therefore, if the Board did want to submit these changes she could try and have them change
added to the BDR,

MOTION: Dr. Sill request a BDR to amend the regulation to authorjze the Secretary/Treasurer the authority to
officially approve licensure applications. Motion was seconded by Dr. Blasco. Discussion: Mrs. Solie asked if there
could be a mechanism in place that would allow the Board members to know who has been approved for licensure
by the Secretary/Treasurer. Dr. Sill indicated that they could have the Executive Director, in her reports, announce
who was approved for licensure. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel indicated that they can provide a monthly list of those
applicants who were approved to the website since it is public record. Mr. Hunt noted that they regulation change
should state to “authorize the Secretary/Treasurer to approve or disapprove applications upon review.” Motion and
second were amended to include the terms used by Mr. Hunt. All were in favor.
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*f Travel: (NRS 631.190) For Possible Action

*(1) Approval of Travel to ADEX Meeting in Rosemont Illinois-November 8-9, 2014
(For Possible Action)

(a) Lisa Wark, Consumer Member

Dr. Kinard noted that ADEX has a stipend to pay for the consumer members travel arrangements. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel
indicated that she would confirm if there is a stipend for the ADEX members.

MOTION: Dr. Sill made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Mrs. Villigan. All were in favor.

*(2) Appointment of New Representative for ADEX 2015 and Travel to ADEX Meeting in
Rosemont [llinois-November 8-9, 2014(For Possible Action)

(a) James Kinard, DDS
(b) Timothy Pinther, DDS

Mrs. Shalfer-Kugel indicated that every year ADEX requires that they elect new representatives. The year prior they
elected Dr. Rick Thiriot as their representative. These names were the ones that were suggested. Dr. Kinard
indicated that he was already on the Board of commissioners. He noted that the Board did receive an announcement
from ADEX, and it listed Dr. William Pappas as the representative for Nevada, which there is a query to affirm if the
announcement is Correct.

MOTION: Mrs. Solie made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Mrs. Guillen. Discussion: Mrs, Shaffer
indicated that they need only one representative. AMENDED MOTION: Mrs. Solie made the motion to appoint
Dr. Pinther as the representative and to cover any travel arrangement costs should ADEX not cover his travel.
Motion was seconded by Mrs. Guillen. All were in favor.

*(3) Travel for Board Members and Staff to Reno, Nevada for October 3, 2014 Board Meeting
{INRS 631.190) (For Possible Action)

(a) James Kinard, DDS (g) Candice Stratton
(b) ] Stephen Sill, DMD (h) Sandra Spilsbury
(c) Byron Blasco, DMD (i) Angelica Bejar
(d) Leslea Villigan, RDH (j) Lauren Ortega

(e) Debra Shaffer-Kugel, Ex. Director (k) Lisa Wark

(£} Rigo Morales

Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel indicated that they had previously mentioned that they wanted to hold an entire Board meeting in
Reno in October. She indicated that she needed a little more detail if it is to be a one day event, and if they want to
hold an administrative session. Dr. Kinard indicated that he would like to have a personnel meeting for a single day
and that he did not see the need to stay the night. Dr. Kinard commented to the Board that they have never really had
any personnel meetings with the office staff. He added that Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel will have performance reviews on the
staff available at the meeting and would like for the Board members to have time with the personnel. Dr. Pinther
inquired if the personnel’s meeting is an open meeting, Mr. Hunt indicated that it was not.

MOTION: Mrs. Solie made the motion to approve the airfare for travel to Reno, NV with an amendment to include
Mrs. Lisa Wark. The motion was seconded by Dr. Sill. Discussion: Mrs. Hummel indicated that the auditor will be
present for the October meeting and indicated that they could be available via teleconference from her office. All were
in favor.

g Letter from Community Health Alliance regarding the “Adopt a Vet Program” Contribution

Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel stated to the Board that they received a letter thanking the Board for the contribution.
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h. Letter from Huntridge Teen Clinic regarding the Contribution

Mrs, Shaffer-Kugel stated to the Board that they received a letter thanking the Board for the contribution; and that
they were very appreciative. She clarified to the Board members that the contributions made by the dentists, per their
stipulation agreements, was in lieu of community service hours. She explained that some stipulation agreements may
require community service, however, that in lieu of having to serve, the dentist contributed to the programs.

*i. Reimburse Bradley Roberts, DDS, DSO cost to repair glass office doors-NRS 631.190
(For Possible Action)

Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel stated to the Board that about 1.5 years ago Dr .Roberts was evaluating a patient per the
investigation he was assigned to. The patient grew angry with his review and upon exiting the evaluation arez, she
slammed the door fiercely which caused his hand-crafted glass windowed door to shatter. He had contacted the
Board regarding the issue but was told that he would be responsible to have it replaced. Mr. Hunt commented to the
Board that the former Executive Director did not want to submit the claim to the Board. However, that because the
Disciplinary Screening Officers are providing services for the Board’s investigations, the Board, if so inclined, could
decide to reimburse Dr. Roberts the costs to repair of office glass door.

MOTION: Dr. Pinther made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Dr. Sill. Discussion: Dr. Kinard

recommended that they create a policy regarding situations that arise when patients damage property while being
evaluated by the DSO's.  All were in favor.,

*4. Board Counsel’s Report (For Possible Action)

*a. Legal Actions/Lawsuit(s) Update (For Possible Action)

(1) District Court Case(s) Update

Mr. Hunt noted to the Board that the District court issued a permanent injunction against an unlicensed hygienist.
He added that there is a bench warrant out for a Lynn Ann Bard. He noted to the Board that there is a bulletin that
Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel sent to the NNDS and SNDS because Ms. Bard falsified a pocket card and wall certificate, and
presented it to employers.

Mr. Hunt recapitulated for the Board that at the last meeting there was an agenda item regarding Dr. John Ismail,
where they voted to appoint a representative, Dr. Bradley Strong, to monitor the office. He indicated that
investigation was regarding what appeared to be an illegal management arrangement. Furthermore, that upon Mrs.
Ismail, the widow of Dr. Ismail, sending in her CPA it was determined that there were improprieties. He noted that
this case in particular truly began in 2005, where the individual in question, was involved in a practice where he could
not provide services because there were no regulations regarding practice management services, This individual then
returned to Nevada and has been working in that capacity. Though Mrs. Ismail abandoned the practice, this
individual was diagnosing and kept services running well after the practice was abandoned. He indicated that the
Judge enjoined them from participating as managers; and the Preliminary injunction is to be heard on August 24" He
highlighted how this was a big victory for the Board, due to the fact that it shows how someone who is administering
management services can contravene the scope and offer services that only calls for licensed Nevada dentists to do.

*b. Consideration of Stipulation Agreements (For Possible Action)
(1) Harvey Chin, DDS
Mr. Hunt went over the provisions of the stipulation agreement. Approval was recommended.
MOTION: Dr. Kinard made the motion to adopt the stipulation agreement. Motion was seconded by Dr. Blasco. All

were in favor.
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*c. Consideration for the Request for Reactivation of Dental License pursuant to NAC 631170
{For Possible Action)

(1) Gregory Greenwood, DDS

Dr. Greenwood was present and stepped forward. Mr. Hunt asked Dr. Greenwood if he understood that he had the
right to have an attorney present. Dr. Greenwood indicated that he understood his right to have an attorney,
nonetheless, has chosen to represent himself. Mr. Hunt went over the provisions of the stipulation agreement that Dr.
Greenwood entered into upon being approved for licensure in August of 2008. Mr. Hunt went over the provisions
that would commence upon Dr. Greenwood's license being reactivated. Mr. Hunt explained to the Board all the
provisions that Dr. Greenwood has had to comply with in the state of Louisiana, and has remained in compliance
with. Mr. Hunt explained the provisions of the Board’s stipulation agreement and inquired if Dr. Greenwood
understood the provisions. Dr. Greenwood answered affirmatively. Dr. Greenwood indicated to the Board that his
plans are to return to Nevada in September. Dr. Sill inquired if Dr. Greenwood currently holds a conscious sedation
permit in Nevada. Dr. Greenwood indicated that he does not hold a conscious sedation permit in Nevada.
Furthermore, he stated that he understood that the permit application is a separate process.

MOTION: Dr. Sill made the motion to approve the reactivation. The motion was seconded by Mrs. Solie. Discussion:
Mrs. Solie inquired if the Board has received all the required documents for the reactivation application. Mrs. Shaffer-
Kugel indicated that all required documents had been submitted. Dr. Miller inquired what they requirements were in
the consent agreements from Louisiana. Mr. Hunt went over the terms and conditions of the consent agreement from

and, thus, Nevada. Mrs. Solie inquired if he would be practicing general dentistry or a specialty; and if the would be
administering conscious sedation. Dr. Greenwood explained the reasons for the sanctions in Louisiana and his plans
to practice general dentistry in Nevada. All were in favor.

*d. Consideration of Application for Dental Licensure (pursuant to 631.240) related to Voluntary
Surrender Stipulation Agreement (For Possible Action)

(1) Marianne Cohan (Cohen), DDS ----- **TABLED**

MOTION: Dr. Pinther made the motion to table this item. Motion was seconded by Mrs. Guillen. All were in favor.

*5. New Business (For Possible Action)

*a. Consideration for Approval of Laser Certification Course-NAC 631.035 (For Possible Action)
(1) Christopher | Walinski, DDS - Diode Laser Dental Training Course
(2) Janet A Press, RDH - Laser Certification Training—Laser Practice Refinement
(3) William Leavitt, DDS - Laser Dentistry — Standard Course for Laser Proficiency & Certification

Dr. Blasco indicated that he reviewed the applications, they satisfied all the requirements, and recommended approval.

MOTION: Dr. Pisani made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Dr. Sill. All were in favor. Dr. Blasco
abstained.

*b. Approval for Dental Licensure by ADEX — NRS 631.240(1)(b)(1) (For Possible Action)

(1) Bryce R Cremean DDS
(2) Erin S Ma DMD

Dr. Pinther indicated that he reviewed the applications; all met the criteria, and that recommended approval.

MOTION: Dr. Sill made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Mrs. Villigan. All were in favor; Dr.
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31 Pinther abstained.

32 *c. Approval for Dental Licensure by WREB — NRS 631.240(1)(b)(2) (For Possible Action)
33
(1) Jessica S Allen DMD (8) Wendy Seto DDS
(2) Cody L R Besso DMD (9) Sheena Sharma DMD
(3) Victoria V Duong DDS (10)Amandeep S Sidhu DDS
(4) Karla T Gutierrez-Olivares DDS (1) Ammar Siddiqi DDS
(5) Bryce S Haslam DDS (12)Kevin B Tan DDS
(6) Andelyn M Olsen DMD (13) Qi Wang DDS
(7) PhiV Phan DDS
1
2 Dr. Pinther indicated that he reviewed the applications, all met the criteria; and recommended approval.
3
4 MOTION: Dr. Pisani made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Ms. Solie. All were in favor. Dr.
g Pinther abstained.
7
8 *d. Approval for Specialty License by Application — NRS 631.250 (For Possible Action)
9
10 (1) Jessica S Allen DMD -~ Periodontics
11 (2) Benjamin B Ellsworth DDS — Periodontics
12 (3) Jeremy S Manuele DMD — Orthodontics
13 (4) Sulabh H Shroff DMD ~ Pediatric Dentistry
14 (5) Sandra M Thompson DMD - Pediatric Dentistry
15
16 Dr. Pinther indicated that he reviewed the applications, all met the criteria; and recommended approval.
17
18  MOTION: Dr. Sill made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Dr. Pisani. All were in favor; Dr.
19  Pinther abstained.
20
21
22 *e. Approval for Specialty License by Credential (Board Eligible) — NRS 631.250 (For Possible Action)
23
24 (1) Christopher C Hock DDS - Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery

(2) Joseph E Morneau DDS - Orthodontics
(3) James J Schlesinger III DMD - Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery

Dr. Pinther indicated that he reviewed the applications, all met the criteria; and recommended approval.
MOTION: Mrs. Villigan made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in
favor; Dr. Pinther ahstained.

*f. Approval of Limited License for Post-Graduate Residency Program (Dental) — NRS 631.271

(Pending 90-Day Completion) (For Possible Action)

(1) Ryan D Jolley DMD
(2) Rachel S Lee DDS

WWWWWWWWWWNMNNMNND
OCONOURWN2OQO~NNOWO

40  Dr. Pinther indicated that he reviewed the applications, that all met the crireria, and recommended approval.

B~
e

42 MOTION: Dr. Pisani made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in favor;
43  Dr. Pinther abstained.
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49 *g. Approval of Limited Dental License — NRS 631.271 (For Possible Action)
50

51 (1) Antonina C Capurro DMD

52

93  Dr. Pinther indicated that he reviewed the application, that it met the criteria, and recommended approval.

55  MOTION: Dr. Miller made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Mrs. Solie. All were in favor;
56  Dr. Pinther abstained.

58 *h. Approval for Dental Hygiene Licensure by ADEX — NRS 631.300(1)(b){1) (For Possible Action)
(1) Ana E Brizendine (2) Cindy H Pallack
Dr. Pinther indicated that he reviewed the application, that it met the criteria, and recommended approval.

MOTION: Mrs. Solie made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Dr. Pisani. All were in favor;
Dr. Pinther abstained.

*i. Approval for Dental Hygiene Licensure by WREB — NRS 631.300(1)(b)(2)
{For Possible Action)

ONDUTS WN =

(I) Victoria A Bell (8) Christi M Mannos (15) Tamara L Schwender
(2) Tara S Conley (9) Sara N Mercier (16) Vanessa I Smith

(3) Shiena M Dalmacio (10)Ashley B Mills (17) Paula K A St. James
(4) Nicole M Dubasik (11) Felicia A Milton (18)Kelsey L Standerfer
(5) Patrick V Felt (12)Jaime A Qlsen (19)Katherine M Tillma
(6) Camille C Harcourt (13)Hannah J Parker

(7) Laura K Hassman (14) Brandi E N Ryan

Dr. Pinther indicated that he reviewed the applications, all met the criteria; and recommended approval.

MOTION: Dr. Sill made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Mrs. Villigan. All were in favor;
Dr. Pinther and Mrs. Solie abstained.

SNOOT R WON =

*j. Approval of Voluntary Surrender of License - NAC 631.160 (For Possible Action)

(1) Angela Baker RDH (3) Deborah J Buchanan RDH
(2) Deborah D Becker RDH (4) Sandra T Call RDH

Mrs, Shaffer-Kugel indicated that all application were in order and had no pending matters with the Board.

MOTION: Mrs, Villigan made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Dr. Pisani. All were in
favor.

NOOOT B W —

8 *k. Approval of Public Health Endorsement ~ NRS 631.287 (For Possible Action)

10 (1) Laura Helber, RDH
11
12 Dr. Pinther indicated that he reviewed the application, that it met the criteria, and recommended approval.

13
14 MOTION: Mrs. Solie made the motion to approve. The motion was seconded by Mrs. Villigan. All were in favor,
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Dr. Pinther abstained.
*L. Approval for Anesthesia-Temporary Permit - NAC 631.2254 (For Possible Action)

*(1) Conscious Sedation

(a) Sandra M Thompson, DMD
(b) Kevin J Olson, DMD

Dr. Miller indicated that he reviewed the applications, that they met the criteria, and recommended approval.

MOTION: Dr. Pinther made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Dr. Pisani. All were in favor.; Dr.
Miller abstained.

*(2) General Anesthesia

{(a) Christopher C Hock, DDS
(b) James Schlesinger [1I, DMD

Dr. Miller indicated that he reviewed the applications, that they met the criteria, and recommended approval.

MOTION: Mrs. Solie made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Dr. Sill. All were in favor; Dr Miller
abstained.

*m. Approval for a 90-Day Extension of Anesthesia Permit - NAC 631.2254(2)
(For Possible Action)

*(1) Conscious Sedation (For Possible Action)

(a) Sulabh H Shroff, DMD
(b) Brittany A Wilson, DDS

Dr. Miller recommended approval for a 90-day extension.

MOTION: Dr. Pisani made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Dr. Sill. All were in favor; Dr. Miller
abstained.

*6. Resource Group Reports

*a. Legislative and Dental Practice (For Possible Action)
(Chair: Dr. Pinther; Dr. Champagne; Dr. Blasco; Dr. Kinard; Mrs. Guillen, Mrs, Wark)

No report.

*b. Legal and Disciplinary Action (For Possible Action)
(Chair: Dr. Kinard; Dr. Pisani; Dr. Sill; Dr. Blasco; Mrs. Villigan; Mrs. Wark)

No report.
*¢. Examinations liaisons (For Possible Action)

*(l) WREB Representatives (For Possible Action)
(Dr. Blasco and Mrs. Solie}

(@) Report from the Western Regional Examining Board (DERB) Meeting
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Dr. Blasco reported that Kentucky is the new member state. The new President is Tip Tippit; the President-Elect is
Norm Magnuson; the Treasurer is Greg Waite; Dale Chambetlain is the new Member-at-large, and that Jeff Lunde
is the Member-at-large. He further reported that one of the changes being made to the exam is thar they voted to
allow for third-year dental students to be assistants in an exam. He indicated that New Mexico, by state
legislation, accepts all clinical exams; while Minnesota does not recognize any. He indicated that currently in the
state of Oregon, they are experiencing issues with providers not checking their sterilization logs and are not
maintaining proper documentation. The law regarding sterilization went into effect in 2004 but had not been
enforced. He commented that the Stare of Arizona was being audited due to an issue with their meeting minutes.
The State found that the minutes were ambiguously written and lacked proper summarization of discussions and
actions taken for the purpose of minutes. He further added that they were in the process of creating guidelines for
discipline. He noted that they will also be implementing criminal background checks for applicants,

He reported that in the state of Texas the AAID, OFP, and IOIC are suing the Dental Board to recognize their
specialties. However, the Texas Dental Board is standing firm that they only recognize those specialties
recognized by the ADA as Dental Specialties. He also noted that the State of Hlinois is revising their Anesthesia
criteria. Dr. Blasco provided brief reports on certain events transpiring in other states.

*(2) ADEX Representatives (For Possible Action)
(Dr. Kinard)

Dr. Kinard is having Angie scan and send ADEX newsletters to all board members as they are received in the office.

*d. Continuing Education (For Possible Action)
(Chair: Dr. §ill; Dr. Blasco; Dr. Pisani; Mrs. Villigan; Ms. Solie)

(1) Recommend to the Board to adopt the WREB anesthesia guidelines for dental
hygiene nitrous oxide and local anesthesia course approval until regulation change

Dr. Blasco indicated to the Board members that the committee held a meeting on Friday, June 27, 2014 to establish
guidelines that the committee could use when receiving applications for course approval of post-graduate courses.
He recommended that the Board adopt the WREB anesthesia guidelines, Mrs. Peterson indicated that she
provided Dr. Blasco with the guidelines from WREB, the syllabi and course curriculum that has been approved for
CSN students to sit for the WREB local anesthesia exam. She further indicated that the committee she sits on will
be creating drafting guidelines that will be used by the State Boards. The Board members indicated that they
would like to review the gnidelines before rendering a decision.

MOTION: Dr. Pisani made the motion to table this item until they can all review the guidelines. Motion was
seconded by Dr. Blasco. All were in favor.

*e. Committee of Dental Hygiene (For Possible Action)
(Chair: Mrs. Guillen; Mrs. Villigan, Ms, Solie; Dr. Sill)

No report.

*{ Specialty (For Possible Action)
(Chair: Dr. Pisani; Dr. Miller; Dr. Pinther)

No report.

*g Anesthesia (For Possible Action)
(Chair: Dr. Miller; Dr. Pinther; Dr. Champagne, Dr, Kinard)

Dr. Miller indicated that he wanted to make the Board aware that recently there are some changes being made in
relations to modern sedation, and that some guidelines are being changed.
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*h. Infection Control (For Possible Action)
(Chair: Mrs. Villigan; Dr. Blasco; Dr. Champagne; Dr. Pisani; Ms. Solie; Mrs, Wark)

Mrs. Villigan indicated that the committee was working on streamlining the audit form and that they will be
redrafting the questions on the form based on the recommendatjons submitted by Dr. Hellwinkel. She hopes to
have the redrafted form by the October meeting,

*i. Budget and Finance Committee (For Possible Action)
(Chair: Dr. Sill, Dr. Pinther, Mrs. Wark, Mrs. Guillen)

Dr. Sill indicated that there was a good report provided by Mrs. Hummel, and that there is an audit in October ro
be discussed at next board meeting.

8. Public Comment: Mrs. Peterson asked that the board consider adopting the WREB local anesthesia exam as
the course competency guidelines.

Note: No vote may be taken upon a matter raised under this item of the agenda until the marter itself
has been specifically included on an agenda as an item upon which action may be taken. (NRS 241.020)

9. Announcements: Mrs. Villigan adopted a newborn baby boy.

*10. Adjournment (For Possible Action)

MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to adjourn. Motion was seconded by Dr. Sill. All were in favor.

Meeting Adjourned at 12:58 pm.

Respectfully submitted by:

Debra Shaffer-Kugel, Executive Director
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Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

Balance Sheet
As of July 31, 2014

ASSETS
Current Assets
Checking/Savings
10000 - Wells Fargo-Operating
10010 - Wells Fargo-Savings
Total Checking/Savings

Accounts Receivable
11000 - Accounts Receivable

Total Accounts Receivable

Cther Current Assets
11050 - Reimbursements Receivable
11200 - Prepaid Expenses
11210 - Prepaid Insurance

Total Other Current Assets
Total Current Assets

TOTAL ASSETS

LIABILITIES & FUND BALANCE
Liabilities
Current Liahilities
Accounts Payable
20000 - Accounts Payable
Total Accounts Payable

Other Current Liabilities

22125 - DDS Deferred Revenue
22126-3 - 2015 DDS Active Licenses
22126-4 . 2015 DDS Inactive/Retired Fees
22900 - DDS-Permits
22901 - DDS-Limited License
22902 . DDS-Ltd Lic-Supervisor

Total 22125 . DDS Deferred Revenue

22136 - RDH Deferred Revenue

22138-1 - 2016 RDH Active

22138-2 - 2016 RDH Inactive/Retired
Total 22136 - RDH Deferred Revenue

20500 - Fines Payable-State of Nevada
23750 - Accrued Vacation/Sick Leave
Total Other Current Liabilities

Total Current Liabilities

Total Liabilities

Unaudited-Interim Financial Report

Jul 31, 14

696,949.86
1,001,658.35

1,698,608.21

88,423.54

88,423.54

49.95
18,142.65
2,368.49

20,561.09

1,807,692.84

1,807,592.84

43,985.90
43,985.90

469,047.19
27,269.59
10,013.05
' 4,950.00

1,731.06

513,010.89

354,247.92
12,602.08

366,850.00

2,750.00
19,923.04

902,5633.93

946,519.83

946,519.83
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Nevada State Board of Denial Examiners

Balance Sheet
As of July 31, 2014

Fund Balance

39000 - Retained Earnings
Net Income Over Expenses
Total Fund Balance

TOTAL LIABILITIES & FUND BALANCE

Unaudited-Interim Financial Report

Jul 31, 14
——

842,651.48
18,421.52

861,073.01

1,807,592.84
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Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Fund Balance

July 2014

Ordinary Income/Expense

Income

40000 - Dentist Licenses & Fees

40100 -
40102 -
40135 -
40136 -
40140 -
40145 .
40115 .
40116 -
40150 -
40180 -
40182 -
40183 -
40175 -
40160 -
40170 -
401585 .
40212 -
40205 -
40211
Total 40000

DDS Active License Fee

DDS Inactive License Fee

DDS Activate/inactive/Suspend
DDS Activate Revoked License
Specialty License App

Limited License App

Limited License Renewal Fee
LL-S Renewal Fee

Restricted License App
Anesthesia Site Permit App
CS/GA/Site Permit Renewals
CS/GA Site Permit Relnp
Conscious Sedation Permit Appl
Conscious Sedation Permit Relnp
General Anesthesia Permit Appl
General Anesthesia Permit Relnp
DDS ADEX License Application
DDS Credentiat Appl Fee-Spclty

- DDS WREB License Application

- Dentist Licenses & Fees

50000 - Dental Hygiene Licenses & Fees

40105 -
40106 -
40130 -
40126 -
40110 -
40222 .
Total 50000

RDH Active License Fee

RDH Inactive License Fee

RDH Activatefinactive/Suspend
RDH Reinstate Revoked License
RDH LA/N20 Permit Fee

RDH WREB License Application

- Dental Hygiene Licenses & Fees

50750 - Other Licenses & Fees

40220 -
40227 -
40240 .
40225 .
40555 .
40185 .
40600 -
Total 50750

Total Income

License Verification Fee
CEU Provider Fee
Check Return Fee
Duplicate License Fee
Fines

Lists/Labels Printed

Miscellaneous Income

- Other Licenses & Fees

Unaudited-Interim Financial Report

Jul 14 Budget § Over Budget
42,640.65 42,400.00 240.65
2,479.05 2,500.00 {20.95)
2,150.00 425.00 1,725.00
500.00 500.00 0.00
375.00 125.00 250.00
250.00 125.00 125.00
450.00 750.00 (300.00)
348.21 342.00 4.21
600.00 200.00 400.00
1,050.00 833.00 217.00
910.28 905.00 5.28
0.00 1,050.00 {1,050.00)
1,200.00 750.00 450.00
1,250.00 708.00 542.00
1,100.00 0.00 1,100.00
1,250.00 375.00 875.00
2,400.00 1,200.00 1,200.00
6,000.00 1,200.00 4,800.00
12,025.00 2,400.00 9,625.00
76,876.19 56,788.00 20,188.19
15,402.08 16,125.00 (722.92)
547.92 662.50 (114.58)
1,612.50 600.00 1,012.50
0.00 1,000.00 (1,000.00)
600.00 300.00 300.00
6,000.00 1,500.00 4,500.00
24,162.50 20,187.50 3,975.00
400.00 325.00 75.00
1,350.00 315.00 1,035.00
0.00 5.00 (5.00)
25.00 50.00 (25.00)
0.00 25.00 (25.00)
864.00 600.00 264.00
0.00 30.00 (30.00)
2,639.00 1,350.00 1,289.00
103,777.69 78,325.50 25,452.19
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Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Fund Balance

July 2014
Jul 14 Budget $ Over Budget
Expense
60500 - Bank Charges
60500-2 - Merchant Fees 952.33 468.00 483.33
Total 60500 - Bank Charges 952.33 469.00 483.33
68000 - Conferences & Seminars 0.00 815.00 (815.00)
63000 - Dues & Subscriptions 680.52 368.50 312.02
65100 - Furniture & Equipment 0.00 500.00 (500.00)
65500 - Finance Charges 0.00 21.00 {21.00)
66500 - Insurance
66500-1 . Liability 590.29 591.00 (0.71)
66500-2 - Workers Compensation 93.96 85.00 8.96
Total 66500 - Insurance 684.25 676.00 8.25
66520 - Internet/Web/Domain
66520-1 - GL Suites 2,967.78 2,925.00 42.78
66520-2 . E-mail, Website Services 173.19 164.00 9.19
66520-3 - Internet Services 0.00 128.00 (128.00)
Total 66520 - Internet’Web/Domain 3,140.97 3,217.00 (76.03)
73500 - Information Technology
73500-1 - Computer Repair/Upgrade 46.00 200.00 (154.00)
Total 73500 - Information Technology 46.00 200.00 (154.00)
66600 - Office Supplies 1,070.38 450.00 620.38
66650 . Office Expense
68710 - Miscellaneous Expenses 0.00 115.00 {115.00)
68700 - Repairs & Maintenance
687001 - Janitorial 500.00 500.00 0.00
68700-2 . Copier Maintenance (7545P) 334.02 335.00 (0.98)
68700-3 - Copier Maintenance (7435P) 132.90 182.50 (49.60}
Total 68700 - Repairs & Maintenance 966.92 1,017.50 (50.58)
68725 - Security 70.00 70.00 0.00
68715 - Shredding Services 34.80 38.75 (8.85)
68720 - Utilities 476.71 478.00 (1.29)
Total 66650 - Office Expense 1,548.53 1,719.25 (170.72)
67000 - Printing 494,28 150.00 344.28
67500 - Postage & Delivery 4,250.74 900.00 3,350.74
68500 - Rent/Lease Expense
68500-2 . Office
68500-3 - Office Sub-Lease Income {2,969.46) (2,969.46) 0.00

Unaudited-Interim Financial Report Page 4 of 6



Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Fund Balance

July 2014
Jul 14 Budget $ Over Budget
68500-2 - Office - Other 8,083.80 8,083.80 0.00

Total 68500-2 - Office 5,114.34 5,114.34 0.00

68500-4 . Storage Warehouse 255.59 210.00 45.59
Total 68500 - Rent/Lease Expense 5,369.93 5,324.34 45.59
75000 - Telephone

75000-1 - Telephone-Office 201.10 190.00 11.10
Total 75000 - Telephone 201.10Q 180.00 11.10
75100 - Travel (Staff) 0.00 200.00 {200.00)
73550 - Per Diem (Staff) 0.00 50.00 {50.00)
73600 - Professional Fee

73600-1 - Accounting 1,335.00 1,000.00 335.00

73800-4 - Legislative Services 1,500.00 1,500.00 0.00

73600-2 - Legal-General 1,183.32 4,660.00 (3,476.68)
Total 73600 - Professional Fee 4,018.32 7,160.00 (3,141.68)
73700 - Verification Services 665.00 665.00 0.00
72000 - Employee Wages & Benefits

72100 - Executive Director 7,001.60 7,483.37 (481.77)

72300 - Credentialing & Licensing Coord 4,256.44 4,843.00 (586.56)

72132 - Site Inspection Coordinator 3,062.13 3,252.00 (189.87)

72200 - Technology/Finance Liaison 3,941.80 3,886.00 55.80

72130 - Public Info & CE Coordinator 2,454,00 2,667.00 (213.00)

72140 - Administrative Assistant (P/T) 1,379.24 1,196.00 183.24

72010 - Payroll Service Fees 133.50 104.00 29.50

72005 - Payroll Tax Expense 479.01 500.00 (20.99)

72600 - Retirement Fund Expense (PERS) 5,225.25 5,233.00 (7.74)

65525 . Health Insurance 3,875.47 4,042.00 (166.53)
Total 72000 - Employee Wages & Benefits 31,808.45 33,206.37 (1,397.92)
72400 - Board of Directors Expense

72400-1 - Director Stipends 500.00 0.00 500.00

72400-9 - Refreshments - Board Meetings 65.30 0.00 65.30
Total 72400 - Board of Directors Expense 565.30 0.00 565.30
60001 - Anesthesia Eval Committee

€60001-1 - Evaluator's Fee 233.35 1,975.00 (1,741.865)

60001-4 - Travel Expense 57.09 400.00 (342.91)
Total 60001 - Anesthesia Eval Committee 290.44 2,375.00 (2,084.56)
73650 - Investigations/Complaints

72550 - DSO Coordinator 450.00 500.00 (50.00)

Unaudited-Interim Financial Report Page 5 of 6



Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Fund Balance

July 2014

73650-1 - DSO Consulting Fee

73650-2 . DSO Travel Expense

73650-3 - Legal Fees-Investigations
73650-6 - Reimb Investigation Expenses

Total 73650 - Investigations/Complaints

60002 - Infection Control Inspection
60002-1 . Initial Inspection Expense
60002-2 . Reinspection Expense
60002-3 - Random Inspection Expense
60002-4 - Travel Expense

Total 60002 - Infection Control Inspection
Total Expense
Net Ordinary Income
Other Income/Expense
Other Income
40800 - Interest Income
Total Gther Income

Net Other Income

Net Income Over Expenses

Unaudited-Interim Financial Report

Jul 14 Budget $ Over Budget
3,125.00 4,500.00 (1,375.00)
522.22 1,037.50 (515.28)
24,106.70 20,496.00 3,610.70
0.00 {13,500.00) 13,500.00
28,203.92 13,033.50 15,170.42
712.50 1,200.00 (487.50)
100.00 308.50 (208.50)
0.00 200.00 (200.00)
706.33 417.00 289.33
1,5618.83 2,125.50 (606.67)
85,509.29 73,815.46 11,693.83
18,268.40 4,510.04 13,758.36
153.12 125.00 28,12
153.12 125.00 28.12
153.12 125.00 28.12
18,421.52 4,635.04 13,786.48
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Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg. A, Ste.1 » Las Vegas, NV 89118 + (702) 486-7044 « (800) DDS-EXAM » Fax (702) 486-7046

TENTATIVE

Calendar of Events for 2015

Board Meetings - Starting time 9:00 a.m
Friday January 23, 2015

Friday March 20, 2015

Friday May 22, 2015

Friday June 26, 2015

Friday July 31, 2015

Friday September 18, 2015

Friday November 20, 2015

American Association of Dental Board Meetins:

Mid-Year Meeting -TBA

Annual Meeting- TBA



GRAPHIC IMAGING SERVICES



SCANNING SOLUTIONS & SERVICES

TEL: 702.222.3590 Fax: 702.222 3587
www.graphicimaging.net

Quotation For:

Nevada State Dental Board
6010 So. Rainbow Blvd.
Las Vegas, NV 89118
Debra A. Shaffer

(702) 486-7044

dashaffer @ nsbde.nv.gov

Comments or Special Instructions:

DESCRIPTION

On-Site Mobilization Fee
*Set up project using GIS|'s Scanners/Computers
200,000 | Scan Documents to mulltipage FDF (color or monochrome)

QUANTITY

*Includes Quality Control / rescans at ne additional charge
*Includes cropping, rotating and deskewing

*400 dpi resolution

*Placement in to folders as per SOW

*Includes special file naming per document type

140 Document Preparation hourly rate (estimated)
*Removing staples, taping unfolding prior to scanning
"ldentify Document types for scanning

Anesthesia

Correspondence

Forms

License

Miscelianeous

Reinstatements

Suspension

Renewals

50 Uplead Intelligent PDF files to DocuShare

UNIT PRICE

Quotation

DATE 4/28/14
QGuote # 201301200

Quotation valid untif: 7/2/2014
Frepared by: Lisa A. Desautels

lad @ graphicimaging.net

AMOUNT
Waived

0.10 20,000.00

35.00 4,900.00

35.00 1,750.00

Authorized Partner of:

Ccanon T1CONLEX i Colortra

nZING WeTTERE Dur K3 5 Tour Wi

Ruthorized Rl & Fptasd Softwetw sciotizn AUTOVUE

ra SU¢

favaml

CTIEF

Notes:

@ esri ruffrsu
EPSON ZeBGiiiid \Romenssist OnBase oxacie

SUBTOTAL | $§  26,650.00

TAX RATE 8.10%
SALES TAX -
OTHER -

TOTAL | §  26,650.00

Pricing is valid for 30 days. Payment Terms are COD unless prior arrangements are made or P.O. Is issuted. Pricing does not
include delivery or pick up, installation, technical support, shipping charges or sales tax unless otherwise noted.
This proposal cannot be duplicated in part or whole without the consent of Graphic Imaging Services Inc.

Please contact Lisa Desautels for questions regarding this proposal.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR BUSINESS!



VIATRON SYSTEMS, INC
SUN VALLEY IMAGING



Systems, Ine.
THE PAPERLESS OFFICE SPECTALISTS

ViaTRON VTX Content
Management Systems

Prepare For:

State of Nevada Dental Board

6010 So. Rainbow Blvd.
Las Vegas, CA 89118

Prepared By:

GEOFF ERWIN

T/310-756-0607
Fax: 310.756.0609

ViaTRON SYSTEMS, INC

18233 Hoover Street
Los Angeles, CA 90248

The Paperless Office Specialists



VY Viario,

THE PAPERLESS OFFICE SPECTALLSTS

PROJECT DETAILS
State of Nevada Dental Board
PROJECT NO: 5105 DATE : 9/18/2014
Page 2 of 2

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 50
Upload Intelligent PDF files to DocuShare

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 1
On-Site Mobilization Fee

ViaTRON SCANNING AND DATA CONVERSION SERVICES 200,000

Scan Documents to mulltipage POF {color or monochrome)
*Includes Quality Control / rescans at no additional charge
*Includes cropping, rotating and deskewing

*400 dpi resolution

*Placement in to folders as per SOW

*Includes spedial file naming per document type

ViaTRON SCANNING AND DATA CONVERSION SERVICES 140
Document Preparation hourly rate {estimated)
*Removing staples, taping unfolding prior to scanning
*Identify Document types for scanning

Anesthesia

Correspondence

Forms

License

Miscellanecus

Reinstatements

Suspension

Renewals

TERMS

Payments
Payments of 50% are due at start of project — Remaining 50% due at end of project.

Late Payments
Client will be charged 1.5% for late payment of invaice.

Shipping & Handling
Shipping & Handling cost has not been included in this document. These charges are separate,

Sales Tax
Applicable Sales Tax has not been included in this document.

PROJECT PRICING

FINAL PRICE $29,457

Project Approval:

Signature Date

[Confidential Document] GEOFF ERWIN 9/18/2014



Sun Valley Imaging & Technologies Quotation e it
4685 Copper Sage St. : A E : ;‘ s v g T
Las Vegas, NV 85115 ! list ! 3 +
702.651.1679 www sunvalleyimaging.com N L B
Tred ¥ Sun Vatley Imaging & Technologies
Customer

(;ame Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners \ Galspersun Gina Piccirillo

Address 6010 S Rainbow Bivd, Bldg A, Ste 1 Date 9/19/2014

Address Quote Ref. 091914-01

City Las Vegas State/Zip NV 89118 Phone 702-651-1679

Phone 702-486-7044 iFax Fax 702-974-4224

\Contact  [Debra Shaffer-Kugel | Emal dashaffer@nsbde.nv.gov _/ \Email gina @sunvalleyimaging.com

Units Bescription Cataleg # Unit Price Discount/Override TOTAL

Seirvices Performied at SVIT -

248,000 |Document Preparation 0.100 $ 24,800.00
248,000 [Document Scanning 0.045 $ 11,160.00
300,000 [Docurment Indexing (per keystroke) 0.009 $ 2,700.00

1 Onsite Job Setup Fee 250.000 $  250.00

—iici_._.._OptionalServices = . -

Total Estimate of Services performed at SVIT (does not include Optional Services) $ 38,910.00

Signature:

Signature:

Notes:
Pricing is valid for 60 days. QGuantities are estimated. Customer will only be billed for acfual images. SVIT will invoice
bi-monthly; amounts due upon receipt of invoice. Pricing does not include sales tax unless otherwise noted.
Any changes made lo scope of work or that are not included on this quote will be subject to additional charges,
This proposal cannot be duplicated in part or whole without the consent of Sun Valley Imaging & Technologies.
Flease contact your sales rep for questions.
lential 9M19/2014 11:34 AM Sun Valley Imaging



, ’)I hereby make application for Nevada Dental licensure by:
k\_

APPLICATION FOR NEVADA DENTAL LICENSURE .

(Please check one below)
Licensure by ADEX-Dental : Administered By: (NRS 631.240)
NERB $1200 CRDTS $1200 NSBDE (Provide Test Date)
Licensure by WREB Exam: ‘$1200 ‘t Licensure by Credential: $1200
(NRS 631.240) (NRS 631.255)
Indicate Specinity (Board Eligible / Diplomate}
Restricted Geographical: $600 Orthodontia
(NRS 631.274) Periodontia
Indicate County(ies) Endodontia
O & M Surgery
Indicate FQHC Facility or Non Profit O & M Pathology
O & M Radiology
Limited Licensure: $125 Pediatric Dentistry
(NRS 631.271) Prosthodontia
Indicate Residency Program
Instructor/Facility

P

NOTE: An application is considered complete when the application, all required documents, background
information, and fees are on file with the Board office. APPLICATION FEES MUST BE PAID IN ADVANCE
AND MAY NOT BE REFUNDED PURSUANT TO NEVADA REVISED STATUTE (INRS) 631.345. YOU WILL
BE NOTIFIED WITHIN 15 BUSINESS DAYS UPON APPROVAL OF YOUR APPLICATION BY THE BOARD.

Please type or print legibly. All questions must be answered. If additional space is needed, attach a separate sheet
identifying additional information by Section number. OMISSIONS, INACCURACIES, AND/OR
MISREPRESENTATIONS OF INFORMATION ARE GROUNDS FOR REJECTION OF APPLICATION.
Applicants acknowledge they have a continuing responsibility to update all information contained in this application
until such time as the Board takes final action on this application. Failure of an applicant to update the information
prior to final action of the Board is grounds for subsequent disciplinary action.

1. FULLNAME _Maasawne Conan sociaL securiTY iGN

Have you ever been known by any other name? Yes No
If yes, state in full every other name by which you have been known, the reason therefore, and the
inclusive dates so known: /
€ u 13 e
A [N . ©fa o)

If a name change was made by court order, attach a CERTIFIED COPY of the court order.

If a married woman, state maiden name: _jggﬂ\

b

)

Posted 3/14/13




Permanent Address

(If different)

Practice Address

(If any)

Telephone Residence

Fommecer

/"ge/lephone Business ) FAX ( )

“nail addres ﬁ_

3. AGEL Birthdate _-Z/ " Birthplace

pity, County, State, & Country)
Are you a U.S. born citizen? Yes No

If no, are you naturalized? Yes No

Ifyes, naturalization #

Naturalization Date: Place:

If no, were you born abroad of US citizens? Yes No

@

? If no, are you a legal resident? Yes No

Is your application for naturalization pending?  Yes No

Date of Application Place

* If not a U.S. citizen you must submit appropriate documentation for lawful entitlement to remain in the
U.S. and work in the U.S.*

4. DENTAL SCHOOL EDUCATION: DOCTORAL & POST DOCTORAL

Dental School:
(Doctoral) Suhu AT iani:F&!Q [ Jental gom,(Post Doctoral)

City & State: P}u EERLD, N Y City & State:
Years attended: From 8 D (month & year) Years attended From (month & year)
(Doctoral) To & (month & year) (Post Doctoral) To (month & year)
Graduation Date:
29
(Doctoral) ("/ \Qa (Post Doctoral) ,q,‘fﬂs 3037
(Month, Day & Year} (Month, Day & Year) /‘{’OV 4 ’ \\{_-,
'\_IRDegree Granted: DDS_ v/ DMD Specialty (MS) 8 ¥
o JAN 2014 N
) NSaDE @
S
N

5>
7



5. CERTIFICATE OF COMPLETION OF NATIONAL BOARD EXAMINATION

()

)

Have you been granted a certificate of successful completion of the
National Board of Dental Examiners written examination? Yes / No

If yes, list total average score on Part I and IT: Part I .l Part 11 -_
Date of Certificate M

6. LASER USE AND CERTIFICATION

I utilize laser radiation in the performance of my practice
of dentistry. Yes N

I certify that each laser I use in my practice of dentistry has

been cleared by the United States Food and Drug Administration .
for use in dentistry. Yes No

Attach a copy of proof of course completion of laser proficiency indicating successful completion of a recognized
course pursuant to Board regulation NAC 631.033 and NAC 631.035 based on the curriculum guidelines #nd
standards for dental laser education as adopted by the Academy of Laser Dentistry.

C )7. SELF EMPLOYMENT

Have you ever been self-employed? Yes / No

If yes, please list date(s) of self-employment and nature of business:

benﬂs‘i‘&y 19471 - 3003

8. FICTITIOUS OR ASSUMED NAME
Have you ever done business under a fictitious name (D.B.A.)? Yes No \/

If yes, list all fictitious names (D.B.A.}, dates, and nature of business:

D




()

()

)

9. DENTAL PRACTICE

Have you ever been engaged in private dental practice
or been employed as a dentist? Yes \/ No

If yes, list the following information for the past ten years including the dates you practiced
dentistry: the names and addresses of all employers, partners, associates or persons sharing
office space, and the reason for leaving each practice. (Use additional sheets if necessary)

Names and Addresses Of Reason for
From To Practice Address Emplovers, Associates, etc. Leaving

{ wave uof pencricen w11 yenes

)

10. CONTINUED CLINICAL COMPETENCY

Have you been out of active practice for one or more years
just prior to completing this application? Yes \/ No

If yes, attached a separate sheet with details of how you have maintained your clinical skills.

11. HISTORY OF IMPAIRMENT

(a) Do you now, or have you ever, abused alcohol, other chemical substances, or
do you have any medical/mental impairments or emotional condition(s) that
would impair your ability to perform as a licensee pursuant to NRS and NAC
Chapters 6317

If yes, submit details on separate sheet.

(b) Do you now, or have you ever had, any contagious or infectious disease(s) that
would impair your ability to perform as a licensee pursuant to NRS and NAC
Chapters 631?

If yes, submit details on separate sheet.




)

12. EXAMINATION AND LICENSURE HISTORY

(a)  Have you ever participated as a candidate in dental clinical
examination(s) administered by Nevada or any state, territory,
or the District of Columbia or any Regional Testing Agency? Yes \/ No

If yes, list the following for each examination (use additional sheets if necessary):

State, Territory, DC or Date(s) of Each Result of Each
Regional Testing Agency Clinical Examination Clinical Examination
NeRS® Mm{ Laa Pass
Nevnon Maecd V340 Dass
W= Regi, 3a0(3 Prss
(b) Have you ever applied for a license to practice dentistry? Yes ‘[ No
If yes, list the following for each state, territory or the District of Columbia (use additional sheets if
necessary):
State, Territory or Date of Each Result of Each
District of Columbia Application Application
— NewVoerx May 19493 Grantes
EVANA Maecn 1296 Genuren

(©) Have any proceedings been initiated against you to revoke

or suspend your dental license? Yes
(d) At the time you filed this application, were any disciplinary

proceedings pending against you, including complaints or

investigations, in any other state, territory or the District of

Columbia? Yes No
(e) Have you ever been terminated or attempted to terminate or

surrender a dental license in any state, territory or the

Distriet of Columbia? Yes No
@ Have you ever been denied a dental license in this state, another
state, or a territory of the U.S. or the District of Columbia? Yes No

Ifyou answered ‘yes’ to questions 12(c), 12(d) , 2BR50f; , provide a full explanation of each answer
| on a separate sheet and attach to this applica '(.31?' v \2‘_.,

9,




13. MORAL CHARACTER

(a)  Asa member of any profession or association connected with the practice of dentistry, or
as a staff member at a hospital, outpatient clinic, or surgery center, or as a holder of public

office:
1) Have you ever been suspended or otherwise disqualified? Yes No
(2) Have you ever been reprimanded, censored, restricted or

otherwise disciplined? Yes No

3 Have any charges or complaints, formal or informal, ever
been made or filed against you, or have any proceedings

been instituted against you? Yes No
) Have you ever been requested to appear before a Peer
Review Committee? Ye No
(5  Have your clinical privileges or procedures been restricted
by any hospital, outpatient clinic or surgery center? Yes No
(b)  Have you ever been convicted of a felony or a misdemeanor or a
crime involving moral turpitude? Ye No
(c) Have you ever entered a plea of nolo contendere to a felony or

misdemeanor, or a charge of a crime involving moral turpitude? Yes No
(d)  Have you ever been summoned, arrested, taken into custody, indicted

convicted, tried for, charged with, or pleaded guilty to the violation of

any law or ordinance or the commission of any misdemeanor(s) or

felony(ies)? Have you ever been requested to appear before a prosecuting

attorney or investigative agency in any matter? (Include all incidents, including traffic

violations, no matter how minor the infraction or whether guilty or not. Although

conviction may have been expunged from the records of the Court, l

Yes No

it must be disclosed in your answer to this question.)

(e) Have you ever been declared a ward of any court, or adjudged as
incompetent, or have any proceedings ever been brought to have you
declared a ward of any court or adjudged as incompetent, or have you

ever been committed to any institution? Ye No
® Have you ever had any claims of malpractice filed against you? Ye No
(g)  Have you ever been dropped, suspended, expelled or disciplined by

any school or college for any cause whatsoever: Ye No

If your answer is ‘yes’ to any of the foregoing questions (13 a-g), furnish a written statement of each occurrence giving
the complete facts. For each incident, state the date, the nature of the charge the disposition of the matter, and the name
and address of the authority in possession of the records thereof. You must provide certified copies rest or
conviction and/or any plea agreements entered into for any felony(ies) or misdemeanor(s),
(h)  Have you ever held a bonded position? Ye No
If so, specify the nature of each paosition, the dates and amount of the bond, and whether or not an sought to
cancel or recover upon your bond. Use a separate sheet if necessary.

(i) Have you ever served in the armed forces of the U.S. or any other
country? Ifyes, complete the questions listed below. Yes No

(1) U.S. Branch of Service Country other than the U.S.
(2) Inclusive dates of service: From To Serial No.
(3) Separation Date, if applicable Nature of Separation

If other than honorable, specify type thereof and circumstances on a separate sheet.

(4) As a member of such armed forces, have any charges or complaints, formal or informal
ever been made or filed against you, or have any proceedings ever been instj
you, or have you ever been a defendant in any court martial? Yes

P

If yes, submit a written statement with complete facts and disposition of charge(s) and official copies Igﬁl @?

records for each occurrence from the authorities in possession of the records thereof, o & %
-V- M

~l
ocf\>, f_\\\ 'ZO‘A o]
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14. STATEMENT OF CHILD SUPPORT

Pursuant to state and federal mandated requirements, I further certify that (place an X on the
appropriate line):

1) I am NOT subject to a court order for the support of one or more children.

) I AM subject to a court order for the support of one or more children. (continue to
2b below)

(a) I am NOT in compliance with a plan approved by the district attorney or
other public agency enforcing the order for the payment of the amount owed
pursuant to the court order for the support of one or more children.

(b) I AM in compliance with a plan approved by the district attorney or other

public agency enforcing the order for the payment of the amount owed
pursuant to the court order for the support of one or more children.

) : gnature of Notary

15. AFFIDAVIT AND PLEDGE

I hereby expressly waive all provisions of law forbidding any physician or other person who has attended or
examined me or who may hereafter attend or examine me from disclosing any knowledge or information that is
thereby acquired, and I hereby consent that such knowledge or information may be disclosed to the Nevada State
Baoard of Dental Examiners.

The person named as the applicant in the foregoing application and questionnaire, being first duly sworn,
deposes and says: I am the applicant for dental licensure referred to; and I have carefully read and understand the
questions in the foregoing questionnaire and have answered them truthfully, fully, and completely, without mental
reservation of any kind. I further understand I have a continuing obligation to inform the Board should any of my

)answers since filing this application change prior to the Board issuing my license. In the event I fail to update the

answers which have changed since submitting this application, I understand that such failure is ground for revocation
of any license issued or denial of the application.

I hereby authorize educational and other institutions, my references (past and present), business and
professional associates (past and present), insurance carriers, professional societies, governmental agencies and
instrumentalities (local, state, federal or foreign), and independent information gathering services to release to the
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners any information, files or records requested by the Board in connection with
the processing of this application.

I hereby pledge myself to the highest standards and ethics in the Practice of Dentistry and further pledge to
abide by the laws and regulations pertaining to the practice of dentistry. I understand that a violation of this pledge
may be deemed sufficient cause for the revocation of a license issued by the Board.

I hereby understand and agree that the title of all licenses shall remain with the Nevada State Board of Dental
Examiners and subject to surrender by Order of said Board.

I UNDERSTAND THAT ANY OMISSIONS, INACCURACIES, OR MISREPRESENTATIONS OF
INFORMATION ON THIS APPLICATION ARE GROUNDS FOR REJECTION OF THIS APPLICATION AND
THE REVOCATION OF A LICENSE WHICH MAY HAVE BEEN OBTAINED THROUGH THIS APPLICATION,

STATE OF B N300 %
COUNTY OF Clag

NOTARY PUBLIC gnature of Applicant
JUAN AGUIRRE

E OF NEVADA - COUNTY OF CLARK Date
MY APPOINTMENT EXP, FEB. 27, 2017
No: 09-9652-1
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BEFORE THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF
DENTAL EXAMINERS,
CASE NO: 98-443

Complainant,
vs.

MARIANNE COHEN, D.D.S.

Respondent.

il T g O IS NND S N S S

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE INFORMAL
HEARING HELD PURSUANT TO NRS 631 AND NAC 631
AND CONSENT OF MARIANNE COHEN, B.D.S. TO THE

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS PURSUANT TO NRS 631.363 (5)

On May 22, 1998, an informal hearing was held in Las Vegas, Nevada regarding alleged

violations of NRS 631 and NAC 631 by licensee MARIANNE COHEN, D.D.S. The infc‘mnal
hearings were held pursuant to NRS 631.363 and NAC 631.250 and NAC 631.255.

In attendance at the informal hearing were DENNIS J. ARCH, D.D.S., Informal Hearing
Officer assigned to this matter; Board attorney, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ.; licensee, MARIANNE
COHEN, D.D.S., and her attorney, DAVID J. RIVERS, ESQ.

Discussed at length during the informal hearing was the verified complaints related to the
care and treatment rendered to the following ﬁatients:

1. Anne Nielsen;
2. Richard P. Pittman;

W) p

MC 1 DIJR
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3. Jolanta Berstler/Leokadia Iglikowska;
4, Thomas Augustine;

5. Carolyn Blair; and

6. Novak Tomich.

FINDINGS

Based upon the limited information presently available for review and Dr. Cohen’s
responses to the questions posed during the informal hearing, Dr. Dennis J. Arch, as the Informal
Hearing Officer, issues the following findings:

A. ANNE, KYLE. AND RYAN NIELSEN

1. It 1s the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, the evidence is inconclusive as to whether Dr. Cohen failed to see patient
Nielsen in a timely manner.

2. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information

presently available, the evidence is inconclusive as to whether Dr. Cohen failed to apply proper

sterilization techniques while treating the Nielsen family.

B. RICHARD PITTMAN

1. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, the periodontal charting of patient Pittman was below the standard of care and
therefore violated NRS 631.3475 (1).

2. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, that Dr. Cohen’s diagnosis of patient Pittman was below the standard of care and
therefore violated NRS 631.3475 (1).

1t is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
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presently available, that Dr. Cohen’s misdiagnosis resulted in the wrongful extraction of tooth #1
in violation of NRS 631.3475 (1).

4, It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, that Dr. Cohen violated NAC 631.240 (2) by failing to timely answer the verified
complaint of Mr. Pittman within fifteen (15) days.

5. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, that Dr. Cohen violated NRS 631.3485 (4) by failing to provide health care
records pursuant to NRS 629.061 when Dr. Cohen refused to release Mr. Pittman’s health care
records to Mr. Pittman’s wife as well as failure of Dr. Cohen to provide copies of x-rays which Dr.
Cohen admits are lost -and cannot be retrieved: due to a failure in her radiographic diagnostic
equipment.

6. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, thf; evidence is inconclusive as to whether Dr. Cohlen violated NAC 631.230 (1)
(2) regarding the falsification of health care or medical records relating to extraction of tooth #1 of
Mr. Pittman,

C. LANTA BERSTLER

1. 1t is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, the evidence is inconclusive whether Dr. Cohen’s treatment and billing
procedures were appropriate regarding Jolanta Berstler.

D.  THOMAS AUGUSTINE

1. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
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presently available, the evidence is inconclusive as to whether or not there was an agreement
regarding fees and services to be performed.

E. CAROLYN BLAIR

L. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, the evidence is inconclusive as to whether Dr. Cohen violated NAC 631.230
(1)(a) as to whether Dr. Cohen falsified the health records of Carolyn Blair.

2. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, the evidence is inconclusive as to whether it was appropriate to perform
endodontic treatment on tooth #9. The factual inconsistency is based upon Dr. Cohen’s statements
that Ms. Blair told her that tooth #9 was sensitive to percussion and heat/cold while Ms. Blair
contends her dental sensitivity was in the posterior area of teeth #13 and #14. Further, Ms. Blair
contends that no such sensitivity test were performed on tooth #9. This Informal Hearing Officer
has informed Dr. Cohen the dental records of Ms. Blair and the x-rays do not conclusively indicate
that endodontic treatment was necessary on tooth #9.

3. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, that Dr. Cohen violated NAC 631.240 (2) when she failed to answer the verified
complaint of Ms. Blair within fifteen (15) days.

F. NOVAK TOMICH

1. It is the finding of the Informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, Dr. Cohen violated NRS 631.3485 (4) in that Dr. Cohen failed to provide health
records as required pursuant to NRS 629.061, since Dr. Cohen could not produce Mr. Tomich’s x-
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rays due to a failure in her radiographic diagnostic equipment.

G. DENTAT ASSISTANTS

1. It is the finding of the informal Hearing Officer, based upon the limited information
presently available, Dr. Cohen was not aware of duties which could be performed by either a dental
assistant and/or dental hygienist. During the Informal Hearing, Dr. Cohen was given a copy of
Chapter 631 of NRS and Chapter 631 of NAC and was instructed to review same to ensure that Dr.
Cohen is not allowing either dental assistants and/or dental hygienists from performing procedures
which are not specifically authorized by either NRS 631 and/or NAC 631.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Based upon Dr. Cohen’s violations of NRS 631.3475 (1), NRS 631.3485 (4), NRS 629.061,
and NAC 631.240 (2) the following action is recommended:

1. ‘Dr. Cohen shall reimburse to Richard P Pittman any monies received from Mr.
Pittman and/or Mr. Pittman’s insurance company. This amount shall only be paid by Dr. Cohen to
Mr. Pittman upon the Board adopting the consented to Findings and Recommendations. In the event
the Board does not adopt these consented to Findings and Recommendations, Dr. Cohen will have
no obligation to reimburse Mr. Pittman.

2. Dr. Cohen, pursuant to NRS 631.350(k), in addition to completing the normal
continuing education requirements set forth in NAC 631.173, shall also obtain and submit proof of
completion of eight (8) hours of supplemental education in the area of radiographic di.agnostics to
be completed within ninety (90) days of the Board entering a final order and/or from the time the
Board adopts these Findings and Recommendations. The supplemental education must be submitted
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and approved, in writing, by this Informal Hearing Officer and/or the Executive Director of the
Board. Upon receipt of the request, the supplemental education, the Informal Hearing Officer and/or
the Executive Director of the Board shall, in writing, notify Dr. Cohen of approval of such
attendance, All costs associated with this supplemental education shall be paid by Dr. Cohen.

3. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(d), Dr. Cohen’s practice shall be monitored for a period
of one (1) year to review patient records who had either extractions and/or endodontic treatments.
During the one (1) year period, Dr. Cohen shall allow either the Informal Hearing Officer and/or the
Executive Director of the Board and/or an agent appointed by the Board to inspect Dr. Cohen’s
records to assure compliance with proper record maintenance. Such inspections shall be performed,
without notice, during normal business hours.

4. Pursuant to NRS 631.350 (¢), Dr. Cohen shall be fined in the amount of FIFTEEN
HUNDRED DOLLARS ($1500.00) for violations of NRS 631.3475' (1), NRS 631.3485.(4), NRS
629.061, and NAC 631.240 (2) as cited 1n the Findings set forth above.

5. Dr. Cohen shall pay to the Board the sum of FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS
($5,000.00) to reimburse the Board for the costs of this investigation and the partial costs associated
with future enforcement of the Findings and Recommendations should Dr. Cohen consent to the
Findings and Recommendations. Specifically, this amount is not to be deemed a fine and will not
be reportable to the National Practitioners Data Bank. The FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS

($5,000.00) reimbursement shall be paid to the Board only upon the Board adopting these Findings

and Recommendations.
6. The Findings and Recommendations made by this Informal Hearing Officer are
k‘O,/\ _ML_
MC 6 DIR




pr—

Tices

L

RALEIGH, HUN--& McGARRY, P.C.

302 E. CARSON AVENUE,

SUITE 1102
I.LAS VECAS, NEVADA 89101

(702) 386-4842

10

1

12

13

14,

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

contingent upon Dr. Cohen consenting to all of the Informal Hearing Officer’s Findings and
Recommendations. Should Dr. Cohen request a full Board hearing regarding the Findings and
Recommendations cited above, further investigation, attorney’s fees, costs, witness fees, and
possible expert witness fees will be incurred to bring this matter to a full Board hearing. Should this
matter proceed to a full Board hearing, and further investigative and additional attorney’s fees and
costs are incurred, Dr. Cohen should be assessed these additional costs and fees in the event the
Board finds Dr. Cohen has violated any of the provisions contained in NRS 631 and NAC 631. In
the event Dr. Cohen does not consent to the Findings and Recommendations and the Board finds a
violation of either NRS 631 or NAC 631, this Informal Hearing Officer recommends that Dr. Cohen
be required to attend additionai*supplemental education in the area of radiographic diagnostics to be
approved by this Informal Hearing Officer and/or the Board’s Executive Director pursuant to NRS
631.350 (k). In the eventthe Board finds a violation of any of the provisions contained in ‘either
NRS 631 or NAC 631 an appropriate fine be levied and Dr. Cohen’s license to practice dentistry be
suspended for an appropriate period of time pursuant to NRS 631.350 (¢) (f). In the event Dr. Cohen
does consent to all of the Findings and Recommendations, and thereafter the Board adopts these
Findings and Recommendations, should Dr. Cohen fail to comply. with all of the provisions
contained in these Findings and Recommendations, such conduct shall be deemed unprofessional
conduct and subject Dr. Cohen to additional penalties including, but not limited to, suspension of
Dr. Cohen’s license to p;actice dentistry in the State of Nevada. Lastly, should Dr. Cohen not
consent to all of the Findings and Recommendations, this Informal Hearing Officer recommends
further investigation be initiated and a formal complaint should be filed and a full Board hearing
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should be convened,

Informal Heaﬁﬁg Officer

CONSENT TO FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

NRS 631.363 (5) states:

If the person who was investigated agrees in writing
to the findings and conclusions of the investigator, the
Board may adopt that report as its final order and take
such action as is necessary without conducting its
own hearing on this matter.

1. I, MARTANNE COHEN, D.D.S. hereby acknowledge that T have read NRS 631.363
(5). I am aware that if I decide not to consent to the Findings and Recommendations of the Informal
Hearing Officer, a formal:complaint may be filed: against me. .In:the event a formal complaint is
filed, T am aware I have the right to a full disciplinary hearing before the Nevada State Board of
Dental Examiners.

2. I have read all of the findings and recommendations of Informal Hearing Officer,
Dennis J. Arch, D.D.S. and upon advice of my counsel, I consent to all of the Informal Hearing
Officer’s Findings and Recommendations.

3. 1 am aware by consenting to the Findings and Recommendations, I am waiving
certain valuable due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 233B
and NAC 233B. In the event this matter proceeds to a full Board hearing, I expressly waive any
right to challenge any members of the Board for bias on the basis of the Board’s discussion to
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approve or reject these consented to findings and recommendations. I have been advised by my
counsel of the due process rights I am waiving in the event I consent to the same.

4. I further agree this consent in no way prohibits the Nevada State Board of Dental
Examiners from using the findings, recommendations and information obtained from this
investigation in future disciplinary actions.

5. I further acknowledge that I am consenting to the Findings and Recommendations
of the Informal Hearing Officer voluntarily, without coercion or duress, and in the exercise of my
own free will.

6. I am aware by consenting to the Findings and Recommendations, I am admitting to
all of the Findings and Recommendations as stated by the Informal He@g Officer. -

7. [ am aware by consenting to the Findings and Recommendations, I am waiving all -
rights'to:seek judicial review or-otherwise.to challenge.or cqntest- the validity of the Findings and
Recommendations contained herein. .

8. I am aware that the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners may.choose not to adopt
my consent to the Findings and Recommendations of the Informal Hearing Officer. The Findings
and Recommendations and consent will be presented to the Board for ratification at its next properly
noticed meeting. If the Board ratifies the Findings, Recommendations and Consent, such
ratification will be considered a final disposition of a contested case.

9. I hereby specifically recognize, acknowledge and agree that failure on my part to fully
satisfy all of the terms and conditions of the Findings and Recommendations of the Informal Hearing
Officer, shall constitute unprofessional conduct; I further agree in the event I fail to satisfy all of the
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Findings and Recommendations of the Informal Hearing Officer, the Board may impose additional
disciplinary penalties, upon the convening of a full Board hearing to determine solely whether I have
breached any of the recommendations of Informal Hearing Ofﬁcer,D‘enm's J. Arch, D.D.S.

AU .
DATED this(é#c}lay of Faby; 1998, M{
QA AN

MARTANNE COHEN, D.D.S.

’44—1“4
SUBSF RIBED and SWORN to before me ., NOTARY PUBLIC §
this Eiay of zxy 1998, \  STATE OF NEVADA

é ) County of Clark
MW %MZOO Y NANCY MILLER
"?}n‘\gygntﬁstment Exp:res Sept. 23, 2000
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for said
County and State

Respondent’s attomey

The foregoing Findings and Recommendations and Consent thereto was
/pr:)ved/dis pproved by a vote of the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners at a properly

noticed meeting.

DATED this /2 day of AJol/. 1998

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
‘ EXAMINERS

A. TED TWESME, D.D.S., President
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STATE OF NEVADA
BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA
NEVADA STATE BOARD )
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, )
) Case No.03-978
Complainant, )
) STIPULATION
VS. } RE: VOLUNTARY SURRENDER
) OF LICENSE
MARIANNE COHEN, D.D.S,, )
)
Respondent. )
)

IT [S HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between MARIANNE COHEN,
D.D.S. (hereinafter “Respondent”), her attorney Anthony D, Lauria, Esq.,and the NEVADA STATE
BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board"), by and through Disciplinary Screening
Officer, DENNISJ. ARCH, D.D.S., and the Board’s counsel, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ. ofthe law firm
of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows:
1. Currently the Board is conducting an investigation into the dental practice of Rc;'_gpondeni.
2. On May 22, 1998, an informal hearing was held in Las Vegas, Nevada regarding alleged
violations of NRS 631 and.NAC 631 by licensee MARIANNE COHEN, D.D.S. The informal
hearings were held pursuant to NRS 631.363 and NAC 631.250 and NAC 631.255.

In attendance at the informal hearing were DENNIS J. ARCH, D.D.S., Informal Hearin g
Officer assigned to this matter, Board attorney, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., licensee, MARIANNE

COHEN, D.D.S.,, and her attorney, DAVID J. RIVERS, ESQ.
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Discussed at length during the informal hearing was the verified complaints related to the
care and treatment rendered to the following patients:

Anne Nielsen:

Richard P. Pittman;

Jolanta Berstler/Leokadia Iglikowska;
Thomas Augustine;

Carolyn Blair; and

Novak Tomich.

mo Ao o

3. On November 13, 1998, Findings and Recommendation of the Informal Hearin gheld
pursuant to NRS 631 and NAC 631 and Consent of Marianne Cohen, D.D.S. to the F indings and
Recommendations pursuant to NRS 631.363(5) were entered into between the Board and
Respondent regarding the above-named verified complaints. See copy of Findings and
Recommendations attached as Exhibit 1.

4, On October 1, 1998, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from M.
Kathy Word. On October 20, 1998, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint. On November 19,
1998, Respondent filed additional information in response to the Board’s correspondence of]
November 2, 1998, requesting additional documentation. On November 20, 1998, c"bjmpiainant
Kathy Word filed a supplemental response to the answer filed by Respondent. Subsequently, the
Disciplinary Screening Officer remanded the complaint to the file with the provision should the
Respondent receive any complaints in the future, the Board could consider the Word complaint in
any future disciplinary action.

5. OnNovember 19, 1998, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from

Mr. Benny R. Campbell. On December 3, 1998, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint.

S
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Subsequently, the Disciplinary Screening Officer remanded the complaint to the file with the
provision should the Respondent receive any complaints in the future, the Board could consider the
Campbell complaint in any future disciplinary action.

6. On October 24, 2000, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Ms. Madeline Gobel. On November 11, 2000, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint.
Subsequently, the Disciplinary Screening Officer remanded the complaint to the file with the
provision should the Respondent receive any complaints in the future, the Board could consider the
Gobel complaint in any future disciplinary action.

7. On October 2, 2001, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint filed by
Patricia A. Wightman. On October 18, 2001, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint.
Subsequently, the Disciplinary Screening Officer remanded the complaint to the file with the
provision should the Respondent receive any complaints in the future, the Board could 'consider the
Wightman complaint in any future disciplinary action.

8. On March 7, 2002, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint receivgq from Ms.
Colleen Strange. On March 19, 2002, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint. |

9. On June 20, 2002, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from Ms.
Kay Nicksick. On July 6, 2002, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint.

10. On October 30, 2002, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Ms. llona Daoust. On December 3, 2002, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint.

1. On November 5, 2002, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Ms. Alice Lawrence. On December 3, 2002, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint. On
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December 23, 2002, the complainant filed supplemental information to the answer filed by
Respondent. A copy of this information was forwarded to Respondent. On April 14, 2003,
Respondent was forwarded a copy of the opinion of subsequent treating dentist Marco Padilia.

12. " OnNovember 22, 2002, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Ms. Jill Scott. On May 20, 2003, Respondent was informed that pursuant to NAC 631.350, failure
of Respondent to answer the complaint within the time prescribed creates a rebuttable presumption
that the party admits generally the alIegétions of the complaint. On March 7, 2003, the Board
forwarded to Respondent documentation from Dr. David Jay Jenkins regarding the subsequent
treatment of Ms. Scott.

13. On December 26, 2002, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Mr. Frederic Alleva. On January 19, 2003, Respondent filed a non-responsive answer to the
complaint. On January 29, 2003, Respondent was informed that failure of a party to anéwer within
the prescribed time creates a rebutiable presumption that the party admits generally th¢ allegations
of the complaint.

14, On December 26, 2002, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint recéived from
Ms. Mary Jarvi. On J anuary 19, 2003, Respondent filed a non-responsive answer to the complaint.
On January 29, 2003, Respondent was informed that failure of a party to answer within the
prescribed time creates a rebuttable presumption that the party admits generally the allegations of
the complaint. On March 25, 2003, Respondent was informed of additional information received
from subsequent treating dentist, Dr. Patrick Simone. This information included records regarding
services rendered by Dr. Simone and the services rendered by Respondent.
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15. OnDecember 26, 2é02, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Ms. Linda Lane. On January 19, 2003, Respondent filed a non-responsive answer to the complaint.
On f anuary 29, 2003, Respondent was informed that failure of a party to answer within the tinie
prescribed creates a rebuttable presumption that the party admits generally to the allegations of the
complaint.

16. On January 16, 2003, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Mr. Daniel Zamarron. On January 19, 2003, Respondent filed a non-responsive answer to the
complaint. On February 26, 2003, Respondent was informed that failure to file an answer within the
time prescribed creates a rebuttable presumption that the party admits generally to the allegations
of the complaint.

17. On February 19, 2003, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Dr. Joseph Wineman. On March 12, 2003, Respondent was forwarded additional Iin formation
regarding patients, whom Dr. Wineman believed received treatment below the standard of care. On
March 25, 2003, Respondent received notice pursuant to NAC 631.350 that failure to“‘,_e_rmswer the
complaint creates a rebuttable presumption t_hat the party admits generally to the allegafions of the
complaint. On April 8, 2003, Respo-ndent was forwarded the medical records and authorizations for
the patients identified in the original complaint of Dr. Wineman as well as additional patients which
Dr. Wineman again alleged received treatment below the standard of care. On May 15, 2003,
Respondent was forwarded correspondence in which Dr. Wineman identified and alleged
Respondent defrauded patients of monies when Respondent informed patients they were required
to pay for services in advance and once the insurance company reifnbursed Respondent for the
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NRS 631.3475(1 )(2)&(4) and NAC 631.230(1)(a)&(c). The applicable statutes and regulations in

services, Respondent would reimburse the patient for the amount of money forwarded to the
Respondent by the respective insurance companies. Documentation submitted by Dr. Wineman
indicates there is substantial evidence that once Respondent received the money from the respective
insurance company, she converted that money by entering a false positive adjustment on the patients’
respective accounts.

I8. On February 20, 2003, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Ms. Marna J. Morris. On May 20, 2003, Respondent was informed pursuant to NAC 631.350, that
failure of a party to answer within the time prescribed creates a rebuttable presumption that the party
admits generally the allegations contained in the complaint.

19. On February 25, 2003, the Board notified Respondent of a complaint received from
Mr. Ronald Stein. On March 25, 2003, Respondent was informed pursuant to NAC 6317350, failure
ofaparty to answer within the time prescribed creates a rebuttable presumption that the ioarty admits
generally the allegations of the complaint.

20. On July 21, 2003,. the Board notified Respondent of a complaint receivq_gi from Ms.
Alice Woody. On August 3, 2003, Respondent filed an answer to the complaint.

21.  Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Disciplinary Screening
Officer, Dennis J. Arch, D.D.S., believes there is substantial evidence which proves Respondent, on

more than one occasion, rendered treatment which was below the standard of care in violation off

pertinent part state:
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NRS 631.3475 The following acts among others, constitute unprofessional conduct:

1. Malpractice;

2. Professional incompetence;

& ok %k

4. More than one act by the dentist or dental hygienist constituting substandard care in the
practice of dentistry or dental hygiene;
NAC 631.230

1. In addition to those specified by statute and subsection 3 of NAC 631.177, the following
acts constitute unprofessional conduct:

(a) the falsification of records of health care or medical records.

& ik ook

(c) The consistent use of dental procedures, services or treatments which constitute a
departure from prevailing standards of acceptable dental practice even though the use does not
constitute malpractice or gross malpractice.

22. . Without admitting violations of any of the Sections cited above, Responéent admits
that DSO Dennis Arch, D.D.S,, believes that there is substantial evidence of viclations of these
Sections.

23. Rather than contesting the allegations before the Board in the hearing process,
Respondent chooses to resolve these claims via Stipulation and agrees to the following:

a. Respondent agrees to voluntarily surrender her license and deliver to the Board

her license and certificate of registration, upon adoption of this Stipulation by the Board. Assuming
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Respondent is in compliance with this stipulation and all other provisions of NRS 631 and NAC 631,
Respondent may, after two (2) years from the adoption of this Stipulation by the Board, submit an
application for examination for licensure pursuant to NRS 631 and NAC 631. Respondent shall be
responsible for all costs associated with the application for examination. Respondent irrevocably
waives any rights to obtain a specialty license to a person licensed in another state pursuant to NRS
631.255; a limited license pursuant to NRS 631.271; a temporary license pursuant to NRS 631.272;
a restricted geographical license pursuant to NRS 631.274; and a restricted license to provide
services to low income individuals pursuant to NRS 631.275. Assuming Respondent meets all the
requirements for examination and passes the clinical examination as set forth in NRS 631 and NAC
631, Respondent™s license to practice dentistry in the state of Nevada will be reinstated by the
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

b. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(d) and (h), Respondent agrees that in the event her
license to practice dentistry is reinstated, Respondent’s practice shall be placed on proba§i011 and will
be supervised for a period of three (3) years. During the three (3) year period, Respondent.élla]l allow
the Informal Hearing Officer and/or the Executive Director and/or an agent appointed by--the Board,
to inspect Respondent’’s records to assure the treatments rendered by Respondent are in compliance
with NRS 631 and NAC 631. Such inspections shall be performed without notice during normal
business hours.

c. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1), Respondent agrees to reimburse the following

patients, within sixty (60) days of the adoption of this Stipulation by the Board:

M L
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11
12

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

24
25
26
27
28

Patient Amount

Frederic Alleva $1,070.00
[lona Daoust $1,435.40
Mary Jarvi §1,310.53
Linda Lane $819.50
Marna J. Morris $1,250
Kay Nicksick $575
J1li Scott $825.40
Ronald Stein $825.40
Daniel Zamarron $625.65

d Respondent agrees to pay a fine in the amount of $15,000.00 upon the Board’s
adoption of this Stipulation to reimburse the Board for the costs and fees incurred in this ;fnatter. This
amount is reportable to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

e. For a period of one (1) year after adoption of this Stipulation, in the event the
Board receives a verified complaint(s) after notice and answering the complaint, Respoﬁ&ent agrees
to comply with the decision rendered by the Board’s assigned Disciplinary Screening Officer, other
than the currently assigned DSQ, to reimburse the complainant in an amount, if any, for the treatment
rendered by Respondent if the amount of reimbursement is less than $1,500. Respondent waives any
right to appeal the Disciplinary Screening Officer’’s decision regarding reimbursement to either the
Board, Federal District Court, or State of Nevada District Court for reimbursements in an amount
less than $1,500. The Board waives the right to order reimbursement for any treatment or conduct

\ ' o ﬁ,_-L_ .
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occurting more than three years prior to the date of the adoption of this stipulation. Should
Respondent fail to reimburse patients of verified complaints as ordered by the Disciplinary Screening
Officer within sixty (60) days of the Disciplinary Screening Officer rendering his decision,
Respondent agrees those sums can be reduced to judgment by any Nevada State District Court where
the complainant resides. If the complainant resides outside the State of Nevada, Respondent agrees
the Eighth Judicial District Court, of the State of the Nevada, County of Clark, shall have jurisdiction
to reduce the amount rendered by the Disciplinary Screening Officer to judgment. Respondent shall
also be responsible for any costs or attomey’s fees incurred to reduce to judgment those amounts
identified in paragraphs 22(c)(d) and (e).

f. In the event the Respondent fails to retmburse any of the complainants identified
in paragraphs 22(c) and (¢), Respondent shall not be eligible for licensure by examination until such
time as Respondent has reimbursed those patients identified in paragraphs 22(c) and (é).

g. Respondent waives anyright to have the amounts owed, pursuant to Paragraph 22
(c), (d) and (e), discharged in bankruptcy. |

h. Regarding any other matters currently pending before the Board, the Béllé.rd hereby
waives the right to initiate any further action as to those matters as set forth in NRS 631.350.

CONSENT
24.  Respondent hasread all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees with
them in their entirety.
25. Respondent is aware by entering into this Stipulation she is waiving certain valuable
due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 233B and NAC 233B.

MC ADL
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26. 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.

27.  Respondent has reviewed the Stipulation with his attorney, Anthony D. Lauria,
Esquire who has explained each and every provision contained in this Stipulation to the Respondent

28.  Respondent acknowledges she is consenting to this Stipulation voluntarily, without
coercion or duress and in the exercise of her own free will.

29. 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.

30. Respondent acknowledges the provisions in this Stipulation contain the entire
agreement between Respondent and the Board and the provisions of this Stipulation ;:an only be
modified, in writing, with Board approval.

31. Respondent agrees in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation she het_é::by waives
any and all rights to seek judicial review or otherwise to challenge or contest the vaﬁaity of the
provisions contained in the Stipulation.

32. 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

| &___r Q:%’
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a public record.
DATED thi 38& day of January, 2004.
‘N\‘\l\&x R
MARIANNE COHEN, D.D.S., Respondent
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
this DO day of January, 2004.
County of Clark
ADRIANNE M, REED
%{M )’Qé Z My Appointment Expires
.NOTARY PUBLIC in and for said County
and State
APPROVEDI™NAS TO FORM & CONTENT
4 “\}
i A , ESQ.
}& CONTENT APPROVED AS O FORM & CONTENT
3 /i:'? / ) N ’
e '/ b O -.- :
JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ. DENNIS J ARCHD.D.S,/
Attorney for Nevada State Board of Disciplinary Screening Office/Informal
Deéntal Examiners Hearing Officer
MC ADL
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o Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

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

August 27, 2014

Duff W Kaster, DDS
2608 Port of Call
Las Vegas, NV 89128

Re: Request to Amend Stipulation Agreement

Dear Dr. Kaster.

Please be advised, the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners is in receipt of your written request to

amend the stipulation agreement approved by the Board on May 28, 2013. This request will be placed

before the Board for consideration at the next regularly scheduled meeting to be held on Friday October

3, 2014. However, this meeting will be hield in Reno, Nevada.

If appearing before the Board in Reno, Nevada on October 3, 2014 would not be convenient or would

cause additional financial hardship as stated in your request, the next meeting scheduled after the
October 3, 2014 meeting is Friday December 12, 2014 in Las Vegas, Nevada.

Please submit in writing no later than September 22, 2014 the date in which you would like to appear

before the Board to consider your request.

Should you have additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (702) 486-7044 ext. 23.

Sincerely,

Debra Shaffer-Kugel, Execufive Director

Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

Cc. John Hunt, Esq., Board Legal Counsel
File

(NSPO Rev. 6-13)

nshde@nsbde.nv.gov

o) 762 <



Duff W Kaster DDS

2608 Port of Call Dr - Las Vegas, NV 89128 - 702-306-3803

August 21, 2014

Debra Shaffer-Kugel, Executive Director
Nevada State Board of Dentat Examiners
6010 S Rainbow Blvd #1

Las Vegas, NV 89118

Dear Debra,

On Nov 15, 2002, | entered into a stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.
I was in a 5 year stipulation from Nov 15, 2002 until Nov 15, 2007. Because | moved out of
state, | had to put my license on inactive status on Dec 8, 2005 and agreed to enter into an
additional 3 years if | wanted to reactive my license in the future. | was 3 years into my 5 year
stipulation with the dental board when | agreed to an addition 3 years originally.

Due to certain circumstances, | moved back to Las Vegas and re-activated my licensed and
entered into an additional 3 year stipulation which includes extensive monitoring.

The nature of the stipulation required the board to show that my license is on a “probation”
status.

My request is that my probation be stayed and | would agree to monitoring as an option.
My reason for this is as follows:

1) Because my stipulation is reported as probation, my malpractice insurance is 4 times the
normal amount, which has become a hardship.

2) One of my desires to reactivate my license in NV is to teach at the dental school and they
cannot consider me for teaching while | have an active stipulation.

Due to my record of compliance far beyond the original expiration of the stipulation, | am
requesting that my probation (as is reported on the practitioner data base) be satisfied and then
possibly continue my monitoring program for the additional time.

| appreciate your consideration,

Sincerelyé ; ?

Duff Kaster DDS
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FER 0V 3666
STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF )
DENTAL EXAMINERS, ) Case No. 05-1258
)
Complainant, )
)
-Vs- ) FORTH AMENDED
) STIPULATION
DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S. )
' )
Respondent. )
)

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED between DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S.,
(hereinafter "Respondent"), in Proper Person, and the NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS (hereinafier "Board") by and through its counsel, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., of the law
firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows:

1. OnMay9, 1997, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into a Stipulation
with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

2. On June 1, 2000, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into an Amended
Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

3. On June 14, 2001, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into the Second
Amended Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

4. On November 15, 2002 ata properly noticed mecting, Respondent entered into the
Third Amended Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. Sce Exhibit “1".

5. Since the Board adopted the Third Amended Stipulation, Respondent has been in full
compliance, .

6. On August 1, 2005, Respondent requested the Board place his license on inactive
status,

7. In consideration for granting Respondent’s request to have his license to practice

dentistry in the State of Nevada placed on inactive status, Respondent acknowledges and agrees to

G
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the following:

a. The Third Amended Stipulation was adopted by the Board on
November 15, 2002. Currently, the Third Amended Stipulation
would expire on November 15, 2007, assuming Respondent is in
compliance upon the expiration of the Third Amended Stipulation.
Respondent agrees in the event he requests that his license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada be reinstated to active status,
Respondent agrees as a condition of reinstatement he would have to
comply with the provisions paragraph 24 of the Third Amended
Stipulation for an additional three (3) years upon the Board
reinstating Respondent license to active stafus.

b. Respondent agrees upon adoption of this Fourth Amended Stipulation
to reimburse the Board the sum of Five Hundred {($500.00) Dollars
for the preparation and moenitoring this Fourth Amended Stipulation.
In the event Respondent fails to pay the agreed upon amount,
Respondent agrees his license to practice dentistry in the State of
Nevada shall be automatically suspended without any further aclion
of the Board other than issuance of an order by the Executive
Director. Upon payment of any default, Respondent’s license to
practice dentistry in the State of Nevada will be automatically

reinstated.
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 ceriain 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.

11.  Respondent acknowledges he has read the Stipulation. Respondent acknowledges
he has been advised he has the right to have this matter reviewed by independent counsel and he
has had ample opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent has been specifically
informed he should seek independent counsel and advice of independent counse! would be in
Respondent’s best interest. Having been advised of his right to independent counsel, as well as

having had the opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent hereby acknowledges, by his

Page 2 of 4
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own free will, he is consenting to the Stipulation without independent counsel. @‘

12, Respondent acknowledges he is consenting to this Stipulation volunl?a}rhi/li without
coercion or duress and in the exercise of his own free will.

3. Respondent acknowledges no otherpromises inreference 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 cntire
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 cvent 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.

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 2 contested case and this
Stipulation shall become a public record. Respondent acknowledges and agrees of this Stipulation
shall be made available for public inspection and copying. Respondent acknowledges and agrees
copies of this Stipulation may be disseminated by the Board to the public, or any licensing board
or any agency which is investigating Respondent, including but not limited to any law enforcement

agency. Respondent agrees and acknowledges this Stipulation shall be reported to the National

Practitioners Data Bank.
DATED this _& day of 2005,
FF W.X%STER, D.D.S.
Respondent

@é Page3 of 4
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DENNIS I. ARCH, D.DS.
Disciplinary Sorsening Office/Informat
Hearing cer
The foregoing Stipulation was appmvedfdisai;pmved by a vots of the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners of a properly noticed meefing.
DATED this 25 dayof __ 38N 2005,
NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS
m%

\
TONY Gm@}m, DDS.
President

3 Silemn My § IGTENTALYKASS ERAFOR 22 AMBNE ST18 wpd

géi( 2 Pagedof 4

"ING XPIVBON INAR ROTTTER

NEEe Q00" ¥NY TVXI DA AR Thw ivn

ot e,

AP ALARAR Lt b bt | LA S b



. -
P g

Case No. 02-728
STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF )
DENTAL EXAMINERS, )
)
Complainant, )
)
-Vs- ) THIRD AMENDED
) STIPULATION
DUFF W.KASTER, D.D.S. )
)
Respondent. )
)

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED between DUFF W, KASTER, D.D.S.,
(hereinafter "Respondent"), in Proper Person, and the NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board”) by and through'its counsel, LEE A. DRIZIN, ESQ. of the law
firm of RALEIGH, HUNT, McGARRY & DRIZIN, P.C. as follows:

1. On May 9, 1997, at a properly noticed meeting, .Respondent entered into a
Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. See Exhibit “1".

2. Pursuant to the Stipulation, Respondent surrendered his Registration Certificate No.
BK 065578 with the United States Department of Justice to prescribe controlled substances for
Class II, Class III, Class IIIN, Class I'V and Class V for a period of five (5) years, as well as his
license No. CS 4016 with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy to prescribe controlled substances
for a period of five (5) years.

3. On Ju-ne 1, 2000, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into an

Amended Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. This Amended

24
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Stipulation imposed additional conditions upon Respondent’s license, in addition to the conditions
set forth in the original Stipulation dated May 9, 1997. See Exhibit “2",
4. Paragraph 15 (B) of the Stipulation dated May 9, 1997 states:

B. Respondent agrees to submit to random sampling of urine
and/or bodily fluids, and/or hair for a period of four (4) years when
so ordered by the Executive Director of the Board. In addition to
the random drug tests which may be ordered during the four (4) year
period, during the one year suspension, Respondent will submit to
urinalysis testing on the first day of each month at Associated
Pathology Laboratories (APL). Should the first day of the month
fall on a Saturday or Sunday, Respondent will submit the monthly

- sample on the first business day of the month. Any test or analysis
of bodily fluids taken shall be conducted in such manner that the
testing agency shall preserve enough of the sample to allow for
subsequent independent confirmatory tests. The results of any tests
or analysis of bodily fluids shall be reported to the Board.
Respondent shall be responsible for all costs incurred for the
analysis of urine, and/or bodily fluids, and/or hair.

5. On May 9, 2001 Respondent was sent notice to present himself to Associated
Pathologists Laboratories (APL) for blood, hair and urine testing.

6. On May 15, 2001 Respondent presented himself to APL for testing.

7. The results of the testing indicates Respondent tested “positive” for Amphetamines
(Group) in violation of the original Stipulation dated May 9, 1997 and the Amended Stipulation
dated June 1, 2000. See Exhibit “3",

8. Asaresult of testing positive for Amphetamines, Paragraph 15(C) of the Stipulation
entered into on May 9, 1997 states: '

C. 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). Respondent will be notified and allowed to
arrange for a subsequent independent confirmatory test. Should the

Respondent test positive, Respondent shall voluntarily cease
practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as a full
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Board hearing is held to evaluate the positive findings and
subsequent independent confirmatory tests.

9. On May 21, 2001, Respondent was served with the Order requiring Respondent to
voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as a full Board hearing
is held to evaluate the positive findings and/or any subsequent independent confirmatory test. See
Exhibit “4".

10.  When Respondent was served with the Order of Respondent’s obligation to
voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the S'tate of Nevada, Respondent indicated, if possible, he
would like to negotiate a settlcmerit on his own behalf, In response, Respondent was informed by
Board counsel, John A, Hunt, that it was not in his best interest to proceed in proper person.
Respondent was further advised he had a right to have this matter reviewed by independent counsel
and to have it reviewed by independent counsel would be in Respondent’s best interest. Having

been advised of his right to independent counsel, as well as having had an opportunity to seek

+

. independent counsel, Respondent, of his own free will, chose to represent himself in proper

person in this matter in an attempt-to resolve any differences he may have with the Board.

11.  Respondent admitted to testing positive for Amphetamines (Group) Ecstasy.
Although Respondent admitted to testing positive for the drug identified in Exhibit “3", he believed
he ingested this drug under the misconception he was ingesting a Viagra-like substance.

12.  Other thaﬁ the drugs identified in Exhibit “3", it was Respondent’s belief he has
taken no other illegal of unprescribed drug. |

13.  As a mitigating circumstance, Disciplinary Screening Officer, Dennis J. Arch,
D.D.S., advised the B;:>ard that duﬁng the last four (4) years Respondent had never tested positive

for any other illegal or unprescribed drugs during previously scheduled and/or random testing
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previously initiated.

14, On June 14, 2001, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into the
Second Amended Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. See Exhibit “5".
Based upon Respondent’s admission that he violated the Stipulation and Amended Stipulation,
Respondent agreed to an additional suspension of sixty (60) days commencing May 21, 2001. In
addition, Respondent agreed to submit to random sampling of urine, hair and/or bodily fluids for
an additional three (3) vears.

15.  On April 23, 2002 Respondent was sent notice to present himself to Associated

~ Medical Laboratories (AML) for blood, hair and urine testing.

16.  On April 24, 2002 Respondent presented himself to APL for testing.

17.  Theresults of the testing indicates Respondent tested “positive” for Amphetamines
(Group)in violation of the original Stipulation dated May 9, 1997, the Amended Stipulation dated
June 1, 2000 and the Second Amended Stipulation dated June 14, 2001,

18.  Attherequest of Respondent, on May 7, 2002 a second hair analysis was done and
the results of the testing indicates Respondent tested “positive” for Amphetamines {(Group) in
violation of the original Stipulation dated May 9, 1997, the Amended Stipulation dated June 1,
2000 and the Second Amended Stipulation dated June 14, 2001,

19.  As aresult of testing positive for Amphetamines, Paragraph 15(b) of the Second
Amended Stipulation entered into on June 14, 2001 states:

b. In the event any test or analysis of bodily fluids taken from
Respondent, pursuant to the terms of this Second Amended
Stipulation, is positive, indicating the presence of controlled
substances (not pursuant to a valid prescription), Respondent will
be notified. Should the Respondent test positive, Respondent’s

license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall
automatically be revoked without any further action of the Board
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other than the issuance of an appropriate Order of Revocation by the
Board’s Executive Director.

20.  OnMay 1, 2002, Respondent was served with the Order requiring Respondent to
voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as a full Board hearing
isheldto evaiuate the positive findings and/or any subsequent independent confirmatory test. See
Exhibit “6".

21.  Respondent petitioned the Board for reinstatement of his license and to appear
before the Board at their public meeting to be held on May 31, 2002.

22.  Ataproperly noticed public hearing of the Board held on May 31, 2002 Respondent

appeared and presented a report from the Coleman Group, Dr. Victoria D. Coleman, and also

" testified he had an independent hair analysis which also produced a positive for Amphetamines.
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After consideration by the Board Members, Respondent’s petition for reinstatement of his license

was denied.

23. The Respondent subsequently attended and received treatment and counseling at the
Betty Ford Clinic.

24.  As a result of Respondent’s violation of the Second Amended Stipulation and
subsequent cessation of practice of dentistry pursuant to an Order of the Executive Director, and
in consideration of his efforts to address his drug problem, the Respondent’s license shall be
reinstated by the Board providing Respondent abides by the following conditions.

a, Respondent agrees to enroll in and abide by the rules of the
Nevada Health Professionals Assistance Foundation Diversion
Program (the “After-Care Program”).

b. Following Respondent’s execution of a contract for
monitoring, counseling and assistance and waiver of confidentiatity
for enroliment in the After-Care Program, Respondent may apply to
the Board for reinstatement of his license to practice dentistry in the

(Z
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State of Nevada.

C. Respondent agrees to surrender his Registration Certificate
No. BK065578 with the United States Department of Justice,
D.E.A., to prescribe controlied substances for Class II, Class IIN,
Class 111, Class IIN, class IV, and Class V for a period of three (3)
years. In the event Respondent complies with all the terms of this
Stipulation, at the end of the three (3) year period, Respondent may
apply to the D.E.A. to have his prescription privileges reinstated.

d. Respondent agrees to surrender his license No. CS4016 with
the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy to prescribe controlled
substances for Class II, Class 1IN, Class I, Class IIIN, Class IV,
and Class V for a period of three (3) years. In the event Respondent

- complies with all the terms of this Stipulation, at the end of the three

(3) year period, Respondent may apply to the Nevada State Board
of Pharmacy to have his prescription privileges reinstated.

E. Respondent further agrees in the event he fails to swrrender
said licenses within ten (10) days as set forth in subparagraphs c and
d herein or 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 IIN, Class III, Class IIIN, Class IV and Class V
during the remaining term of his probationary period as set forth in
the Third Amended Stipulation, the Executive Director, without 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, 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.

f. Following the reinstatement of Respondent’s license,
Respondent agrees to the following:

i. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(g), Respondent
agrees to submit to random sampling of urine, hair
and/or bodily fluids for an additional five (5) years
.when so ordered by the Executive Director of the
Board effective upon adoption of this Third
Amended Stipulation. This random sampling of
urine, hair and/or bodily fluids will be under direct
observation and any test or analysis of bodily fluids
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taken shall be conducted in such a manner that the
testing agency shall preserve enough of the sample
to allow for subsequent independent confirmatory
tests. The results of any tests or analysis of bodily
fluids shall be reported to the Board. Respondent
shall be responsible for all costs incurred for the
analysis of urine, hair and/or bodily fluids.

ii. In the event any test or analysis of bodily
fluids taken from Respondent, whether pursuant to
the request of the Executive Director or the After-
Care Program, is positive, indicating the presence of
controlled substances (not pursuant to a valid
prescription), Respondent will be notified. Should
the Respondent test positive, Respondent’s license
to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall
automatically be revoked without any further action
of the Board other than the issuance of an
appropriate Order of Revocation by the Board's
Executive Director.

iii.  Respondent authorizes and shall execute any
consent necessary which authorizes reports
generated by the urinalysis and/or bodily fluids,
and/or hair testing and any substance abuse

- evaluation reports, and any status reports rendered

by individuals treating Respondent to be furnished
to the Executive Director of the Board. In the event
of a violation in the form of a confirmed, positive
test result, all reports previously submitted to the
Board will become public record and be available
for use by the Board in connection with any
subsequent action of the Board.

iv.  Should Respondent fail to present himself
for random drug testing when directed by the
Executive Director of the Board or the After-Care
Program, within twenty-four (24) hours of said
direction by the Executive Director or After-Care
Program, Respondent’s license to practice dentistry

- in the State of Nevada will be revoked indefinitely

without any other action by the Board other than the
issuance of an appropriate Order of Revocation by
the Board’s Executive Director.
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v, Should Respondent fail to complete the
After-Care Program or upon receipt of notice that
Respondent has failed to comply with the terms of
the contract with the After-Care Program,
Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the
State of Nevada will be revoked indefinitely without
any further action by the Board other than the
issuance of an appropriate Order of Revocation by
the Board’s Executive Director.

vi. Respondent agrees pursuant to NRS
631.350(d) and (k), Respondent shali be placed on
probation for a period of five (5) years with
Respondent’s  practice being supervised and
monitored effective upon the Board’s adoption of
this Third Amended Stipulation. Respondent agrees
that during the five (5) 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
Third Amended Stipulation. Such inspections shall
be performed, . without notice, .during - normal
business hours. Respondent further agrees during
the period of probation and supervision, Respondent
shall maintain a list of any prescriptions issued to
any of Respondent’s patients by any other licensed
dentist in the State of Nevada. The list of
prescriptions issued to Respondent’s patients by any
other licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall
include the following:

a. patient’s name;

b. *date of issuance;

c. name of dentist who issued
prescription; ’

d. units and amount of controlled
substance issued;

¢ reason for issuing the controlled
substance.

Respondent’s failure to accurately maintain the list
of prescriptions issued to his patients by any other
licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall be
deemed unprofessional conduct and in violation of
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this Third Amended Stipulation and shall "be
considered by the Board in determining whether or
not to revoke Respondent’s license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada.

vil.  Respondent agrees to pay the Nevada State

- Board of Dental Examiners the sum of $5,000.00,

g

upon approval of this Stipulation by the Board, to

.reimburse the Board for the costs incurred for this

Stipulation and the cost to be incurred in the future
to monitor and enforce this Stipulation.
Specifically, this amount shall not be deemed a fine
and shall not be reported to the National
Practitioners Data Bank, This amount is due and
payable in two equal installments. The first payment
shall be due thirty (30) days afier the adoption of this
Third Amended Stipulation by the Board. The
second payment shall be due sixty (60) days after the
first payment. In the event Respondent fails to pay
the agreed upon amount, 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 payment of any
default, Respondent’s license to practice dentistryin
the State of Nevada will be automatically reinstated.

All provisions of the original Stipulation entered into with
the Board on May 9, 1997, the Amended Stipulation dated June 1,
2000 and the Second Amended Stipulation dated June 14, 2001

shall remain in full force and effect.

h.

Respondent further agrees, in the event the Board has to
initiate any legal proceedings to enforce payment of the
reimbursement amount or in the event the Board has to seek
injunctive relief in the event Respondent fails to voluntarily cease
practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada, Respondent shall be
responsible for legal fees and costs incurred by the Board in any

such proceedings.

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

D.WXK.




'26.  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.

27.  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.

28.  Respondent acknow!nges he has read the Stipulation. Respondeﬁt acknowledges
he has been advised he has the right to have this matier reviewed by independent counsel and he
has had ample opportunity to seek independent counsel. Respondent has been specifically
informed he should seek independent counsel and advice of independent counsel would be in
Respondent’s best interest. Having been advised of his right to independent counsel, as well as

having had the opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent hereby acknowledges, bf his

own free will, he is consenting to the Stipulation without independent counsel.
D.W.K.

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

30. Respondent acknowlfadges 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.

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

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

- A provisions contained in the Stipulation.

33.  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
isrejected 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
a;iopt this Stipulation, such adoption shall be considered a final disposition of a contested case and
will become a public record.

DATED this _/f_[ day of

NIRTAY XA
Rsp
%

30,  ALICIA C, RAMIREZ
b ¥} Motory Public State of Nevada
L gty No.01-68744-1

SAT/ My appl. exp. Apr. 26,2005 .

wierwie'

DEMNIS J. ARCH, D.D.S.
eigh, Hunt, McGarry & Drizin, P.C. Disciplinary Screening Office/Informal
Board Counsel ‘Hearing Officer '
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The foregoing Stipulation was approved/disapproved by 2 vote of the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners at z_lﬂﬁroperly noticed meeting.

DATED this ﬁ day of GJ , 2002.

NVADA S; BO DEMTAL EXAMINERS

LAPﬁY L CHAMPAGNE,D.DS.  —

President

SVotare BlwpSI\DENTALNKASTERYS amended stipulatioa wpd
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STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF )
DENTAL EXAMINERS, ) Case No. 05-1258
)
Complainant, )
)
-vs- ) FORTH AMENDED
) STIPULATION
DUFF W.KASTER, D.D.S. )]
’ )
Respondent. )
)

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED between DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S.,
(hereinafter "Respondent™), in Proper Person, and the NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board") by and through its counsel, JOHN A. HUNT, E8Q., of the law
firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows:

1. OnMay9, 1997, ata properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into a Stipulation
with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners,

2, OnJune 1, 2000, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into an Amended
Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Fxaminers.

3. On June 14, 2001, at aproperly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into the Second
Amended Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners,

4, On November 15, 2002 ata properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into the
Third Amended Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. See Exhibit “1".

5. Since the Board adopted the Third Amended Stipulation, Respondent has been in full
compliance. _

6. On August 1, 2005, Respondent requested the Board place his license on inactive
status,

7. In consideration for granting Respondent’s request to have his license to practice

dentistry in the State of Nevada placed on inactive status, Respondent acknowledges and agrees to
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the following:

a. The Third Amended Stipulation was adopted by the Board on
November 15, 2002. Currently, the Third Amended Stipulation
would expire on November 15, 2007, assuming Respondent is in
compliance upon the expiration of the Third Amended Stipulation.
Respondent agrees in the event he requests that his license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada be reinstated to active slatus,
Respondent agrees as a condition of reinstatement he would have to
comply with the provisions paragraph 24 of the Third Amended
Stipulation for an additional three (3) years upon the Board
reinstating Respondent license to active stafs.

b. Respondent agrecs upon adoption of this Fourth Amended Stipulation
to reimbursc the Board the sum of Five Hundred ($500.00} Dollars
for the preparation and monitoring this Fourth Amended Stipulation.
In the event Respondent fails to pay the agreed upon amount,
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 payment of any default, Respondent’s license to
practice dentistry in the State of Nevada will be automatically

reinstated.
CONSENT
8. Respondent hasread all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees with
them in their entirety.
9. Respondent is awarc by entering into this Stipulation he is waiving cerlain valuable

due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 2338 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.

li.  Respondent acknowledges he has read the Stipulation. Respondent acknowledges
he has been advised he has the right to have this matter reviewed by independent counsel and he
has had ample opportunity to seek independent counscl, Respondent has been specifically
informed he should seek independent counsel and advice of independent counsel would be in
Respondent’s best interest. Having been advised of his right to independent counsel, as well as

having had the opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent hereb} acknowledges, by his
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own free will, he is consenting to the Stipulation without independent counsel, :

12. Respondent acknowledges he is consenting to this Stipulation volurﬁ)a‘gl!;, without
coercion or duress and in the exercise of his own free will.

13.  Respondentacknowledgesno other promises inreference to the provisions contained
in this Stipulation have been made by any agent, employee, counse} or any person affiliated with the
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

14. Respondent acknowledges the provisions in this Stipulation contain the cntire
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 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.

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 this
Stipulation shall become a public record. Respondent acknowledges and agrees of this Stipulation
shall be made available for public inspection and copying. Respondent acknowledges and agrees
copies of this Stipulation may be disseminated by the Board to the public, or any licensing board
or any agency which is investigating Respondent, including but not limited to any law enforcement
agency. Respondent agrees and acknowledges this Stipulation shall be reported to the National

Practitioners Data Bank.
DATED this _&_ day of , 2005.

Y Vs

FF W.K®STER, D.DS.
Respondent
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Case No. 02-728
STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF )
DENTAL EXAMINERS, )
)
Complainant, )
)
-vs- ) THIRD AMENDED
) STIPULATION
DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S. )
)
Respondent. )
)

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED between DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S.,
(hereinafter "Respondent"), in Proper Person, and the NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board") by and through'its counsel, LEE A. DRIZIN, ESQ. of the law
firm of RALEIGH, HUNT, McGARRY & DRIZIN, P.C. as follows:

1. On May 9, 1997, at a properly noticed meeting, lRespondent entered into a
Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. See Exhibit “1".

2. Pursuant to the Stipulation, Respondent surrendered his Registration Certificate No.
BK 065578 with the United States Department of Justice to prescribe controlled substances for
Class I, Class I, Class IIIN, Class I'V and Class V for a period of five (5) years, as well as his
license No. CS 4016 with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy to prescribe controlled substances
for a period of five (5) years.

3. On Ju.ne 1, 2000, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into an

Amended Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. This Amended

e



Stipulation imposed additional conditions upon Respondent’s license, in addition to the conditions
set forth in the original Stipulation dated May 9, 1997. See Exhibit “2".
4, Paragraph 15 (B) of the Stipulation dated May 9, 1997 states:

B. Respondent agrees to submit to random sampling of urine
and/or bodily fluids, and/or hair for a period of four (4) years when
so ordered by the Executive Director of the Board. In addition to
the random drug tests which may be ordered during the four (4) year
period, during the one year suspension, Respondent will submit to
urinalysis testing on the first day of each month at Associated
Pathology Laboratories (APL). Should the first day of the month
fall on a Saturday or Sunday, Respondent will submit the monthly

- sample on the first business day of the month. Any test or analysis
of bodily fluids taken shall be conducted in such manner that the
testing agency shall preserve enough of the sample to allow for
subsequent independent confirmatory tests. The results of any tests
or analysis of bodily fluids shall be reported to the Board.
Respondent shall be responsible for all costs incurred for the
analysis of urine, and/or bodily fluids, and/or hair.

5. On May 9, 2001 Respondent was sent notice to present himself to Associated
Pathologists Laboratories (APL) for blood, hair and urine testing.

6. On May 15, 2001 Respondent presented himself to APL for testing.

7. The results of the testing indicates Respondent tested “positive” for Amphetamines
{Group) in violation of the original Stipulation dated May 9, 1997 and the Amended Stipulation
dated June 1, 2000. See Exhibit *3",

8. Asaresult oftesting positive for Amphetamines, Paragraph 15(C) of the Stipulation
entered into on May 9, 1997 states:

C. 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). Respondent will be notified and allowed to
arrange for a subsequent independent confirmatory test. Should the

Respondent test positive, Respondent shall voluntarily cease
practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as a full

D.W.K. ' 2
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Board hearing is held to evaluate the positive findings and
subsequent independent confirmatory tests.

9, On May 21, 2001, Respondent was served with the Order requiring Respondent to
voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as a full Board hearing
isheld to evaluate the positive findings and/or any subsequent independent confirmatory test. See
Exhibit “4".

10.  When Respondent was served with the Order of Respondent’s obligation to
voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the S'tate of Nevada, Respondent indicated, if possible, he
would like to negotiate a settlemeﬁt on his own behalf. In response, Respondent was informed by
Board counsel, John A. Hunt, that it was not in his best interest to proceed in proper person.
Respondent was further advised he had a right to have this matter reviewed by independent counsel
and-to have it reviewed by independent counsel would be in Respondent’s best interest. Having

been advised of his right to independent counsel, as well as having had'an opportunity to seek

. independent counsel, Respondent, of his own free will, chose to represent himself in proper

person in this matter in an attempt-to resolve any differences he may have with the Board.

11.  Respondent admitted to testing positive for Amphetamines (Group) Ecstasy.
Although Respondent admitted to testing positive for the drug identified in Exhibit “3", he believed
he ingested this drug under the misconception he was ingesting a Viagra-like substance.

12.  Other than the drugs ideatified in Exhibit “3", it was Respondent’s belief he has
taken no other illegal or unprescribed drug. |

13.  As a mitigating circumstance, Disciplinary Screening Officer, Dennis J. Arch,
D.D.S., advised the B-oard that duﬁng the last four (4) years Respondent had never tested positive

for any other illegal or unprescribed drugs during previously scheduled and/or random testing
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previously initiated.

14.  On June 14, 2001, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into the
Second Amended Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. See Exhibit “5".
Based upon Respondent’s admission that he violated the Stipulation and Amended Stipulation,
Respondent agreed to an additional suspension of sixty (60) days commencing May 21, 2001. In
addition, Respondent agreed to submit to random sampling of urine, hair and/or bodily fluids for
an additional three (3) years.

15.  On April 23, 2002 Respondent. was sent notice to present himself to Associated

 Medical Laboratories (AML) for blood, hair and urine testing.

16.  On April 24, 2002 Respondent presented himself to APL for testing.

17.  Theresults of the testing indicates Respondent tested “positive” for Amphetamines
(Group)in violation of the original Stipulation dated May 9, 1997, the Amended Stipulation dated
June 1, 2000 and the Second Amended Stipulation dated June 14, 2001.

18.  Attherequestof Respondent, on May 7, 2002 a second hair analysis was done and
the results of the testing indicates Respondent tested “positive” for Amphetamines (Group) in
violation of the original Stipulation dated May 9, 1997, the Amended Stipulation dated June 1,
2000 and the Second Amended Stipulation dated June 14, 2001,

19.  As aresult of testing positive for Amphetamines, Paragraph 15(b) of the Second
Amended Stipulation entered into on June 14, 2001 states:

b. In the event any test or analysis of bodily fluids taken from
Respondent, pursuant to the terms of this Second Amended
Stipulation, is positive, indicating the presence of controlled
substances (not pursuant to a valid prescription), Respondent will
be notified. Should the Respondent test positive, Respondent’s

license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall
automatically be revoked without any further action of the Board

WK. ' -4
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other than the issuance of an appropriate Order of Revocation by the
Board’s Executive Director.

20.  OnMay I,2002, Respondent was served with the Order requiring Respondent to
voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as a full Board hearing
is held to evaluate the positive findings and/or any subsequent independent confirmatory test. See
Exhibit “6".

21.  Respondent petitioned the Board for reinstatement of his license and to appear

before the Board at their public meeting to be held on May 31, 2002.

22, Ataproperly noticed public hearing of the Board held on May 31, 2002 Respondent

appeared and presented a report from the Coleman Group, Dr. Victoria D. Coleman, and also

-testified he had an independent hair analysis which also produced a positive for Amphetamines.

-
!f ‘1
; i
“'ur-'v‘

After consideration by the Board Members, Respondent’s petition for reinstatement of his license

was denied.

23.  The Respondent subsequently attended and received treatment and counseling at the
Betty Ford Clinic.

24.  As aresult of Respondent’s violation of the Second Amended Stipulation and
subsequent cessation of practice of dentistry pursuant to an Order of the Executive Director, and
in consideration of his efforts to address his drug problem, the Respondent’s license shall be
reinstated by the Board providing Respondent abides by the following conditions.

a. Respondent agrees to enroll in and abide by the rules of the
Nevada Health Professionals Assistance Foundation Diversion
Program (the “Afier-Care Program™).

b. Following Respondent’s execution of a contract for
monitoring, counseling and assistance and waiver of confidentiality
for enroliment in the After-Care Program, Respondent may apply to
the Board for reinstatement of his license to practice dentistryin the




State of Nevada.

c. Respondent agrees to surrender his Registration Certificate
No. BK065578 with the United States Department of Justice,
D.E.A., to prescribe controlied substances for Class II, Class IIN,
Class I11, Class IIIN, class IV, and Class V for a period of three (3)
years. In the event Respondent complies with all the terms of this
Stipulation, at the end of the three (3) year period, Respondent may
apply to the D.E.A. to have his prescription privileges reinstated.

d. Respondent agrees to surrender his license No. CS4016 with
the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy to prescribe controlled
substances for Class II, Class 1IN, Class III, Class ITIIN, Class IV,
and Class V for a period of three (3) years. In the event Respondent

- complies with all the terms of this Stipulation, at the end of the three

(3) year period, Respondent may apply to the Nevada State Board
of Pharmacy to have his prescription privileges reinstated.

e, Respondent further agrees in the event he fails to surrender
said licenses within ten (10) days as set forth in subparagraphs ¢ and
d herein or 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 IIN, Class III, Class IIIN, Class IV and Class V
during the remaining term of his probationary period as set forth in
the Third Amended Stipulation, the Executive Director, without 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, 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.

L. Following the reinstatement of Respondent’s license,
Respondent agrees to the following:

i, Pursuant to NRS 631.350(g), Respondent
agrees to submit to random sampling of urine, hair
and/or bodily fluids for an additional five (5) years
.when so ordered by the Executive Director of the
Board effective upon adoption of this Third
Amended Stipulation. This random sampling of
urine, hair and/or bodily fluids will be under direct
observation and any test or analysis of bodily fluids
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N taken shall be conducted in such a manner that the
testing agency shall preserve enough of the sample
o to allow for subsequent independent confirmatory
tests. The results of any tests or analysis of bodily
fluids shall be reported to the Board. Respondent
shall be responsible for all costs incurred for the

analysis of urine, hair and/or bodily fluids.

ii. In the event any test or analysis of bodily
fluids taken from Respondent, whether pursuant to
the request of the Executive Director or the After-
Care Program, is positive, indicating the presence of
controlled substances (not pursuant to a valid
prescription), Respondent will be notified. Should
the Respondent test positive, Respondent’s license
to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall
automatically be revoked without any further action
of the-Board other than the issuance of an
appropriate Order of Revocation by the Board’s
Executive Director.

iii. ~ Respondentauthorizesand shall execute any
consent necessary which authorizes reports
generated by the urinalysis and/or bodily fluids,
; and/or hair testing and any substance abuse
“ evaluation reports, and any status reports rendered
by individuals treating Respondent to be furnished
to the Executive Director of the Board. In the event
of a violation in the form of a confirmed, positive
test result, all reports previously submitted to the
Board will become public record and be available
for use by the Board in connection with any
subsequent action of the Board.

-

iv.  Should Respondent fail to present himself
for random drug testing when directed by the
Executive Director of the Board or the After-Care
Program, within twenty-four (24) hours of said
direction by the Executive Director or After-Care
Program, Respondent’s license to practice dentistry

- in the State of Nevada will be revoked indefinitely
without any other action by the Board other than the
issuance of an appropriate Order of Revocation by
the Board’s Executive Director.
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V. Should Respondent fail to complete the
After-Care Program or upon receipt of notice that
Respondent has failed to comply with the terms of
the contract with the After-Care Program,
Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the
State of Nevada will be revoked indefinitely without
any further action by the Board other than the
issuance of an appropriate Order of Revocation by
the Board’s Executive Director.

vi.  Respondent agrees pursuant to NRS
631.350(d) and (h), Respondent shall be placed on
probation for a period of five (5) years with
Respondent’s  practice being supervised and
monitored effective upon the Board’s adoption of
this Third Amended Stipulation. Respondent agrees
that during the five (5) 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
Third Amended Stipulation. Such inspections shall
be performed, . without notice, .during - normal
business hours. Respondent further agrees during
the period of probation and supervision, Respondent
shall maintain a list of any prescriptions issued to
any of Respondent’s patients by any other licensed
dentist in the State of Nevada. The list of
prescriptions issued to Respondent’s patients by any
other licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall
include the following:

a. patient’s name;

b. -date of issuance;

c. name of dentist who issued
prescription; ’

d. units and amount of controlled
substarnce issued;

e. reason for issuing the controlled
substance.

Respondent’s failure to accurately maintain the list
of prescriptions issued to his patients by any other
licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall be
deemed unprofessional conduct and in violation of
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this Third Amended Stipulation and shall be
considered by the Board in determining whether or
not to revoke Respondent’s license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada.

vii.  Respondent agrees to pay the Nevada State

. Board of Dental Examiners the sum of $5,000.00,

g

upon approval of this Stipulation by the Board, to

.reimburse the Board for the costs incurred for this

Stipulation and the cost to be incurred in the future
to monitor and enforce this Stipulation.
Specifically, this amount shall not be deemed a fine
and shall not be reported to the National
Practitioners Data Bank. This amount is due and
payable in two equal installments. The first payment
shall be due thirty (30) days after the adoption of this
Third Amended Stipulation by the Board. The
second payment shall be due sixty (60) days after the
first payment. In the event.Respondent fails to pay
the agreed upon amount, 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 payment of any
default, Respondent’s license to practice dentistryin
the State of Nevada will be automatically reinstated.

All provisions of the original Stipulation entered into with
the Board on May 9, 1997, the Amended Stipulation dated June 1,
2000 and the Second Amended Stipulation dated June 14, 2001

shall remain in full force and effect.

h.

Respondent further agrees, in the event the Board has to
initiate any legal proceedings to enforce payment of the
reimbursement amount or in the event the Board has to seek
injunctive relief in the event Respondent fails to voluntarily cease
practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada, Respondent shall be
responsible for legal fees and costs incurred by the Board in any

such proceedings.
CONSENT
25.  Respondent has read all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees
with them in their entirety,

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

27.  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.

28.  Respondent acknowle_dges he has read the Stipulation. Responde:':tt acknowledges
he has been advised he has the right to have this matter reviewed by independent counsel and he
has had ample opportunity to seek independent counsel. Respondent has been specifically
informed he should seek independent counsel and advice of independent counsel would be in
Respondent’s best interest. Having been advised of his right to independent counsel, as well as

havinghad the opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent hereby acknowledges, b? his

own free will, he is consenting to the Stipulation without independent counsel.
D.W.K.

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

30.  Respondent ack.nowl:edges 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.

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

32, Respondent agrees in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation he hereby waives

WK, 10




any and all rights fo seek judicial review or otherwise to challenge or contest the validity of the
| provisions contained in the Stipulation.

33.  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
istejected 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
a&opt this Stipulation, such adoption shall be considered a final disposition of a contested case and
will become & public record.

DATED this_/ ‘/ day of

fﬁ STER, D.D.S.

Respondent

SUBSC
this ,

b
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No 01-68744—-1
My apptl. exp. Apr. 26, 2005 .

. ﬂl ; ‘ ] 7 ;
NOTARY PUBLIC & |
ﬁ}&s T APPROVED-ASLOFORM,& CONTENT

JOFN A. HUNT, ESQUIRE DEXNIS J. ARCH, D.D.S.
eigh, Hunt, McGarry & Drizin, P.C. Disciplinary Screening Ofﬁce!Infonnal
Board Counsel Hearing Officer
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The foregoing Stipulation was approved/disapproved by a vote of the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners at grﬁroperly noticed meeting.

DATED ﬂus' day of GJ , 2002.

S:\Joanne BiwpS NDENTAIMKASTERWUb amended stipulation wpd
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Case No. 97-37

STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA. STATE BOARD OF )
DENTAL EXAMINERS, ) _
) :
Complainant, )
) :
vs- ) i
) STIPULATION ;
DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S. )
)
Respondent, )
)

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED between DUFF W, KASTER, D.D.S,,

(hereinafter "Respondent™) and his counsél, NEIL BELLER, ESQ. and the NEVADA STATE .

BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board") by and through its counsel, JOHN A
HUNT, ESQ. of the law.firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows:

1. On December 9, 1996, the Nevada Stare Board of Dentﬂ Examiners received a
verified complaint from Keith W. McDonald, Executive Secretary of the Nevada State Board of

Pharmacy regarding the prescription practices of R;:spondent d.ated December 5, 1996. (See
Exhibit "1").

2 On JTanuary 21, 1997, the Respondent was informed by the Nevada State Board of

Dental Examiners of the verified complaint of Keith W. McDonald, Executive Secretary of the

Nevada State Board of Pharmacy. (See Exhibit “2"). '

3.

3 On January 28, 1997, Dr. Kaster presented himself for drug testing at Associated _

H
}
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- Pathologists Laboratories. (See Exhibit *3"), -

_ the following acts, .among others, constitute unprofessional conduct;

4, On January 29, 1997, Dr. Kaster presented himself for hair, blood and urine drug
analysis. The results of the analysis of Dr, Kaster’s blood, urine and hair are attached as Exhibit ;

"4" and "5%).

5. . Thereafler, Dr. Kaster’s attomey, Neil Beller, Esq. and the Board's attorney, John
A. Hunt, Esq. entered into negotiations in order to protect the interests of the citizens of the State
of Nevada and Dr. Kaster's due process rights. As a result of these negotiations, Dr. Kaster, by
and through his attorney, Neil Beller, Esq. Respondent informally ag.recd to refrain from writing
any prescriptions.for controlled substances for Class I, Class II-N, Class III, Class [TI-N, Class

IV and Class V. In addition, Dr. Kaster agreed to informally temporarily refrain from practicing

.dentistry in the State of Nevada.

6. Subsequent to those negotiations, on February 5, 1997, Dr. Kaster presented
himself to Associated Pathologists Laboratories for a profile 807 blood test for drug analysis. The
results of the blood test are attached as Exhibit "6". The 807 blood test was the same type of
blood test which was performed on January 29, 1997. (See Exhibit "4"). Dr. Kaster did not have

a urine and hair analysis performed on February 5, 1997.

7. At this time, it is alleged that Respondent violated INRS 631.3475(5), which states

"S. Administering, dispensing or prescribing of any controlled
f substance or any dangerous drug as defined in chapter 454 of.

[ 1% ]
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1 h NRS, if it is not required to treat the dentist's patients;...."
2 8. At this time, it is alleged Respondent violated NAC 631.230(b) which states the
3 following acts, among others, constitute unprofessional conduct;
4
5 "(b) Writing prescriptions for controlled substances in an
excessive amount as to constitute a departure from the
6 prevailing standards of exceptual dentistry practice.”
7
8 9. At this time, it is alleged Respondent violated NAC 631.230(1)(d) which states the
91| following acts, among others, constitute unprofessional conduct;
10
11 "(1)(d) The acquisition of any controlled substances from
any pharmacy or other source, by misrepresentation, fraud,
12 deception or subterfuge.”
13 10.  Based upon the allegations contained.in Paragraphs Seven (7), Eight (8) and Nine
1440 '
" (9) stated above, Respondent hereby voluntarily agrees he will not prescribe any controlled
18 .
161 .substances for Class II, Class [I-N, Class III, Class II-N, Class IV and Class V until such time as

17 [ a written agreement is entered into between the Respondent and the Board. In the event the
18 || Board does not reach a written agreement or, in the event a full board hearing is not convened
19 within three {(3) months of the Board's adopting of this Stipulation, the Respondént will be free to

resume prescribing the controlled substances stated above. Respondeat's resumption of his

21 ‘
29 prescription privileges is conditioned on the fact that the Board has not obtained injunctive relief
23]l from the Eighth Judicial District Court or that Respondent's prescription privileges have not either

24|l been suspended and/or revoked by either the DEA or the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy.

(1.  Based upon the allegations contained in Paragraphs Seven (7), Eight (8) and Nine

R JERSTE )
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(9) stated above, Respondent voluntariiy agrees he will not practice dentistry in the State of
Nevada as set forth in NRS 631 and NAC 63 1 until such time as a written agreement is entered
into between the Respondent and the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. In the event the
Board does not enter into a written agreement with the Respor'l'dent and/or in the event the Board
does not canvene a full Board hearing within three (3) months of the Board adopting this
Stipulation, the Respondent may resume the practice of dentistry in the State of Nevada,
Respondent's resumption is conditioned of the fact that the Board has not obtained injunctive
relief preventing Respondent from practicing dentistry from the Eighth Judicial District Court,
State of Nevada. Respondent shall cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada for fourteen
(14) days from Respondent executing this Stipulation. During the fourteen {14) day period, the

Board may designate an agent to monitor Respondent’s practice.

12, In the event Respondent practices dentistry and/or writes prescriptions for
controlled substances as defined above, in Paragraphs Ten (10) and Eieven (11), Respondent
hereby stipulates to revocation of his license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada without

any further action by the Board, other than appropriate order of revacation executed by the

Board's President,

13.  Respondent has read all the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees

with them in their entirety.

.14, Respondent is aware that by entering into this Stipulation, he is waiving certain

valuablg due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 233B and
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1
2
3 15. Respondent specifically waives any rights to challenge any members of the Board
4 for bias on the basis of the Board's discussion to approve or reject this Stipulation.
5
6
- 16.  Respondent has reviewed every provision of this Stipulation with his attorney,
8 NEIL BELLER, ESQ. and has been advised of the ramifications of each provision of this
9 Stipulation.
10
11 : . . . ]
17. Respondent acknowledges he is consenting to the Stipulation voluntarily, without
12
3 coercion or duress and in the exercise of his own free will,
14
15 \1 18. : This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting, Itis
16 understood and stipulated the Board is free 1o accept or reject the Stipulation and. if the
17 Stipulation is rejected by the Board, further disciplinary action ma}} be implemented. This
18
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Stipulation will only bacome effactive when the Board has approved the same in an open meeting.

DATED this _Zﬁ day of February, 1997.

W/ =z

(A
DUFF WHEASTER, D.D.S. -

SUBSCRIBED nd SWORRN 10 befora me
this 24" day of Pebruary, 1557.

NOTARY PUBLIC in and for sud
County and Staze

APPROVED AS TOFORM & CONTZNT:

-

A.PP17> ,a.s/ro/m.

R I
7 p£ 254 / _//f.’»-‘t/' |
NEL BELLER, ESQ. 5 A HUNT, ESQ.

Respondent's attorney mpiatnant's Aoy
- a vate of *he Nevaca Siaia Board

The foregeing Stipulaticr vax appravedidisagpraved 97
of Dental Examiners at & properly 0otcec mesting.

VI ]
DATED this & _ day of Febassy, 1997

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS

P Do S

SUSAN JANCAY President
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Case No. 00-329 -

STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD )}
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, }
)
Complainant, ° )

) ND IPULATI
Vs, )
)
DUFF KASTER, D.D.S., )
)
Respondent. )}
)

ITISHEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by.and between DUFF KASTER, D.D.S.

{(hereinafter “Respondent™), in Proper Person, and THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL

{| EXAMINERS (hereinafter *Board"”) by and through its counsel JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., of the law

firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C,, as follows:

1. On May 9, 1997, at a properly noticed mesting, Respondent eatered into a Stipulation
with the Nevada Stafc Board of Dental Examiners. Attached as Exhibit “1”.

2, Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the Stipulation states:

G. Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC
631 contained in Paragraphs 10 through 15, Respondent agrees to surrender
his Registration Certificate No. BK 063578 with the United States
Department of Justice, D.E.A., to prescribe controlled substances for Class
10, Class ITN, Class IIT, Class IIIN, Class IV, and Class V fora period of five
(5) years. In the event Respondent complies with all the terms of this

()
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13
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Stipulation, at the end of the five (5) year period Respondent may apply to
the D.E.A. to have his prescription privileges reinstated.

H. Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC
631 contained in Paragraphs 10 through L5, Respondent agrees to surrender
his license No. CB 4016 with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy to
prescribe controlled substances for Class II, Class IIN, Class III, Class ITIN,
Class IV, and Class V for a period of five (5) years. In the event Respondent

- complies with all the terms of this Stipulation, at the end of the five year
period Respondent may apply to have his prescription writing privileges with
the State Board of Pharmacy reinstated,

3. Since entering into the Stipulation, the Board has obtained substantial evidence that
the Respondent caused to be issued prescriptions in violation of Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the
Stipulation,

4, On March 28, 2000, a prescription. profile was requested from the Contmolled

‘Substance Task Force for any prescriptions requested or issued by Respondent from January 1, 1999

to the present.: The results of the inquiry indicates no prescriptions were issued in the name of
Respondent durinig this period. On March 28, 2000, a prescription profile was requested from the
Controlled Substance Task Force regarding Dr. Ransdell for the periods of May 29, 1999 to June 14,
1999, November 3, 1999 to November 15, 1999, and January 1, 2000 to January 17, 2000.

3. As a result, an investigation was conducted wherein it was found that at the direction

of Respondent, prescriptions for controlled substancés were issued for patients as follows:

PATIENT: CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE DATE
Patient “A™ Lorcet 06/03/99
Patient “B” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate - 06/08/99
Patient “C” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate ' 06/14/99
Patient “D” i APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate ' 01/07/00
Patient “E” Hydrocodone/IBUPRO 01/05/00 -
Patient “F” Diazepam 01/11/00

o
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Patient “G” APA/fHydrocodone Bitartrate 01/12/00
Patient “H” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/18/00
Patient “T"* APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/20/00

Respondent has been informed of the names which correspand to the patients identified as
A through L

6. On March 28, 2000, the dental records for the patients identified in Paragraph 4
above, were reviewed by the Informal Hearing Officer. Based upon that review the Informal
Hearing Officer finds that Respondent caused to be issued controlled substances to the patients
identified in Paragraph 4, above, in violation of Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the Stipulation entered
into with the Board on May 9, 1997,

7. The method Respondent used to cause prescriptions to be issued to the patients listed
in Paragraph 4 was as follows:

Cu‘rrently Respondent shares business space with Nevada licensee, Tracy Ransdell, D.D.S.

From May 29, 1999 through June 14, 1999, Dr. Ransdell was vacationing outside the geographical

jurisdiction of the United States. From January 1, 2000 until January 17, 2000, Dr. Ransdell was
vacationing was outside the geographical Jurisdiction of the United States. During the time frames
identified above, unbeknownst to Dr. Ransdell, Respondent caused prescriptions to be issued to the
patients identified in Paragraph 4 by ordering those préscriptions pursuant to the DEA and Nevada
prescription license of Dr. Ransdell.

8. The Informal Hearing Officer having reviewed the prescriptions issued to patients
A through I, identified in Paragraph 4, is of the opinion these prescriptions were celated to a valid

dental treatment. After conducting the preliminary investigation, the Informal Hearing Officer
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caused the Board’s Executive Director to issue noticeto the Respondent rcﬁuizing him to submit to
a hair, urine, and blood sample for illegal and non-prescribed prescription drugs on March 28, 2000.
Thereafter, on March "29, 2000, Respondent presented himself for a hair, urine, and blood sample
for illegal and non-prescribed prescription drugs. The results of the test were negative for all illegal
and non-prescribed prescription drugs. -

9. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Respondent admits he
| violated Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997
when Respondent caused to be issued controlled substances to patients A through I identified in
Paragraph 4 of this Amended Stipulation.

10.  Due to Respondent’s admitted violation of the Stipulation entered into with the Board
on May 9, 1997, pursuant to NRS 631.350(b), Respondent agrees to the suspension of his license
to practice dentistry in the.State of Nevada for a period-of thirty (30) days. The thirty (30) days
suspension shall be effective upon adoption of this Amended Stipulation by the Board. Respondent
shéll physically deliver his license to the Board’s Executive Director, located at 2295-B Renaissance
Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada 89119, upon approval of this Amended Stipulation by the Board.

1I.  Dueto Respondent’s gdmitted violation of the Stipulation entered into with the Board
on May 9, 1997, pursuant to NRS §31.350 (¢), Respoﬂdcnt agrees to pay a fine to the Board in the
amount of $1000.00, Said fine shall be due and payable upon adoption of this Amended Stipulation.
In the event Respondent fails to pay the fine, Respondent shall cease practicing dentistry in the State
of Nevada until such time as the fine has been paid in full.

12.  Dueto Respondent’s admitted violation of the Stipulation entered into with the Board

et e gkl g s w4 EEEGEe MR R AEe e B AN e xe e o aam me s e

P PRTIRRPFAE T TVE ST PR




PN

| I

IGH, HUN.__ieGARRY, P.C.

302 L. CARSON AVENUL

L]

RALE

SUITH 112
LAS VEQAS, NEVADA s

p—

ATo - B R PR ¥ Y S 7% T Y

10

(702} 386,847
et o — e o —
€~ O o B W

19

=

onMay 9, 1997, Respondent agrees to reimburse the Board the sum of $2000.00 for the costs of this
investigation. Said reimbursement shall be due and payable within sixty (60) days upon adoption
of this Amended Stipulation. In the event Respondent fails to reimburse the Board for the costs of
this investigation w1thm sixty (60) days of the adoption, Respondent agrees to cease practicing
dentistry in thc State of Nevada until such time as the reimbursement amount is paid in full.

13. Respondent further agrees, in the event the Board has to initiate any legal proceedings

to ¢enforce payment of either the fine or the reimbursement amount or i the event the Board has to

{i seek injunctive relief in the event Respondent fails to voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the

State of Nevada, Respondent shall be responsible for legal fees and costs incurred by the Board in
any such proceedings.

14. Respondent. further agrees, in the event the Board's Executive Director has substantial
evidence to believe Respondent ﬁas either issged. or has caused to be issued prescriptions for
controlled substances identified.as Class II, Class IIN, Class III, Class IIN, (':las‘s IV, and Class V
during the remaining term of bis probationary period as set forth in the Stipulation entered into with
the Board on May 9, 1997, the Executive Director without any further heﬁg or action by the Board
shall issue an order revoking Respondent’s license to practice dcni:istry 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.

15. _To the best of the Informal Hearing Officer’s knowledge, Respondent has complied

_with all of the other provisions of the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997.
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16.  Respondent further agrees, by entering into this Amendéd Stipulation, the Board is
not waiving any right to enforce any of the other provisions contained in the Stipulation entered into
with the Board on May 9, 1997.

17.  Respondent further agrees all of the other provisions contained in the Stipulation

entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997, shall remain in full force and effect.

18.  Respondent further agrees, pursuant to NRS 631.350 (h), Respondent’s practice shall
be supervised. This period of supervision shall comrmence upon adoption of this Amended
Stipulation and shall run concurrently with the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, |
1997 to ensure Respondent’s prescription practices are in compliance with this Amended Stipulation
and all other provisions which have been agreed to pursuant to the Stipulation entered into with the
Board on May 9, 1997. During the period of supervision, Respondent shall allow either the Informal
- Hearing Officer and/or the Executive Director of the Board and/or an agent.appointed by the Board

to -inspect Respondent’s records to assure compliance with this Amended Stipulation and the

Stipulation entered into.with the Board on May 9, 1997. Such inspection shall be performed,
i without notice, during normal busines.s hours. Respondent shall maintain, during the supervision
period, a list of any prescriptions issued to any of Respondent’s patients by any other licensed dentist

in the State of Nevada., The list of prescriptions issued to Respondent’s patients by any other

licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shzll include the following:

a. patient’s name;

b. date of issuance;

c. name of dentist who issued prescription;

d. units and amount of controlled substance issued;

e.  reason for issuing the controlled substance.
DWK™ 6
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Respondent’s failure to accurately maintain the list of prescriptions issued to his patients by
any other licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall be deemed unprofessional conduct and iq
violation of this Amended Stipulation and shall be considered by the Board in determining whether
or not to revoke Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada,

CONSENT

19.  Respondent hasread all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation and agrees with

them in their entirety. \

20.  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.

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

22.  Respondent acknowledges he has read the Stipulation. Respondent acknowledges
ke has been advised he has the right to have this matter reviewed by independent counsel and he has
had ample opportunity to seek independent counsel. Having been advised of his right to independent
counsel, as well as hald ‘t..ﬁc -opportuniry to seek independent counéel, Respondent hereby
acknowledges by his own free will, he is consenting to-the Stipulation without independent counsel.

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

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

24.  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
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-provisions contained in the Stipulation.

25.  This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open r?xceting. 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.

DATED this _{Q day of 2000, X_/_(é———

DUEF Y TER,D.DS.
Respondent

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
this % _day of M 2000, et -

(. -—.7"& NCE"I LT

fanne 1T ./544424’75

NOFARY PUBEIC.in 2nd for said County
and State

PR%D 7 FARM & ZONTENT

_JOHN A. HUNT, ESQUIRE .
Complainant’s attorney D c:phnaryScreemncOEﬁce![nformalHearmg
Qfficer

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

sl
DATED this /Z day of_JVNE-___ 2000.

NEVAD TE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

A. TED TWESME, D.D.S.

/@/ President
WK
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THC Carboxylic Acid (Marijusna)
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Case No. 01-329
STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF )
DENTAL EXAMINERS, )
)
Complainant, )
)

-VS- ) NDED

v ' ) STIPULATION

DUFF W.KASTER,D.D.S. )
)
Respondent. )
)

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED between DUFF W, KASTER, D.D.S.,
(hereinafier "Respondent™), in Prgper Person, and the NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board") by and through its counsel, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ. of the law
firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows:

1. On May 9, 1997, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into a
Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. See Exhibit “1",

2, On June 1, 2000, at a properly noticed meeting, Respofident entered into an

{| Amended Stipulation with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. This Amended

Stipulation imposed additional conditions 1ipon Respondent’s license, in addition to the conditions
set forth in the original Stipulation dated May 9, 1997. See Exhibit “2".

3. Paragraph 15 (B) of the Stipulation dated May 9, 1997 states:

; E B Respondent agrees to submit to random sampling of urine and/or

DWK.
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. 1 bodily fluids, and/or hair for a period of four (4) years when so ordered by
Cye 9 the Executive Director of the Board. In addition to the random drug tests
- which may be ordered during the four (4) year period, during the one year
3 suspension, Respondent will submit to vrinalysis testing on the first day of
each month at Associated Pathology Laboratories (APL). Should the first
4 day of the month fall on 2 Saturday or Sunday, Respondent will submit the
5 monthly sample on the first business day of the month. any test or analysis
. of bodily fluids taken shall be conducted in such manner that the testing
6 agency shall preserve enough of the sample to allow for subsequent
independent confirmatory tests. The results of any tests or analysis of
7 bodily fluids shall be reported to the Board. Respondent shall be
8 responsible for all costs incurred for the analysis of urine, and/or bodily
_ fluids, and/or hair.
9 Y
10 4, On May 9, 2001 Respondent was sent notice to present himself to Associated
11 Pathologists Laboratories (APL) for blood, hair and urine testing.
f;’,: 12 5. On May 15, 2001 Respondent presented himself to APL for testing.
> .
% o 8 13 6. The results of the testing indicates Respondent tested “positive” for Amphetamines
2 =
..’\' < o 1 4 . .
{ ] ’:g g gg (Group) in violation of the originat Stipulation dated May 9, 1997 and the Amended Stipulation -
ooy 15
2 b= ~m
3Z %5495 |l dated June 1,2000. See Exhibit“3".
Da 8516
g 8 3 17 7.  Asaresultoftesting positive for Amphetamines, Paragraph 15(C) of the Stipulation
o .
3 18 || entered into on May 9, 1997 states:
19 C. In the event any test or analysis of bodily fluids taken from
20 Respondent pursuant to the terms of this Stipulation is positive, indicating
: the presence of controlled substances (not pursuant to a valid prescription).
21. Respondent will be notified and allowed to arrange for a subsequent
independent confirmatory test. Should the Respondent test positive,
22 Respondent shall voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the State of
23 Nevada until such time as a full Board hearing is held to evaluate the
| positive findings and subsequent independent confirmatory tests.
24 .
25 8. On May 21, 2001, Respondent was served with the Order requiring Respondent to
26 | voluptarily cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as 2 full Board hearing
S h ﬁk,
o8 | DWK . 2
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is held to evaluate the positive findings and/or any subsequent independent confirmatory test, See
Exhibit “4".

9. ‘When Respondent was served with the Order of Respondent’s obligation to
voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada, Respondent indicated, if possible, he
would like to negotiate a settlement on ﬁs own behalf. In response, Respondent was informed by
Board counsel, John A. Hunt, that it was not in his best interest to proceed in proper person.
Rcsponder;t was further advised he had a right to have this matter reviewed by independent counse]
and tc:r have it reviewed by independent counsel would be in Respondent’s best interest. Having

been advised of his right to independent counsel, as well 25 having had an opportunity to seek

independent counsel, Respéndent, of his own free will, has chosen to represent himself in proper

person in this matter in an attempt to resolve any differences he may have with thzo?-d.

10. Respondent admits to testing positive for Amphetamines (Group) Ecstasy.
Respondent states although he admits to testing positive for the drug identified in Exhibit “3 ", he
believes he ingested this drug under the misconception he was ingesting a Viagra like substance.

11.  Other than the drugs identified in Exhibit “3", it is Respondent’s belief he has taken
no other illegal or unprescribed drug.

| 12.  As a mitigating circumstance, Disciplinary Screening Officer, Dennis J. Arch,
D.D.S., wants the Board fo be aware of the fact that during the last four (4) years Respondent has

never tested positive for any other illegal or unprescribed drugs during previously scheduled and/or

randem testing previously initiated.
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13.  Based upon Respondent’s admission Respondent violated the Stipulation of May
9, 1997 and Amended Stipulation of June 1, 2000, Respondent agrees to the suspension of his
license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada for 2 period of sixty (60) days. Should the
Board adopt this Second Amended Stipulation the effective da‘te for the sixty (60) days suspension
would commence on May 21, 2001 which is the date Respondént voluntarily cease to practice.
dentistry in the State of Nevada, See Exhibit 4",
3 14.. Respondent shall physically deliver his license to the Board'’s Executive Director
locatc:i at 2295 B Renaissance Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada, upon approval of the Second Amended

Stipulation by the Board.

15, In addition‘ to complying with the suspension agreed upon in Paragraph 13,

13 Respondent also agrees to abide by the following conditions.

a. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(g), Respondent. agrees to submit to
random sampling of urine, hair and/or bodily fluids for an additional three
(3) years when so ordered by the Executive Director of the Board effective
upon adoption of this Second Amended Stipulation. Any test or analysis
of bodily fluids taken shall be conducted in such a manner that the testing
agency shall preserve enough of the sample to allow for subsequent
independent confirmatory tests. The results of any tests or analysis of
bodily fluids shall be reported to the Board. Respondent shall be
responsible for all costs incurred for the analysis of urine, hair and/or bodily

fluids.

b. In the event any test or analysis of bodily fluids taken from
Respondent, pursuant to the terms of this Second Amended Stipulation, is
positive, indicating the presence of controlled substances (not pursuant to
a valid prescription), Respondent will be notified. Should the Respondent
test positive, Respondent license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada
shall automatically be revoked without any further action of the Board other
than the issuance of an appropriate Order of Revocation by the Board’s
Executive Director.




Seriranet

RALEIGH, HUNT &\___JARRY, P.C.

L,.,...;::"

: 5
iz

- <

¢ Jzad

= 3:&

Tz

] “3”1

60:6

w

=

i g

b - - T . L . S U X SN

—
L]

ot
L]

[702) 3864842

[ T e T o o TR Sy OV S O
S VW @ 9 & ohm W o

L
i

Ll
]

[ IR TR X T S WY
N a2 O R BR

c. Respondent authorizes and shall execute any consent necessary
which authorizes reports generated by the urinalysis and/or bodily fluids,
and/or hair testing and any substance abuse evaluation reports, and any
status reports rendered by individuals treating Respondent to be furnished
to the Executive Director of the Board. In the event of a violation in the
form of a confinmed, positive test result, all reports previously submitted to
the Board will become public record and be available for use by the Board
in connection with any subsequent action of the Board.

d. Should Respondent fail to present himself for random drug testing,
when directed by the Executive Director of the Board, within twenty-four
{24) hours of said direction by the Executive Director, Respondent’s license
to practice denfistry in the State of Nevada will be revoked indefinitely
without any other action by the Board other than the issuance of an
appropriate Order of Revocation by the Board’s Executive Director.

e. Respondent agrees to participate in a professional support group for
a drug and alcohol abuse for a period of one (1) year. This outpatient
counseling and monitoring must be approved by the Executive Director of
the Board prior to attendance by Respondent. Respondent shall execute
appropriate documents which authorizes the outpatient counseling and

. monitoring entity -to submit monthly reports to the Board’s Executive

Director. Failure of the Respondent to participate in the outpatient
counseling and monitoring shall be grounds for revocation of his license to
practice dentistry in the State of Nevada. Respondent shall be responsible
for all costs associated with the outpatient counseling and monitoring.

f. Due to Respondent’s admission of viclation of the original
Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997, Respondent agrees
to surrender his Registration Certificate No. BK. 065578 with the United
States Department of Justice, D.E.A., to prescribe controlled substances for
Class I, Class IIN, Class ITI, Class ITIN, Class 1V, and Class V for an
additional three (3) years effective upon the Board’s adoption of this

" Second Amended Stipulation. In the event Respondent complies with all

the terms of this Second Amended Stipulation, at the end of the additional
three (3) year period Respondent may apply to the D.E.A. to have his
prescription privileges reinstated.

g. Due to Respondent’s admission of violation of the orginal
Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997, Respondent agrees
to surrender his license No. CB 4016 with the Nevada State Board of
Pharmacy to prescribe controlled substances for Class II, Class IIN, Class

—
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_ 1 I, Class TN, Class IV, and Class V for an additional three (3) years
W 2 effective upon the Board’s adoption of this Second Amended Stipulation,
In the event Respondent complies with all the terms of this Second

3 Amended Stipulation, at the end of the additional three (3) year period
Respondent may apply to have his prescription writing privileges with the
4 4 State Board of Pharmacy reinstated. '
5 h. Respondent agrees pursuant to NRS 631.350(d) and (), Respondent
6 shall be placed on probation for a period of three (3) years with
Respondent’s practice being supervised and monitored effective upon the
7 Board's adoption of this Second Amended Stipulation. Respondent agrees
8 that during the three (3) year probation/supervisory period, Respondent
shall allow either the Informal Hearing Office and/or the Executive Director
9 ' £l of the Board and/or an agent appointed by the Board’s Executive Director
‘ to inspect Respondent’s records to ensure compliance with this Second
o - Amended Stipulation. Such inspections shall be performed, without notice,
11 during normal business hours. Respondent agrees such inspection shall be
] performed without notice and during normal business hours. Respondent
N 12 further agrees during the period of probation and supervision, Respondent -
53 shall maintain a list of any prescriptions issued to any of Respondent’s
§ . 5 13 patients by any other licensed dentist in the State of Nevada. The list of
mEz ] 14 prescriptions issued to Respondent’s patients by any other licensed dentist
}E 8 gg in the State of Nevada shall include the following:
- 9 mEw 15 )
E s g i a.  patient’s name;
Ra g® 16 b. date of issuance; _
(.’I'J.' LI Y ¢.  name of dentist who issued prescription;
o ' 4. units and armount of controlled substance issued;
3 18 ( €. reason for issuing the controlled substance.
19 Respondent’s failure to accurately maintain the list of prescriptions issued
20 to his patients by any other licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall be
.- deemed unprofessional conduct and in violation of this Second Amended
21 Stipulation and shall be considered by the Board in determining whether or
not to revoke Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of
22 Nevada,
2 i. Respondent agrees to reimburse the Board the sum of $2500.00 for
24 the costs of this investigation. This amount is due and payable in two
instaliments. The first payments shall be due thirty days after the adoption
25 of this Second Amended Stipulation by the Board. The second payments

shall be due sixty days after the first payment. In the event Respondent fails
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to pay the agreed upon amount, 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 payment of any default, Respondent’s license to
practice dentistry in the State of Nevada will be automatically reinstated,

j. Assuming this Second Amended Stipulation is adopted by the
Board, Respondent shall have eight (8) business days (Monday through
Friday) immediately following the adoption of the Second Amended
Stipulation by the Board to finalize and/or make subsequent treatment
arrangements for his present patients. The eight business days Respondent
will be allowed to finalize and/or make subsequent treatment arrangements
for his present patients shall not be credited towards Respondent’s
obligation to serve the sixty (60) day suspension. Respondent shall also be
obligated to inform his patients of his sixty day suspension and firther
advise patients how they may retrieve their records. Respondent agrees to
make available all patient records for inspection and copying and/or transfer
to another dentist or to the Board if so requested by a patient. During the
eight (8) business days (Monday through Friday) in which Respondent shall
have the opportunity to complete and/or transfer his patients for completion
of treatment, Respondent agrees to have his practice monitored by a
representative and/or agent of the Board including, but not limited to, the
Disciplinary Screening Officer; Board counsel or Executive Director of the
Board. All costs associated with monitoring during the eight (8) business
days in which Respondent has the opportunity to complete and/or make
arrangements for subsequent treatment of his patients shall be the

responsibility of Respondent.
CONSENT

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

with them in their entirety.

17.  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

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

19.  Respondent acknowledges he has rcad'the Stipulation. Respondent acknowledges
he has been -advised he has the right to have this matter reviewed by independent counse] and he
has had ample opportunity to seek independent counsel. Respondent has been specifically
informed he should seek independent counsel and advice of independent counsel would be in
Respondex;t’s best interest, Having been advised of his right to independent counsel, as well as had

v

the opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent hereby acknowledge, by his own free

will, he is consenting to the Stipulation without independent counsel.
W.EK.

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

21.  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.

22.  Respondent acknowletiges 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,

23.  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.

24.  This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting. It is




T

YiesR pa

RAEGEL RUNT & McGARRY, 4]

ek

A AAHSONAVENL €
- SULETE Kicd
LAS CLCAS hOVAUA 21

(i S 4812

1 § understood and stipuleted the Bosd 15 free 1o suoept or reject the Stipulation 2nd, if the Stipul:
2 | is rejected by fne Bourd, finber diszipiinery estion may be implemested This Spulaion
i only become eifective when tas Roard 3as apgroved the st in an open mactzng. Shoul '
s Board adapt this Stipuwiatior., such sdoprion shell e considerad 2 final disrosition of 2 conv
g | case and will become = pullic e,
7 DATED tie __{._ Gayof ’:' 1AL
8 e

» g
5 2 AASTER.DD:S. .. . ot imow

R ) ..G‘;’l\.

I
: SbBSCRIBED and §: 4 "2‘\}' - bufore me
32- lhzs L da'li 0‘ g rlf: ﬁ- h.‘— 3 .-Gﬁkl '!".'"" rg—'p ¥ p:t

. s 457 Z ;.’s"-". 3. :*_,_;cm Fu?LMi
3T . g’l&h ('.-. --rv“'--s‘ S ¢ l‘f‘-‘-‘ sc‘- et PUIUS - STRTE OF REVATA
NOTARY PUBLIC it and thr said Ceunty

SLaX COWNTY

L ]

i and State °7-l?=ﬁ~1 Wy At Zepiee Sapleede 3, 201
‘h’ﬁﬂ-_ T ?"-*fPRG‘gT:G_ ‘OFQ M & CON

=il
nqﬁws...é.aca DOS.
Tisciplinery  Sereviing Office/Tn.

L]

Sfficer
20} L

- The forsgoing Sripiistion was approved dsapproved by 4 veie of the Nevada State
21 | of Dental Examiners 2t u muperty ¢ agticad meetng,

q
22 DATED this ﬁ;'_ gy of
23 )
24
25 5'

[
25 { /i Frasidant




ot

-‘,m -
OO0 = O v B WW

GARRY, P.C.
— ot — —
w 8] — [

302 B. CARSON AVENUE

-t
£

i
o
o

LG
SUITE 1102
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

RALEIGH, HUNT "a&,,f
(702) 386.4842,
P

] [4S TR ) 8] (%] [\ ~ o%) ] — — —t o
O ~1 O th B W N = O N0 0 N O

Case No. 00-329

STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD )
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, )
)
Complainant, )

) AMENDED STIPULATION
Vs. )
)
Al DUFF KASTER, D.D.S,, )
)
Respondent. )
)

IT IS BEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between DUFF KASTER, D.D.S.
(hereinafter “Respondent”), in Proper Person, and THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS (hereinafter “Board”) by and through its counsel JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., of the law
firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C., as follows:

L. OnMay 9, 1997, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered into a Stipulation
with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. Attached as Exhibit “1".

2. Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the Stipulation states:

G. Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC
631 contained in Paragraphs 10 through 15, Respondent agrees to surrender
his Registration Certificate No. BK 065578 with the United States
Department of Justice, D.E.A., to prescribe controlled substances for Class
11, Class [N, Class I, Class IIIN, Class IV, and Class V for a period of five
(5) years. . In the event Respondent complies with all the terms of this
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Stipulation, at the end of the five (5) year period Respondent may apply to
the D.E.A. to have his prescription privileges reinstated.

H. Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC
631 contained in Paragraphs 10 through 15, Respondent agrees to surrender
his license No. CB 4016 with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy to
prescribe controlled substances for Class II, Class 1IN, Class 11, Class ITIN,
Class IV, and Class V for a period of five (5) years. In the event Respondent

. complies with all the terms of this Stipulation, at the end of the five year
period Respondent may apply to have his prescription writing privileges with
the State Board of Pharmacy reinstated.

3. Since entering into the Stipulation, the Board has obtained substantial evidence that
the Respondent caused to be issued prescriptions in violation of Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the
Stipulation.

4. On March 28, 2000, 2 prescription profile was requested from the Controlled
Substance Task Force for any prescriptions requested or issued by Respondent from January 1,199%
to the present. The results of the inquiry indicates no prescriptions were issued in the name of
Respondent during this period. On March 28, 2000, 2 prescription profile was requested from the
Controlled Substance Task Force regarding Dr. Ransdell for the periods of May 29, 1999 to June 14,
1999, November 3, 1999 to November 15, 1999, and January 1, 2000 to January 17, 2000.

5. As a result, an investigation was conducted wherein it was found that at the direction

of Respondent, prescriptions for controlled substances were issued for patients as follows:

PATIENT: C ROLLED SUB C DATE

Patient “A” Lorcet 06/03/99
Patient “B” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 06/08/99
Patient “C” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 06/14/99
Patient “D” AP A/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/07/00
Patient “E” Hydrocodone/IBUPRO 01/09/00
Patient “F"; Diazepam 01/11/00
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Patient “G” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/12/00
Patient “H" APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/18/00
Patient *1” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/20/00

Respondent has been informed of the names which correspond to the patients identified as
A through I.

6. On March 28, 2000, the dental records for the patients identified in Paragraph 4
above, were reviewed by the Informal Hearing Officer. Based upon that review the Informal
Hearing Officer finds that Respondent caused to be issued controlled substances to the patients
identified in Paragraph 4, above, in violation of Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the Stipulation entered
into with the Board on May 9, 1997.

7. The method Respondent used to cause prescriptions to be issued to the patients listed
in Paragraph 4 was as follows: |

‘Currently Respondent shares business space with Nevada licensee, Tracy Ransdell, D.D.S.

From May 29, 1959 through Iﬁne 14, 1999, Dr. Ransdell was vacationing outside the geographical
jurisdiction of the United States. From Japuary 1, 2000 until January 17, 2000, Dr. Ransdeli was.
vacationing was outside the geographical Jurisdiction of the United States. During the time frames
identified above, unbeknownst to Dr. Ransdell, Respondent caused prescriptions to be issued to the
patients identified in Paragraph 4 by ordering those prescriptions pursuant to the DEA and Nevada
prescription Iicens‘c of Dr. Ransdell.

8. The Informal Hearing Officer having reviewed the prescriptions is‘sued to patients
A through I, identified in Paragraph 4, is of the opinion these prescriptions were related to 2 valid

dental treatment. After conducting the preliminary investigation, the Informal Hearing Officer
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caused the Board’s Executive Director to issue notice to the Respondent requiring him to submit to
a hair, urine, and blood sample for illegal and non-prescribed prescription drugs on March 28, 2000.
Thereafter, on March 29, 2000, Respondent presented himself for a hair, urine, and blood sample
for illegal and non-prescribed prescription drugs. The results of the test were negative for all illegal
and non-prescribed prescription drugs.

9. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Respondent admits he
violated Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997
when Respondent caused to be issued controlled substances to patients A. through I identified in
Paragraph 4 of this Amended Stipulation.

10.  Due to Respondent’s admitted violation of the Stipulation entered into with the Board
on May 9, 1997, pursuant to NRS 631.350(b), Respondent agrees to the suspension of his license
to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada for a period of thirty (30) days. The thirty (30} days
suspension shall be effective upon adoption of this Amended Stipulation by the Board. Respondent
shall physically deliver his license to the Board’s Executive Director, located at 2295-B Renaissance
Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada 89119, upon approval of this Amended Stipulation by the Board.

11.  Due to Respondent’s admitted violation of the Stipulation entered into with the Board
on May 9, 1997, pursuant to NRS 631.350 (c), Respondent agrees to pay a fine to the Board in the
amount 0f $1000.00. Said fine shall be due and payable upon adoption of this Amended Stipulation.
In the event Respondent fails to pay the fine, Respondent shall cease practicing dentistry in the State
of Nevada until such time as the fine has been paid in full.

12.  Due to Respondent’s admitted violation of the Stipulation entered into with the Board
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on May 9, 1997, Respondent agrees to reimburse the Board the sum of $2000.00 for the cos'ts of this
investigation. Said reimbursement shall be due and payable within sixty (60) days upon adoption
of this Amended Stipulation. In the event Respondent fails to reimburse the Board for the costs of
this investigation within sixty (60) days of the adoption, Respondent agrees to cease practicing
dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as the reimbursement amount is paid in full.

13.  Respondent further agrees, in the event the Board has to initiate any legal proceedings
to enforce payment of either the fine or the reimbursement amount or iff the event the Board has to
seek injunctive relief in the event Respondent fails to voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the
State of Nevada, Respondent shall be responsible for legal fees and costs incurred by the Board in
any such proceedings.

14.  Respondent further agrees, 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 I, Class IIN, Class II1, Class IIIN, Class IV, and Class V
during the remaining term of his probationary period as set forth in the Stipulation entered into with
the Board on May 9, 1997, the Executive Director without 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, Respondent may request 2 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 heariné.

15. To the best of the Informal Hearing Officer’s knowledge, Respondent has complied

with all of the other provisions of the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997.
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16.  Respondent further agrees, by entering into this Amended Stipulation, the Board is
not waiving any right to enforce any of the other provisions contained in the Stipulation entered into
with the Board on May 9, 1997.

17.  Respondent further agrees all of the other provisions contained in the Stipulation
entered into with the Boa:ci on May 9, 1997, shall remain in full force and effect.

18.  Respondent further agrees, pursuant to NRS 631.350 (h), Respondent’s practice shall
be supervised. This period of supervision shall commence upon adoption of this Amended
Stipulation and shall run concurrently with the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9,
1997 to ensure Respondent’s prescription practices are in compliance with this Amended Stipulation
and all other provisions which have been agreed to pursuant to the Stipulation entered into with the
Board on May 9, 1997. During the period of supervision, Respondent shall allow either the Informal
Hearing Officer-and/or the Executive Director of the Board and/or an agent appointed by the Board
to inspect Respondent’s records to assure compliance with this Amended Stipulation and the
Stipulation entered into ‘with the Board on May 9, 1997. Such inspection shall be performed,
without notice, during normat business hours. Respondent shall maintain, during the supervision
period, a list of any prescriptions issued to any of Respondent’s patients by any other licensed dentist
in the State of Nevada. The list of prescriptions issued to Resp;)ndent’s patients by any other

licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall include the following: -

a. patient’s name;

b. date of issuance;

C. name of dentist who issued prescription;

d. units and amount of controlled substance issued;

e. reason for issuing the controlled substance.
DWK~ 6
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Respondent’s failure to accurately maintain the list of prescriptions issued to his patients by
any other licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall be deemed unprofessional conduct and in
violation of this Amended Stipulation and shall be considered by the Board in determining whether
or not to revoke Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada.

CONS

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

20.  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.

21.  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.

22.  Respondent acknowledges he has read the Stipulation. Respondent acknowledges
he has been advised he has the right to have this matter reviewed by independent counsel and he has
had ample _oppoﬂuni& to seek independent counsel. Having been advised of his right to mdependent
counsel, as well as had the opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent hereby
acknowledgesby his own free will, he is consenting to the Stipulation without independent counsel.

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

24.  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
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provisions contained in the Stipulation.

25.  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.

DATED this / 0 day of M

Respondent

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
this_#/% day of i _,2000.

22

NOYARY PUBLIC in dnd for said County
and State

ﬁ WNTENT P@PROVED Asgom & CONTENT

L7OHN A. HUNT, ESQUIRE 15 J. ARCH, DD.S. _
Complainant’s attorney Disciplinary Screening Office/Informal Hearing
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The foregoing Stipulation was approved/disapproved by a vote of the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners at a properly noticed meeting.

f
DATED this /2 day of_ JYNA- 2000,

NEVAD TE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

A. TED TWESME, D.D.S.

@/ President

~ DWK 8
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STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD )
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, )

Complainant, | ; Case No. 97-37
vs. ; ORDER
DUFF}V K.ASTER. D.D.S. g

‘ Respondent. i

WHEREAS, on May 17, 2001, the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners (“Board™)

issued an Order stispending the dental licemse of DuwE W, Kaster, D.D.S.

L. .Ou Mazch 6, 1997, Respondent entered into a Temporary Stipulation with the
Board, ' !

2. On May 9, 1997, Rcspondent.cntcred into a Stipulation with the Board.

3. On Juze 1, 2000, Respondent entered into 2n Amended Stipulation with the Board.

4. Paragraph 15 B of the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997
states:

B.  Respondent agrees to submit to random sampling of urine
and/or bodily fluids, and/or hair for a period of four (4) years when
so ordered by the Executive Director of the Board. In addition to
the tandom drug tests which may be ordered during the four (4) year
period, during the one year suspension, Respondent will submit to
urinalysis testing on the first day of each month at Associated
Pathology Laboratories (APL). Should the first day of the month
fall on 2 Saturday or Sunday, Respondent will submit the monthly -
sample on the first business day of the month. any test or analysis
of bodily fluids taken shall be conducted in such manner that the

1
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testing agency shall preserve enough of the sample to allow for
subsequent independent confirmatery tests. The results of any tests
or analysis of bodily fiuids shall be reported to the Board
Respondent shall be responsible for all costs incumred for the-
analysis of urine, and/or bodily fluids, and/or hai.

5. On May 9, 2001 Respondent was sent notice to present himself to Associated
Pathologists Laboratories (APL) for blood, hair and urine testing.
6. . OnMay 15,2001 Respondent presented himself to APL for testing.

o The results of the testing indicates Respondent tested “positive” for Amphetamines.

8,  Paragraph 15C ofthe Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997 states:

C. . Intheeventany testor analysis of bodily fluids taken from
Respondent pursuant to the terms of this Stipulation is positive,
indicating the presencs of controlied substances (not pursuant to 2
valid orescription), Respondeat will be notified and allowed to
arrenge for a subsequent indegendent confirmatory test Should the
Respondent test positive, Respondent shall volunrarily cease
practicing dendstry in the Stateof Nevada until such time as a full
Board hearinig is held to evaluate the positive findings and
subsequent independant confirmatory tesis.

THEREFORE, it is hereoy
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Duff W. Kaster, D.D.S. shall voluntarily
cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until su«_:h time as a full Board hearing is held to
evaluate the positive findings and any subsequent independent confirmatory tests which Dr. Kaster
wishes to have performed. .
DATED this _(§ . day of May, 2001.

O&é\w X M‘HUWW)

Valonne Harmon, Executive Dixector
Nevada §§atc Board of Dental Examiners

2
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD
DF DENTAL EXAMINERS,

5.

10 [HUFF W, KASTER, D.D.S.

Complainant,

Respondent. ;

N

STATE OF NEVADA

Case No. 97-37

RECEIPT OF COPY

b St N e N Smpr® St st Vvl St gt
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Ralefgh & Hunt, P.C.

500 8. Rancho Drive
Suils i7
Lat Vegas, Navada 39106

STATE OF NEVADA
BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

IN REGARDS TO:

DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S.

Case No. 12-02473

CONSENT AGREEMENT &
ORDER ré: REINSTATEMENT oF
LICENSE

WHEREAS, pursuant to properly noticed meeting conducted by the Nevada State”
Boaid of Déntal Examiners’ (the “Board”) on January 24, 2013, pursuait Agenda Itein #5(0) the *|-

Board consideted whethier to enter into a Consent Agreement re: Reinstatenient of License | -

(“Consent Agreement”) to reactivate the retired license of Duff W. Kaster, DDS. Afier :

consideration, public commeért, motion, the Board unanimously voted, and Ordered that subject
to the consent of Dr. Kaster to enter into this Cosnsent Agreement re: Reinstatement of Licenise -

“Consent Agreeffiefit”) pursuant to the following térhs and cénﬁ itiohs:
p ,

L. NAC 631.170 provides, in pertinént ‘part;

the Board

3. If a pérson whose license has been on inactive status for less than 2 years lflas
not raintained aft actlve license of practice outside this State, or if a person’s
licengé has boeii ont retired status for less than 2 years, he of she iiust submit to

(@ Payment of the apprp Sriate rénewal f fees;

© (b) A writtén petmon gfo
© Prbof of fis of he

istatemignt that has heén  sighed and notarized;
lehon of dn amount of contmumg educatlon

prorated as necessary, for thc yedr in whxch the license is réstored to active

status, and

(d) Alist of his ot hor employient, if3 any, durmg thé timé the license was
on inactive or retired status, before the hccnsc tiiay b reinstated.
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. If a person whose hcensc has been on inadiive status for2’ yedrs or more has
not maintained an active licédse or pract:cc outside this Stite, or if a person’s
license has been of fétiréd status for 2 3 ycars of friore, e or she iinst:

(a) Satlsfy the requiremeits sét forth in paragraphs (a) o (d), inclusive, of
sitbsection 3; and

® Pass such additional exammatmns for licensure as {ie Board iay
preseribe, befars the licenge may bé réinstated.

2. Dr. Kaster stipulates atid agtees as follows:
A.  HisNevada licénse has beén oii retired statds for twd (2) yéats of rore.
B.  Hehas tiot maintained an active licens¢ or practice vitside of Nevada for two (2) -
years or mofe. '

3. The Fourth Amended Stipulation dated Deceinber 8, 2005, and adoptéd by the Board on ‘

January 25, 2006, in case no. 05-1258, and captioried as

evadd . State Board . of -Dental;

Exditiiriers, vs. Duff W.Kastet. D.D.S. provides, in pértitent pait, as follois:

7. In consideration for granting Respondent’s request to have his licefise
to practice dcnt:sfry in the Stdte of Nevada placed on inactivie statiis, Respdndent
acknowledges and agtées to the fo]lowmg :

a. Thie Tiurd Aniended Stlpulatlon was adopted by the Bodrd oi
November 15, 2002 Current[y, the Third Afierided Snpuiat(on would
expire oi Novémber 15, 2007 assummg Reésp Eignt s in coripliatice
upon the c;tpxr%tmn of the 'Ily;d Amcndcd Stlpulatlon' Respondent agrees
in the évent he:

equiests that his hcense to prachce denl;stry inthe State of
Nevada b remsfated ta 4étive status Respbndent ageés ag'a conéntmn of
reinstateinent e would have to cofdply with the prowsmns paragraph 24
of the Third Amended Stlpulatlon fot an addlttonal thifee (3) years ugor
the Board reinstating Respondcnt licensé fo adtive stifis.

Id., af 1:25 to 2:6.
4,  Dr. Kaster shall, pursiant to NRS 631,240, présent to the Board a ceitificite granted by

Page 2 of 10




LT I

— — — Yot — [y i (=
~) oG W LB W N e O Mo~ O\t

—
o0

Rxleigh & Hunt, P.C,
S

Las Vg, Nevada 19106

the Joirit Commissioh on National Dental Exaininations which contains a rictétion that he, as the’ |

applicant, has passed the National Board Déntal Examination with an vérige scote of at least 75.

5. Dr. Kaster shall, purSuant to NRS 631.240, successfully pass @ ¢linical exaniffiatioin
approved by the Board arid the American Boaid of Déntal Exarhiricrs; oF présent to the Board a =
certificate granted by the Westcin Regional Examining Board which contains a notation that the !
applicant has passed, within the 5 years imimediately precéding the daté of the applicition, 4

clinical examination administeéred by the Western Reggional Exarnining Board,

6. Pursuant to NRS 631.240, the Board shall examine Dr, Kagtér, 45'dn applicant, in writiag .-
on the contents and interpretation of chapter 631 of the Nevada Révised Statites and the "

regulations of the Board.

|7. Dr. Kaster shall, in addition to any and all other applicable feé(s) or cost(s), pay the: '
$500,00 fee, pursuant to NRS 631.345(1) (reinstatément fee to réhuih a dentist or dental

hygienist who is inactive, retired or has a disability to active status),

8. Dr. Kaster shall comply with requirernents of NAC 631.170, including but not
9 ficoessarily limited to NAC 631.170(3)(c) which requires the Bodrd be provided proof of his or
her completion of an ai‘ndufﬁ,t of continuing education, prorated as necessary, for the year in
which the license is restored to aétive status.

9. As noted above, the Fourth Amended Stipulation provides, in pertinent pact, Dr. Kaster
stipulated and agreed as a condition of reinstateinent he would coraply with the provisions

coritained in paragraph 24 of the Third Aniended Stipulation addpted by the Bdard on November -
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15, 2002, in case rio, 02728, atid captioned as Neve | 9
Quff W. Kaster. D.D.S, for an additional three (3) yédrs upoii the Board teinitating Respondeiit|

license to active status.

10.  Upon Dr. Kaster siiccessfully completing the requireinenits sct forth in Paragraphs 4-8s |

above, arid pursiant to the Fourth Amended Stipidation, Dr. Kaster’s licénsé shall bé r'eins‘tated'_'-
by the Board subject to Re?i"i:i‘mdent being placed on probation for a period of three (3) years -
from the date of this ORDER pursuant to the following teiriis dnd conditiors:

a, Respondent agi¢es to éarpll in and abide by tlie ‘riiles of the
Nevada Deptal Wellness Prografii (the “Aﬁer-Carc Program”) for 4 period
of three (3) yeats from the date of this ORDER Respbndcnt sirall provide
an executed copy of the Aftei-Cafe Program cvideiicing Respondent
enrolirfientt in the prografh.

b. Respondcnt agfees pursiant to NRS 631. 350(d) arid (h)
Resporident shall be pIaced on probatron for a pe.rlod of thiée (3) ycars
frofii the date o}‘ thi’ ORDER Respbndent agees durr g the 1

offipli DR

Upon lssuancc of a DEA and Nevada Confrolled substancc pemuts
Respondeiit $hall all agirees to mspectlons to’be performed durmg rofnial
busiress hoiirs, Al prcscnptlons isSugd by Respondent durmg {he
pro‘baftonary penod must be in Rcspondcnt’s handwntmg 4 id it

the orlgmal S"lg“ﬁaturc of Rcspondcnt Th.‘ prcscnptlons i
don¢ on’d form’ that is in trrphcatc, strially 1 m"bered whu:h has been pre.-
approved by the Executlve Dn'ector A copy' of the prescnpt i _iﬁu‘st be
mamtameﬁ it the patrent’s Iile Wwho has beén Issued 4 pr cnptrbn for
cofitrolled substances by RcSpondcnt Durmg the probaﬁqgary pénod
Respondént shall ‘NOT issue dny prescr:ptzbn{s) for more than six (6)
unifs of a control[ed substancc for €ach office visit whcrc frcatmcnt WS
rendered. In the eveht Respondent isses prcscnpuons usmg e[ectromc
system Rcspondcnt shall maititain a copy of the compute‘f gcnerated

préscriptioni and shall” sngn arid date the copy in Responde’ﬁt's oWh
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haiidwriting and shall maintdin the sxgned arid datcd copy in ¢dch paticit’s
dental record. Resporident is prohlbltéd i placmg tel,' hine
presériptions for controlled substances duting fhe pro‘f:at;_ ’

the evéit of a pattent s déntal emergency Respondent_-may phone in4é
prescnptlon for controfled- substanées ot to e‘}ccoed six " (6) . {nits.
Re3p0ndent must fax the eme_ geney presehptlon Emcrgcney
prescnpt[ons for coiitrolled substdnices st eontam ReSpondent’

signdture on the fax w\hleh must be Sent fo'the pharmacy lSSl.llng such
preseripttons oh the hékt busmess day. Resij'dﬁdd all overy six 6
rionifhs from the adoptlon of this Conggiit -Agfe 1ent perform a
prescnpuon mqu:ry ‘to the Nevada State Board of Phatmicy and obfain a
print out of all controlled substances issued by Respon ent durmg the six
month penods ReSpondent shall maintain a dally Iog of presenptlons for
eontrolled siibstances issugd to Respondent’s patients- and shall include
the foIIownng .

patiehit’s narhe;

date of issuance;

tinits and affiount of coiitrolled substirice issued;
reason for issuinyg the controlled substance

e o

The daily log shall be madé available durmg normal busmess houts without
notice. Failure fo malntam and/or provide the dally 'Tog o ,request by anagent of the.

- Board shail bé an admlssmn of unprofess;onal ¢onduét. Upon réceipt of siljstantial

. ev1dence that Respondent has etther failed to mamtam of has refused to provxde the
. daily log upon request by an agent assngned by ili& Executlve D1rector, . and/or
' Respondent has refused to allow the Aapeit ass:gned by thé "Executive Dnector to]..
obServe ReSpondent rendermg treatment {o ariy pattent Wwho réceives either crowi, |

brldge or, ifplants ¢ treatments and/or Respondent has reﬁssed fo provide copies o
pat:ent recofds requested by the agent ass:gned by the Executlve Di r'eefdr
Respondent agrees lus license to pracnce dentlstry in the State of Nevada shall ‘b
automattcally stpended w1thout any ﬁlrther action of the Board Gthet than the 1ssuanc_ :
of an Qrder of Suspe%smn by the Exécutive Dlreetor Thereafter, Respondent hay".
rcquest in wntmg a hearing before the Béard to relnstate Respondents license,”
However, prior to the full Board he‘armg, Respondent wawes iy nght to sgek _tudxcial
review, meiudmg 1n_|unet1ve rehef from eitliér the Nevat; Fedega] Dtstnct Court of the
Ne\fada State District Court to remstate his prmlege to prachce dentlstry in the State of

T iy .

_Nevada peridinga  final Board hearmg Respondent shall’ also be respdnszb!e for any.

costs 6t attorney's fees inicvitréd in the event the B¢ s to scek i mjunctlve telist ;

“to prevent Respondent from practicing dent:stry du"rmg thié piériod Réspontent's

license is automiatically suspended
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c. Following the reinstatément of Resporidént’s llcense, Résponderit
agrees to the following:

i Pursuzant to NRS 631.350(g), Rcspondent agrecs to submit
to rando_m samplmg of uririg, hair and.r’or bo‘dlly ﬂunds for il
additional fhree (3) Years when so or 'fed by the Executwe
Dxrector of the Board effectivé updii exec‘(a‘tlon of the ORDER by
the Board’s Prcsndcnt This ratidoih sarm] lmg of i urme, Hair aiitl/or
bodily ﬂunds will be undet dlrect obsévation. Th vesults of any
tests or analysxs of bodlly ‘fluids shafl be reported t the Board.
Respoudcnt shall be rcspons:ble for &ll ©osts incurred for the
analysis of uririe, hair and/of badily f ﬂuids

ii. In the event any tést or analysis of bodily fivids taken ﬁ‘o'm
Respohdcnt ihether . piirstiant to the reqUest of the Executive
Dlrector or the Aﬁer-Caré Program is positivé, indicating lhe
presence of controlied suhstanccs (not pursuarit to a valid
prescnpnon), Rcs"‘ ident w:ll bc notlﬁed Shou "ho _RcSpondent

of - Neyada shaH automatxcally be & yoked w1thoi1t any furthcr
aotlon of the Board ofhér’ than thc iSsuats c'e of & dn appropr{ate Obdet
of Revocation by the Board s Executwe Dlrector

iii.  Respondent - -authorizes and shall géxecute any cognsent
nceessary Which authonzes reports gcncratcd by {hc urmalysm and!
or boally fluids, afid/or hair” testmg and any shbstance abiise
évalyation repoits, aid afly status ,rcports rcndcrea by mdmduals
treagng Respondent to be furmshcd to thc E};e‘_lftn’e Duector of
thi , i ' oh in the form of a confirmied,
posmve tcst result, all rcports prcwously sub rn':__cd 1o the Board
will becomc publlc rccord arid bé available for use by the Boatd in
conncctlon with any subseqlicnt action of the Boai'd ;

iv.  Shoiild Respondext fail to prcscnt hlmsélf for tatidorn drug
testing when dlrccted by. the Executwc Dlrec‘ ¥ of the. Board -OF
the’ Aﬂcr-Care Progrém Within tweity-four (24) ‘hdiirs of siid
ﬂ_;roc_:’t‘ h by the Bxecutlvc Direstor or After-Care Program
Ré'é'f) ndent’s llcense to practice dentlstry in thc State of Nevada
will be rcvoked mdeﬁn:tely without } aiy other actlon by the Board
othér than the issuince of an appfopnate Ordér of Revocatton by
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the Board’s Executive Director.

v. Should Respondent fail to _conipléte the Afier-Care
Progiatn or upon receipt of notice that Respondent has falled to
comiply with_ the teitns of ihe cofl t_" w:th -the Aﬁcr-Care
Program, ReSpondcnt’s licensg t6 pra' ¢ denhstry in thie Stafc of
Névada WIII be revoked mdeﬁmtely w1thoﬂi any furthcr action by

......

Revocatlon by thé Board’s Exccutlve Dlrcctor

vi. Re5pondent agrees to pdy the chada Staie Board of
Dental Exatniners the sum of $2, 500 00 upon execition of this
ORDER by the Board's Prcsxdcnt to relmburse ihe Boarcl for the

.....

W 00 ~3 A L b oW

ﬁ.lturc to momtor and cnforcc thls StlpuI‘ahon Speclf cally, this
10 aiount shall not be decined a fire ahd $hall not b répdited to the
I Natlonal Prachtmncrs Dita Bank Thls aimovnt is diie and payablc
A in two equal installients. The first payiefit shiall be dus thirty
i G0 days afier the éxecution of ﬂus ORDER by thie Board s

K . President. The second payment shaIl be duig smty (60) days. aﬁcr )
13 : the first paymént. Tn fhie evéiif Res p_ondent fails to pay the Agrfeed 1
: upon amotiit, Respondcnt agrces hls llccnsc to pract:cc detisiry :

14 K jii the State of Nevada shall be auto‘ﬁ'fat:cally su‘sﬁcﬁded Withoiit

15 anty further action of the Board otiér than ‘issuance of an ofdei by
the Exccutwc Djrcctor Upon payment of ‘arfy default

15 Respondent’s hcense o pract:ce “dentistiy il the State of Nevada

17 wiil be automatlcally reitistated.

18 viii. Respondent agrées this Conscnt Agregirient and Order shall K
be reported to the National Practitloners Data Bank upon

19_ execution of this Ofder by the Boatd’s President,

20

21’ CONSENT

220111, Respondent has read all of the provisions contained in this Cohsént Agreemerit and
agrees with them in their entirety.

12.  Reésporident is aware by entering into this Conseit Agreemient, he is waiving certalnr- -
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valuable due process rights contained in, but not limited to, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 2338 aid |.

NAC 233B.

13.  Respondent has reviewed this Consent Agreemeiit and understands and compiéheiids
each and every provision cohtaided therein.

14, Respondent acknowledges he is consenting to this Corisgiit Agtéenient vdlu‘ﬁtaj'i'ly,;

without coefcion or dufess and in the éxércise of his 6wn frée Wwill.

15.  Respondent ackriowledges no other promises in réferéhce to the provisions cositained i)
this Conserit Agreemerit have been made by any agent, empl6yeé, counsel or any péisor
affiliated with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

16.  Respondent acknowledges the provisions ini this Conséht Agréetnent confaifis the eitirg -

|i dgreement betweéen Respondent and the Boatd and the provisions of this Conséit Agreeient caii

|l ohly be modified, in writing, with Board approval.

17, Respondent agregs in the event the ﬁoard adopts this Stipﬁlaiioﬁ Agréement he hereby :
‘Jvaivéé'a'hy and all rights to seck judicial revicw or'oihci"wisc to challéngie ar contest the validity
of th;a brc‘wisions contained in the Consent Agreciment,

18. Respondent and the Board agree none of the paities shall be decied the diafter of this
Consent Agreement. In the cvent this Conscnt Agreemicat is consirited by a coiirt of law of ) "
&quity, such court shall not construe this Cotisent Agreériieiit or any provision hiereofapairist diy | -
paity as the drafter of the Consent Agreemeiit. The parties hereby acknéivlédge all patiies have '.
cohtributed substantially and rhatérially to the preparation of this Consént Agreemeiit, |
19. . Respondent specifically acknowledges by his sighitufe heiein 4nid by his initials at the-

boftom of cach page of this Cofisent Agréetnent, he has read dnd tinderstaids its fefins aid ] -
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acknowledges he has signed and initialed of his own free will and without undue influeiice,

coercion, duréss, or intimidation.
20. Respondent ackiowledgés he has been advised he has the right to haveé this frfa’ftér'h |
reviewed by independent counse!l and he has had ample oﬁp‘o’ftﬁﬁity to séek indepefidet |-
counsel. Respondent has been specifically informed he should séek indépendent courisel -
and advice of indepéndent counsel would be in Réspbndcrit"s :'B'és‘t interest. Having bcen’}
advised of his right to independent counsel, as well as hidd the dpportuhity to s‘(:cié-; -
indepéndent counsel,.Réspondcnt hereby acknowledges, by his ovn free will, he is
conseiting to the Consent Agreeinent without indepéndent coniisel, 2 z DK). .
21.  Respondent acknowlédges in corisideration for the Board entering into this Consent
Agreément, Respondent heteby releases, remises, and forever disch‘aifg_és the State of Nevada, :
{l the B_gi‘ard, and each of their iiémbers, agents, cmployées and legal counsél in their individuat :_
-jar'ld répresentative capacities, frof any and all mariner of actioris, causés of action, suits, debts, ‘
judgn'i_ents, executions, claims, and demands whatsoever, kiowit and iinkiown, in law or equity,

that Responderit ever had, now has, may have, or ¢laim to have against any or all of the persons ]

or entities named in this section.

DATED this / é day of Mzﬁ' _

DUFF W. KASTER, D.DS.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT

| TOFNBUNT, E5Q.
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ORDERED that the foregoing Stipulation Agréenent re: Ré?n;s?dteme“ﬁt of License
(“Agiéement” or “Stipulation Agreement®) to reactivate the retlred licéniss of Dinff W. Kastér,
DDS pursuant to the teritis and conditions set forth ahove was approVed atid Ofder by the Bodid -
ata properly not_lccd meéting conducted on January 24, 2013, puisuatit Ageiitia Item #5(o)
subject to Dr. Kaster eonsenting and successfully coimpleting ali of ihié téfins and conditions sét

forth above.

ORDERED: that based upon Duff W. Kaster, DDS having ciéﬂs‘éﬁ't'ég_i:to ‘all of the fetins dnd
conditions sef forth above in this Stipulation Agreeimeit, it is hereby ORDERED that Dr.

Kastér’s retired licehse to practice deiitistry in the State of Nevada is héfeby reinstated upoh

in the éia,tc of Nevada upon successfully completed all of the terins dtid ¢onditions set forth

successfully completed all of the terms and coriditions set forth Para'giépiis 4,5,6,7and 8

above.
ORDERED that upon reinstatement of Duff W, Kastér’s fétired licenise fo practice dentistry
Paragtaphs 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 above, Duff W. Kaster shall be placed oii fifobation for a petiod of

th_fcé (3) years as of the date of this ORDER pursuaitt to all of the teims #nd conditioirs sét forth -

above.

DATED this Z¥€_day of sad 2013,

]
C > o
J. GORDON ‘KINARD DDS - Presxdent
NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

[EU N AR T | » nalal o # i Fimtavrmt of Limmst s K o BT docx.
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Case No. 97-37
STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF
DENTAL EXAMINERS,

Complainant,
-Vs- |

DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S.

— it - - — - i N e

Respondent.

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED between DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S.,
(hereinafter."Respondent") and his counsel, NEIL BELLER, ESQ. and the NEVADA STATE
BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board") by and through its counsel, JOHN
A. HUNT, ESQ. of the law firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows:

1. On December 9, 1996, the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners received a
verified complaint from Keith W. McDonald, Executive Secretary of the Nevada State Board of
Pharx;lacy regarding the prescripiion practices of Respondent dated December 5, 1996.

2, On January 21, 1997, the Respondent was informed by the Nevada State Board of

Dental Examiners of the verified complaint of Keith W. McDonald, Executive Secretary of the

Nevada State Board of Pharmacy. ~
3. On January 28, 1997, Respondent was directed to present himself for drug -

testing at Associated Pathologists Laboratories.

4. On January 29, 1997, Respondent presented himself for hair, blood and urine

drug analysis.




"‘A—./'-

5. Thereafter, Respondent’s attorney, Neil Beller, Esq. and the Board's attorney,
John A. Hunt, Esq. entered into negotiations in order to protect the interests of the citizens of the
State of Nevada and Respondent’s due process rights. As a result of these negotiations, Dr.

Kaster, by and through his attorney, Neil Beller, Esq. Respondent informally agreed to refrain

from writing any prescriptions for controlled substances for Class II, Class II-N, Class III, Class -

II-N, Class IV and Class V. In addition, Respondent agreed to informally temporarily refrain
from practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada.

6. On February 24, 1997, a voluntary stipulation was entered between the Nevada
State Board of Dental Examiner’s and Dr. Duff W. Kaster, wherein Respondent surrendered his
right to prescribe controlled substances, for Class II, Class II-N, Class ITI, Class III-N, Class IV,

and Class V, until such time as a written agreement was entered into between Respondent and

. the Board. In the event the-Board does not.reach a.writien.agreement or in the:event a full Board

hearing is not convened within three (3) months of the Board adopting the Stipulation,
Respondent will be free to resume prescﬁbing controlled substances as identified above.
Respondent’s resumption of prescription privileges was conditioned on the fact that the Board
has not obtained injunctive relief from the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of
Nevada or that Respondent’s privileges have not either been suspended and/or revoked by either
the D.E.A. or the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy.

7. In addition, pursuan; to the Stipulation of February 24, 1997, Respondent
voluntarily agreed not to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada as set forth in NRS 631 ef sec.
and NAC 631 et sec. until such time as a written agreement is entered into between the
Respondent and the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. In the event that the Board does

not enter into a written agreement with Respondent and/or in the event that the Board does not




’ ' convene a full Board hearing within three (3) months of the Board adopting the Stipulation,
Respondent may resume the practiqe of dentistry in the State of Nevada. Respondent’s
resumption of practice is conditioned on the fact that the Board has not obtained injunctive relief
preventing Dr. Kaster from practicing dentistry from the Eighth Judicial District, County of

Clark, State of Nevada. Respondent agreed to cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada

fourteen (14) days from executing the Stipulation.

8. A formal Complaint and Notice of Hearing was issued by the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners on March 24, 1997. (A true and correct copy of said Complaint is attached
hereto as Exhibit “1".)

9. . Respondent admits to prescribing controlled substances to non patients on more
than one occasion, thereby violating NRS 631.3475(5), NRS 631.075, NRS 631.095, NRS
631.3475(4), and NAC.631.230(c). .

10. Respondent admits that on more than one occasion his charting and record
kéeping practices violated NRS 631.075, NRS 631.095, NRS 631.3475(4), and NAC
631.230(c).

11.  Respondent admits to prescribing medication outside of the field of dentistry on

more than on occasion, thereby violating NRS 631.075, NRS 631.095, NRS 631.3475(4), NRS

631.3475(5) and NAC 631.230(c).

12. Respondent admits to prescribing controlled substances in excessive quantities on
more than one occasion, thereby violating NRS 631.3475(3), NRS 631.095, NRS 631.075,'NRS

631.3475(4), NAC 631.230(b) and NAC 631.230(c).

13.  Respondent admits his testing positive for cocaine in his urine and hair on January

[ , 1997,
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14.  Inlight of Respondent’s admissions to violations of the provisions of NRS

Chapter 631 and NAC Chapter 631, Respondent agrees to suspension of his license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada for a period of ope (1) year, effective from the date the Board
approves this Stipulated Settlement. Respondent, however, shall be given credit for the time he
has not been practicing dentistry from January 28, 1997, until May 9, 1997, assuming the Board
éadopts this Stipulation. Therefore, assuming the Board does adopt this Stipulation, Respondent’s
suspension would be for a period of two hundred and sixty three (263) days commencing May 9,
1997. Respondent would then be allowed to resume the practice of dentistry, assuming he has
complied with all of the provisions of this Stipulation on January 29, 1998. Respondent shal
physically deliver his license to the Board’s Executive Director, located at 2225-E Renaissance
Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada, 89119, upon approval of the Stipulation by the Board.

15.  In addition to.complying with the:suspension agreed upon in Paragraph 14, :!
Respondent also agrees to abide by the following conditions: :
_ A, In addition fo complying with the continuing education requirements of NAC
631:173, Respondent agrees to obtain sixteen (16) hours of supplemental education in the field of
pharmacology and pain management prior to January 29, 1998. The additional sixt;en (16)
bours raust receive the approval of the Board's Executive Director prior to attendance. All costs
relating to confinuing education will be borne by the Respondent.

B. Respondent agrees to submit to random sampling of urine and/or bodily fluids,
and/or hair for period of four (4) years when so ordered by tile Executive Director of the B-oard.

In addition to the random drug tests which may be ordered during the four (4) year period,
during the one year suspension, Respondent will submit to urinalysis testing on the first day of

each month at Associated Pathology Laboratories (APL). Should the first day of the month fall
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on a Sawrday or Sunday, Respondent will submit the monthly sample on the first business day of
the month. Any test or analysis of bodily fluids taken shall be conducted in such manner that the
testing agency shall preserve epough of the sample to allow for subsequent independent
confirmatory tests. The results of any tests or analysis of bodily fluids shall be reported to the
Board. Respondent shall be responsible for ali costs incurred for the analysis of urine, and/or
bodily fluids, and/or hair.

C. 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), Respondent will be notified and aflowed to arrange for a
subsequent independent confirmatory test. - Should the Respondent test positive, Respondent shall

voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as a full Board

. hearing is held to evaluate:the positive findings-and subsequent independent confirmatory. tests.

D. Should Respondent fail to present himself for random drug testing when directed

-by the Executive Director of the Board wnhm twentj' four (24) hours of said direction by the

Executive Director, Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada will be
revoked indefinitely without any other action by the Board other than the entry of an appropriate

Order of Revocation.

E. Respondent authorizes reports generated by the urinalysis and/or bodily fluids,
and/or hair testing and any substan;e abuse evaluation reports, and any status reports rendered
by individuals treating Respondent to be furnished to the Executive Director of the Board. All
reports submitted to the Executive Director of the Board shall remain confidential and for use by

the Board's Executive Director only. 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
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be available for use by the Board in connection with any subsequent disciplinary action of the
Board.

F. Respondent shall notify in writing, each of his active patients that he will not be
practicing dentistry until January 29, 1998, and will inform his patients that their records will be
made available so they can procure alternate dental services, if they so desire.

G. Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC 631 contained
in Paragraphs 10 through 15, Respondent agrees to surrender his Registration Certificate No. BK
065578 with the United States Department of Justice, D.E.A., to prescribe controlled substances
for Class II, Class II N, Cléss I, Class III N, Class IV, and Class V for a period of five
(S)years. In the event Respondent complies with all the terms of this Stipulation, at the end of
the five year period Respondent may apply to the D.E.A. to have his prescription privileges
reinstated. |

H. | Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC 631 as set
forth in Paragraphs 10 through 13, Respoiideut hereby agrees to surrender his license No. CS
;4016 with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy to prescribe controlled substances identified as
Class H, Class I N, Class III, Class Il N, Class IV, and Class V for a period of five {5) years.
In the event Respondent complies with all of the terms of the provisions contained in this
Stipulation, at the end of the five year period Respondent may apply to have his prescription
writing privileges with the Nevada EState Board of Pharmacy reinstated.

L Due to Respondent’s admission of violations 6f NRS 631 and NAC 631 as set
forth in' Paragraphs 10 through 15, Respondent agrees to submit to a drug evaluation to be :
performed by Nevada Health Professional Foundation, headed by Dr. F. Victor Rueckl. The |

Nevada Health Professional Foundation shall submit the result of the evaluation to the Executive
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Director of the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners as well as Board’s counsel. All costs

relating to the evaluation performed by the Nevada Health Professional Foundation shalil be paid

by Respondent. Respondent agrees that any recommendations made by Nevada Health

Professional Foundation regarding future treatment and/or counseling will be complied with by

the Respondent. However, in the event Respondent feels that alternative treatment could be

obtained, he is allowed to presént those options to the Board’s Executive Director. Respondent

agrees that the decision by the Executive Director is final and may not be appealed to either the

Board through judicial review.

16.  Due to Respondent’s admission of numerous viclations contained in Paragraphs

10 through 15, Respondent agrees to pay a fine fo the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

in the sum of Twenty Five 'I'hoizsand Dollars ($25,000.00). Assuming the Board adopts the
Stipulation, Respondent:shall make:payments on the fine purs;uant to the following schedule:
1. A payment df $5,000.00 is due no later than October 9, 1997.
2. A payment of $5,000.00 is due no later than April 9, 1998.
3. A payment of $5,000.00 is due no later than October 9, 1998.
4, A payment of $5,.000.00 is due no later than April 9, 1999.
5. A payment of $5,000.00 is due no later than October 9, 1999,

Respondent agrees in the event he is delinquent on any of the payments as set forth

above, Respondent shall cease prac?icing dentistry until such time as the payments are brought

current. Respondent further agrees in the event the Board has to initiate any legal p}oceedings to

enforce the payment schedule as identified above, or to seek injunctive relief if Respondent fails

to voluntarily cease practicing dentistry until such time as payments are made current,

Respondent will be responsible for legal fees and costs incurred by the Board in any such

Argatenan




proceedings.

17.  Upon approval of this Stipulation by the Board, Respondent agrees to pay to the
Board the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00) to reimburse the Board for the costs of this
investigation, payable at the time the Board approves this Stipulation.

18.  Respondent acknowledges he has read all of the provisions contained in this
Stipulation and agrees to all of the provisions in their entirety. Resﬁondent is aware that 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. Respondent has expressly
waived any right to challenge the Board for bias should the Board reject this Stipulation and this
matter were to proceed to a full board hearing. . Re_spondent acknowledges that he has reviewed

every one of the provisions of this Stipulation with his attorney, Neil S. Beller. Respondent

. acknowledges-he-is;agreeing to-all of the provisions of the Stipulation voluntarily, without

coercion or duress, and in the exercise of his own free will. In the event the Board adopts this

Stipulation, Respondent specifically waives his right to seek judicial review.

19.  This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting.' Itis
understood by Respondent and stipulated the Board is free to accept to accept or reject this
1
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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 writing.

DATED this_/{? day of é@zzz , 1997,
4 /i

UFE KASTER, D.D.S.

SUBSCEBED and SWORN to before me

this /P2 day of /} ;&gge' 1997.
7E { (ol
Co e de2e f).
Notary Public
q1Cer
APPROVEI? AS TO APPROVYED AS TO FORM & CONTENT

A\

NEIL BELLER, ESQ.
Respondent's attorney

The foregoing Stipulation wdisapproved by a vote of the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners at a properly noticéd meeting.

DATED this 7. day of Lﬁ%ﬁ 1997.
NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL

EXAMINERS

chostu Do &S

SUSAN JANGAR, President

Complainant's attorney
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Case No. 97-37
STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF
DENTAL EXAMINERS,

' Complainant,
.vs..

DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S.

Respondent.

ot N N St Vet Sl St S St N N

IT 1S HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED between DUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S.,

(hereinafier "Respondent”) and his counsel, NEIL, BELLER, ESQ. and the NEVADA STATE

' BOARD.OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (hereinafter "Board”) by and through its counsel, JOHN
A. HUNT, ESQ. of the law firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C. as follows:

1. On December 9, 1996, the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners received a
verified complaint from Keith W, MgDonaId, Executive Secretary of the Nevada Sltatc Board of
Pharmacy regarding the prescription practices of Respondent dated December 5, 1996.

2. - On January 21, 1997, the Respondent v;vas informed by the Nevada State Board of

Dental Examiners of the verified complaint of Keith W. McDonald, Executive Secretary of the

Nevada State Board of Pharmacy.

3. On January 28, 1997, Respondent was directed to present himself for drug

testing at Associated Pathologists Laboratories.

4. On January 29, 1997, Respondent presented himself for hair, blood and urine

drug analysis.




-

3. Thereafter, Respondent’s attorney, Neil Beller, Esq. and the Board's attorney,
John A. Hunt, Esq. entered into negotigﬁons in order to protect the interests of the citizens of the
State of Nevada and Respondent’s due process rights. As a result of these negotiations, Dr.
Kaster, by and through his attorney, Neil Beller, Esq. Respondent informally agreed to refrain
from writing a.ny prescriptions for controlled substances for Class I, Class II-N, Class I, Class -
II-N, .Cla.,ss IV and Class V. In addition, Respondent agreed to informally temporarily refrain
fron;:practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada.

6. On 'February 24, 1997, a voluntary stipulation was entered between the Nevada
State Board of Dental Examiner’s and Dr, Duff W. Kaster, wherein Respondent surrendered his
right to prescribe conb:olléd substances, for Class II, Class II-N, Class II, Class III-N, Class IV,
and Class V, until such time as a written agreement was entered inta betwccp'Rcspondent and
the Board. In the event the Board does not reach a written. agreement or in the event a full Board
hearing is not convened within three (3) months of the Board adopting the Stipulation,
Respondent will be free to resume prescribing controlled substances as identified above.
Respondent’s resumption of prescription privileges was conditioned on the fact that the Board
bas not obtained injunctive relief from the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark é.‘ounty; State of
Nevada or that Respondent’s privileges have not either- been suspended and/or revoked by either
the D.E.A. or the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy.

7. In addition, pursuant to the Stipulation of February 24, 1997, Respondent
voluntarily agreed not to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada as set forth in NRS 631 et sec.
and NAC 631 et sec. until such time as a written agreement is entered into between the
Respondent and the Nevada State Board of Dental Examincrs.. In the event that the Board does

not enter into a written agreement with Respondent and/or in the event that the Board does not

M
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convene a full Board hearing within three (3) months of the Board adopting the Stipulation,
Respondent may resume the practice of dentistry in the State of Nevada. Respondent’s
resumption of practice is conditioned on the fact that the Board has not obtained injunctive relief
preventing Dr, Kaster from practicing dentistry from the Eighth Judicial District, Count} of

Clark, State of Nevada. Respondent agreed to cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada

fourteen (14) days from executing the Stipulation.
v 8. A formal Complaint and Notice of Hearing was issued by the Nevada State Board

of Dental Examiners on March 24, 1997. (A true and correct copy of said Complaint is attached

hereto as Exhibit “1°.)

»

9. Respondent admits to prescribing controlled substances to non patients on more

has oze occasion, thereby violating NRS 631.3475(5), NRS 631.075, NRS 631.095, NRS

631.3475(4), and NAC 631.230(c).

Fany
’ -

10. Respondent admits that on more thar one occasion his charting and record

keeping practices violated NRS 631.075, NRS 631.095, NRS 631.3475(4), and NAC

631.230(c).
11.  Respondent admits to prescribing medication outside of the field of dentistry on

more than on occasion, thereby violating NRS 631.075, NRS 631.095, NRS 631.3475(4), NRS

631.3475(5) and NAC 631.230(c).

12.  Respondent admits to prescribing controlled substances in excessive quantities on

more than one occasion, thereby violating NRS 631.3475(5), NRS 631.095, NRS 631.075, NRS

631.3475(4), NAC 631.230(b) and NAC 631.230(c).

13.  Respondent admits his testing positive for cocaine in his urine and hair on January

, 1997.

DX. 3
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14.  Inlight of Respondent’s admissions to violations of the provisions of NRS
Chapter 631 and NAC Chapter 631, Respondent agrees to suspension of his license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada for a period of one (1) year, effective from the date the Board -

appraves this Stipulated Settlement, Respondent, however, shall be given credit for the time he

has not been practicing dentistry from January 28, 1997, until May 9, 1997, assuming the Board

adopts this Stipulation. Therefore, assuming the Board does adopt this Stipulation, Respondent’s
suspepsion would be for a period of two hundred and sixty three (263) d;ys commencing May 9,
1997. Responder.u‘would then be allowed to resume the practice of dentistry, assuming he has
complied with all of the provisions of this Stipulation on January 23, 1998. Respondent shall
physically deliver his license to the Board's Executive Director, located at 2225-E Renaissance
Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada, 89119, upon approval of the Stipulation by the Board.

15. In.addition to.complying with the susi:ension agreed upon in Paragraph 14,
Respondent also agrees to abide by the following conditions:

A, In additon to complying with the continuing education requirements of NAC
631.173, Respondent agrees to obtain sixteen (16) hours of supplemental education in the field of
pharmacology and pain management prior to Janvary 29, 1998. The additional Eb:t;en (16)
hours must receive the approval of the Board’s Executive Director prior to attendance. All costs
relating t<; continuing education will be borne by the Respondent.

B. Respondent agrees to submit to random sampling of urine and/or bodily fluids,
and/or hair for period of four (4) years when so ordered by the Executive Director of the Board.
In addition to the random drug-tests which may be ordered during the four (4) year period,
during the one year suspension, Respondént will submit to. urinalysis testing on the first day of

each month at Associated Pathology Laboratories (APL). Should the first day of the monﬂ}_ fall

g
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- bearing is beld to evaluate the positive findings and subsequent independent confirmatory tests.

&

TER I

on a Saturday or Sunday, Respondent will submit the monthly sample on the first business day of
the month. Any test or analysis of bodily fluids taken shall be conducted in such manner.t.ha,t the
testing agency shall preserve enough of the sample to allow for subsequent independent .
confirmatory tests. The results of any tests or analysis of bodily fluids shall be reported to the
Board. Rcspo-ndcnt shall be responsible for all costs incurred for the analysis of urine, and/or
bodily fluids, and/or bair.

v C. In the event any test or analysis of bodily fluids taken from Respondent pursuant
to the terms of this § tipuiaﬁc;n is positive, indicating the presence of controlled substances (not
pursuant to a valid prescription), Respondent will be notified and allowed to axrange fora
subsequent independent confirmatory test. Should the Respondent test positive, Resgonﬁent shall

voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as a full Board

D. Should Respondent fail to present himself for random drug testing when directed
by the Executive Director of the Board within twenty four {24) hours of said direction by the
Executive Director, Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada will be

+

revoked indefinitely without any other action by the Board other than the entry of an appropriate

Order of Revocation.

-

E. Respondent authorizes reports generated by the urinalysis and/or bodily fluids,
and/or hair testing and any substance abuse evaluation reports, and any status reports rendered
by individuals treating Respondent to be furnished to the Executive Director of the Board. All

teports submitted to the Executive Director of the Board shall remain confidential and for use by

the Board’s Executive Director only. In the event of a violation in the form of a confirmed, i3

positive test result, all reports previously submitted to the Executive Director of the Board will
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be available for use by the Board in connection with any subsequent disciplinary action of the

Board.

F. Respondent shall notify in writing, each of his active patients that he wilt not be

practicing dentistry until January 29, 1998, and will inform his patients that their records will be

made availabie: so they can procure alternate dental services, if they so desire.

G:' Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC 631 contained
ia P%ljagraphs 10 through 15, Respondent agrees to swrender his Registration Certificate Nb. BK
065578 with the United States Department of Justice, D.E.A., to prescribe controlled substances
for Class 11, Class Il N, C_lass I, Class II N, Class IV, and Class V for a period of five
(5)years. Inthe event Re;pandcnt complies with all the terms of this Stipulation, at the end of

the five year period Respondent may apply to the D.E.A. to have his prescription privileges

reinstated.

H. Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC 631 as set
forth m Paragraphs 10 through 15, Respondent hereby agrees to surrender his license No. CS
4016 with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy to prescribe controlied substances identified as
Class IT, Class II N, Class III, Class III N, Class IV, anél Class V for a period of five (3) years.
In the event Respondent complies with all of the terms of the provisi_ons contained in this
Stipulation, at the end of the five year period Respondent may apply to have his pre;cription
writing privileges with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy reinstated.

L Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC 631 as set
forth in Paragraphs 10 through 15, Respondent agrees to submit to a drug evaluation to be
performed by Nevada Health Professional Foundation, headed by Dr. F. Victor Rueckl. The

Nevada Health Professional Founc@ation shall submit the result of the evaluation to the Executive
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Director of the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners as well as Board’s counsel. A}l costs
relating to the evaluation performed by the Nevada Health Professional Foundation shall be paid
by Respondent. Respondent agrees that any recommendations made by Nevada Health
Professional Foundation regarding future treatment and/or counseling will be complied with by
the Respondeﬁt. However, in the event Respondent feels that altemnative treatment could be
obtained, he is allowed to presént those options to the Board’s Executive Director. Respondent
agrees that the decision by the Executive Director is final and may not be appealed to either the
Board through judicial Teview.

16. Dueto Restpondent’s admission of sumerous violations contained in Paragraphs
10 through 15, Respondent agrees to pay a fine to the Nevada State Board of Dental ExMrs
in the sum of ngnty Five Thousand Dollars ($25,000.00). Assuming the Board adopts the
Stipulation, Respondent shall make. payments on. the fine pursuant to the following schedule:

1. A payment of $5,000.00 is due no later than October 9, 1997.

2 A payment of $5,000.00 is due no later than April 9,. 1998.

3. A payment of $5,000.00 is due no later than Qctober 9, 1998.

4. A payment of $5,000.00 is due no later than Aprit 9, 1999,

5. A payment of $5,000.00 is due no laten: than October 9, 1999.
Rc.spondcnt agrees in the event he is delinquent on any of the payments as set forth
above, Respondent shall cease practicing dentistry until such time as the payments are brought
current. Respondent further agrees in the event the Board has to initiate any legal ﬁroceedings to
enforce the payment schedule as identified above, or to seek injunctive relief if Respondent fai;s
to voluntarily cease practicing dentistry until such time as payments are made current,

Respondent will be responsible for legal fees and costs incurred by the Boarq in any such
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proceedings.

17.  Upon approval of this Stipulation by the Board, Respondent agrees to pay to the
Board the sum of Ten Thousand Dollafs ($10,000.00) to reimburse the Board for the costs of this
investigation, payable at the time the Board approves this Stipulation.

18. 'i?.espondem acknowledges he has read all of the provisions contained in this
Stipulatiog and agrees to all of the provisions in their entirety. Respondent is aware that by
enter%;g 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. Respondent has expresslj(
waived any right to challex.lge the Board for bias should the Board reject this Stipulation and this
matter were to proceed to a full board hearing. Respondent acknowledges that he has reviewed
every one of the provisions of this Stipulation with his attorney, Neil S. Beiler. Respondent
acknowledges he is. agreeing-tc; all of the provisions of the Stipulation voluntarily, withoui'
coercion or duress, and in the exercise of his own free will. In the event the Board adopts this
Stipulation, Respondezit specifically waives his right to seck judicial review.

19.  This Stipulation will be considered by the Board in an open meeting. Itis
understood by Respondent and stipulated the Board is free to accept to accept or‘lreject this
I
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Stipulation, and, if the Stipulation is rejected by the Board, further disciplinary action may bc
implemented. This Stipulation will only become effective when the Board has approved the same

in writing.

DATED this _/{) day of 4@22 , 1997,

. KASTER, D.D.S.

SUB?CEZBED and SWORN to before me
this ZQ day of

3 UNDAS.KREGER
S ko dakn%n"? DY, Detais . Arch, Disciplinary Screemng
il Q.
R e p.pp;mapm Ky 10, zmp : ﬁcct

APPROVEL] AS TOFORMN 2 : APPROVED AS TO FORM & CONTENT

Ll AL
__LULL *24,54/
NEIL BELLER, ESQ. A. HUNT, ESQ

Respondent’s attorney Complainant's attorney

The foregoing Stipulation disapprovcd by a vote of the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners at a properly noticed mieeting. .

DATED this 7_ day of Mas/ 1997,

. NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS

chaw Do BES

SUSAN JANGAR, President

neasguy
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Case No. 00-329

STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD

)

OF DENTAL EXAMINERS, )
: )
Complainant, )

¥ ) AMENDED STIPULATION

Vs, )
: )
1 DUFF KASTER, D.D.S,, )
: )
Respondent. )
)

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by anfi between DU_FE KASTER, D.D.S.
(hereinafter “Respondent”), in Proper Person, and THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS (hereinafter “Board™) by and through its counsel JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ,, of the law
firm of RALEIGH, HUNT & McGARRY, P.C:, as follows:;

1, On May 9, 1997, at a properly noticed meeting, Respondent entered intoa Stipulation

with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners. Attached as Exhibit “1".

2. Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the Stipulation states:

G. Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC
631 contained in Paragraphs 10 through 15, Respondent agrees to surrender
his Registration Certificate No, BK 065578 with the United States
Department of Justice, D.E.A., to prescribe controlled substances for Class
I, Class N, Class ITI, Class ITIN, Class IV, and Class V for a period of five
(5) years. In the event Respondent complies with all the terms of this

()
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Stipulation, at the end of the five (5) year period Respondent may apply to
the D.E.A. to have his prescription privileges reinstated,

H. Due to Respondent’s admission of violations of NRS 631 and NAC
631 contained in Paragraphs 10 through 15, Respondent agrees to surrender
his license No. CB 4016 with the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy to
prescribe controlled substances for Class II, Class 1IN, Class III, Class ITIN,
Class IV, and Class V for a period of five (5) years. In the event Respondent

. complies with all the terms of this Stipulation, at the end of the five year
period Respondent may apply to have his prescription writing privileges with
the State Board of Pharmacy reinstated.

3. Since entering into the Stipulation, the Board has obtained substantial evidence that

'-".
the Respondent caused to be issued prescriptions in violation of Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the

Stipﬁlation.

4, On MarchEZS, 2000, a prescription profile was requested from the Controlled
Substance Task Force for any prescriptions requested or issued by Respondent from January 1, 1999
to the present. The results of the inquiry indicates no prescriptions were is-sued in the name of
Respondent during this period. ‘ On March 28, 2000, a prescription profile was requested from the

Controlled Substance Task Force regarding Dr. Ransdell for the periods of M:'«,ty 29, 1999 to June 14,

1999, November 3, 1999 to November 15, 1999, and Jannary 1, 2000 to January 17, 2000.

5. As aresult, an investigation was conducted wherein it was found thét at the direction

of Respondent, prescriptions for controlled substances were issued for patients as follows:

PATIENT: - CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE DATE
Patient “A” Lorcet 06/03/99
Patient “B” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 06/08/99
Patient “C” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 06/14/99
Patient “D” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/07/00
Patient “E” Hydrocodone/IBUPRO 01/09/00
[ Patient “F” Diazepam 01/11/00

g
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Patient “G" ' APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/12/00
Patient “H” APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/18/00
Patient “I" ' APA/Hydrocodone Bitartrate 01/20/00

Respondent has been informed of the names which correspond to the patients identified as
A through I
" . 6. On March 28, 2000, the dental records for the patients identified in Paragraph 4
above, were reviewed by the Informal Hearing Officer. Based upon that review the Informal
Hearing O-Eicer finds that Respondent caused to be issued controlied substances to the patients
idcnﬁ‘:;ied in Paragraph 4, above, in violation of Paragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the Stipulation entered
into with the Board on May 9, 1997,

7. The mcthoci Respondent used to cause prescriptions to be issued to the patients listed
' in Paragraph 4 was as follows:
Currently Respondent shares business space with Nevada licensee, Tra-lcy Ransdell, D.D.S.
" From May 29, 1999 through 3‘une 14, 1999, Dx;. Ransdell was vacationing outside the geographical
jurisdiction of the United States. From January 1, 2000 until January 17, 2000, Dr. Rar}sdell was
vacationing was outside the geographical Jurisdiction of the United States. During the time frames
identified above, unbeknownst to Dr. Ransdell, Respondent caused prescriptions to be issued to the
patients identified in Paragraph 4 by ordering those prc;;riptions pursuant to the DEA and Nevada
prescription license of Dr. Ransdell.

8. The Informal Hearing Officer having reviewed the prescriptions issued to patients

A through I, identified in Paragraph 4, is of the opinion these prescriptions were related to 2 valid

dental treatment. After conducting the preliminary investigation, the Informal Hearing Officer
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caused the Board’s Ex;cutive Director to issue notice to the Respondent requiring him to submit to
2 hair, urine, and blood sample for illegal and non-prescribed prescription drugs on March 28, 2000.
Thereafter, on March 29, 2000, Respondent presented himself for a hair, urine, and biood sample
for illegal and non-prescribed prescription drugs. The results of the test were negative for all illegal
and non-prescribed prescription dn_zgs. '

9. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, Respondent admits he
violalted P;aragraph 15 (G) and (H) of the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997
“ wheanespondent caused to be issued controlled substances to patients A through I identified in

Paragraph 4 of this Amended Stipulation.

10. Dueto Res;;ondent’s admitted violation of the Stipulation entered into with the Board

on May 9, 1997, pursuant to NRS 631.350(b), Respondent agrees to the suspension of his license

to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada for a period of thirty (30) days. The thirty (30) days

suspension shall be effective upon adoption of this Amended Stipulation by the Board. Respondent
shall physically deliver his license to the Board’s Executive Director, lbcated at2295-B Renaissance
Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada 89119, upon apl')roval of this Amenclled Stipulation by the Board.

11.  Dueto Respondent’s admitted violation of the Stipulation entered into with the Board
| onMay's, 1997, pursuant to NRS 631.350 (c), Respondent agrees to pay a fine to the Board in the
amount of $1000.00. Said fine shall be due and payable upon adoption of this Amended Stipulation.
In the event Respondent fails to pay the fine, Respondent shall cease practicing dentistry in the State

of Nevada until such time as the fine has been paid in full.

12.  Due to Respondent’s admitted violation of the Stipulation entered into with the Board

DWK . 4
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on May 9, 1997, Respondent agrees ;o reirﬁbursc the Board the sum of $2000.00 for the costs of this
investigation. Said reimbursement shall be due and payable within sixty (60) days upon adoption
of this Amended Stipulation. In the event Respondent fails to reimburse the Board for the costs of
this investigation within sixty (60) days of the adoption, Respondent agrees to cease practicing
dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as the reimbursement amount is paid in full.

13.  Respondent further agrees, in the event the Board has to initiate any legal proceedings
to enforce =pa},rmen:lt of either the fine or the reimbursement amount or i the event the Board has to
seek ;juncﬁve rclief in the event Respondent fails to voluntarily cease practicing dentistry in the
State of Nevada, Respondent shall be responsible for legal fees gnd costs incurred by the Board in
any such proceedings. : -

14,  Respondent firther agrees, in the event the Board’s Executive Director has substantial
evidence to believe Respondent has either i_ssued or has caused to be issv.;ed prescriptions for
controlled substances identified as Class II, Class IIN, Class I, Class IIIN, Class IV, and Class V
during the remaining term of his probationary period as set forth in the Stipulatioﬂ entered into with
the Board on May 9, 1997, the Executive Director without any firther hearing or action by the Board
shall issue an order revoking Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada.
Thereafter, Respondent may request a hearing before the Board but duﬁng the pendency of the
hearing before the Board, Resporident waives any right to seek judicial review to reinstate his
privilege to pr#ctice dentistry in the State of Nevada pending a final Board hearing.

15. To the best of the Informal Hearing Officer’s knowledge, Respondent has complied
with all of the other provisions of the Stipulation entered into with thg Board on May 9, 1997.

o).
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16.  Respondent further agrees, by entering into this Amended Stipulation, the Board s

|

not waiving any right to enforce any of the other provisions contained in the Stipulation entered into
with the Board on May 9, 1997.

17.  Respondent further agrees all of the other provisions contained in the Stipulation
entered into with the Boai'ci on May 9, 1997, shall remain in full force and effect.

18.  Respondent further agrees, pursuant to NRS 631.350 (h), Respondent’s practice shall
be supervised. This period of supervision shall cémmence upon adoption of this Amended
Stipuzl"ation and shall run concurrently with the Stipulation entered into with the Boa::d on May 9,

1997 to ensure Respondent’s prescription practices are in compliance with this Amended Stipulation

" and all other provisions which have been agreed to pursuant to the Stipulation entered into with the

Board on May 9, 1997. During the period of supervision, Respondent shall allow either the Informal

" Hearing Officer and/or the Executive Director of the Board and/or an agent ap;;ointed by the Board

to inspect Respondent’s records to assure compiiancc: with this Amended Stipulation and the
Stipulation entered into with ﬂ;e Board on May 9, 1997. Such inspection shall be performed,
without notice, during normal business hours. Respondent shall maintain, during the supervision
period, a list of any prescriptions issued to any of Respondent’s patients by any other licensed dentist
in the State of Nevada, The list of prescriptions issued to Respondent’s patients by any other
licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall include the following: ‘

patient’s name;

date of issuance;

name of dentist who issued prescription;

units and amount of controlled substance issued;
reason for issuing the controlled substance.

sppop
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Respondent’s failure to accurately maintain the list of prescriptions issued to his patients by
any other licensed dentist in the State of Nevada shall be deemed unprofessional conduct and in
violation of this Amended Stipulation and shall be considered by the Board in determining whether
or not to revoke Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada.

CONSENT

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

them in th;ir entirety. | |
) 20.  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.

21. Responden; expressly waives any right to chailengc 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. '

22.  Respondent acknowledges he has read the Stipulation. Respondent acknowledges
he has been advised he has the right to have this matter reviewed by independent counsel and he has
had ample Opporturﬁt};r to seek independent counsel. Having been advised of his right to independent
counsel, as well as had the opportunity fo seek independ.ent counsel, Respondent hereby
acknowledgesby his own free will, he is consenting to tile Stipulation without independent counsel.

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

24, 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
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11 SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
this /% day of 2000. 3 TNy P - St o ovad

.’_
n

provisions contained in the Stipulation.

25.  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 adopﬁon shall be considered a final disposition of a contested case.

.+ DATED this e, day of %%—

D TER, DD.S.
Respondent

County of Jiis
JOANNE 1. B4XTER

hen My Anpoini i Explres
No: 8420481 Novamiai 1, 2002

7%

NOFARY PUBLIC in dnd for said County

and State

I@PROVED AS%I? ;ORM & CONTENT
OHN A. HUNT, ESQUIRE D J. ARCH,DDS.
Complainant’s attomey Disciplinary Screening Office/Informal Hearing
Officer

The foregoing Stipulation was approved/disai:proved by a vote of the Nevada State Board
of Dental Examiners at a properly noticed meeting. -

sl
DATED this /% day of_JVNE-___ 2000.

NEVAD TE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

A. TED TWESME, DD.S.

@/ President




-

‘

EXHIBIT “3"

et e et 2o v np e e




| @5/17/2081 11:62 7824867246 NSBDE . PAGE @3

, Thu May 17 10:52:10 2001 . APL Group Fax Report { vags 2 of 3
. ,k - -
APL LABORATORY RESULTS
- AR 4230 Bumbam Avenue, Sute 230
:" )| ASSOCIATED PATHOLGOISTS LABORATORIES Facalmila Copy 145V W 8110 (707 735 7866
Mo PATIENT KASTER, DUFF W PHONET 3486
REFERRFED BY NV STATE 8RD OF DENTAL EXMNRS.
AGESEX 39¥ M ACCESSION# 01301314 2295~ RENAISEANCE DR.
COLLECTED 05/15/20¢1 12:5MED.RECORD Y 3500442821
RECEIVED 05/15/2001 22:18 CHART# 828704 LAS VEGAS, NV 89119
TOXNO, 010142334 Pt} 535.# 530-64-3771
TEST NAME - SPECINEN (010142335
PROFILE 800 -~ URINE Reancn: Random
RESULTS¢ Amphetamines N-gativi'
) Barbiturates Negative
] Cocaina Matab {Benzoylecgonine) Nogative
v Opiates .  Negative
Phencyclidine {PCP) Negative
THC Carboxyliz Ascid (Marijuana) Negativae
Alcohol (Ethanal) Nagativa
Nitrite Adulteration Hegative

Chromium Adul¥azation Hagativa

This specimen wa:x screensd by enzyma immuncassay (except fof alcohol,
. vhich is acreensd by enzymatic amsay).' Positives vere confirmed by
i ﬁ} © - gaa chromatograahy—mu:: spectromatry {GC/M3) (excapt for alecochal,
- vhich is confizmed by gas chromatography) at tha following
screening/confirmation cutoffg:

Drug Screen/Confirm

Amphetamines ) 500/500 ng/mL
Barbiturataes 500/500 ng/mL
Cocaine Matabolite 300/150 ng/mL
Delta~9=THC COOH . Bo/s1s ng/mk
Cpiates 300/300 ng/mL
Phencyclidina {PCP) 25/25 ng/mL
Alechal (Ethanal) ) 0,02/3.02 gm}

In addizion to the abovas, urine samplas ara screensd and confirmed
for the presanca of common aduiterants.

DRINTED; 05/17/2001 10:30 Page 2 of 2
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Thu Hay 17 10:51:11 2002 APL Group Fax Report .~ Page 1 of 3
A — " 4230 Bumharm Avanue, Sude 250
- |_ASSOCATED PATHOLGGISTS LaednaTORIES Facsimile CopY |, Vege NV #0118 707 7337868 :
i PATIENT KASTER, DUFEF W PHONET ' 3486
REFERRED BY NV STATE BRD OF DENTAL EXMNRS.
AGESEX 99Y M ACCESSION# 01301314 2295-B RENAISSANCE DR,
COLLECTED 05/15/2001 12)5MED.RECORD # 3500442921
RECEIVED 05/15/20C1 22118 CHART# 828704 LAS VEGAS, NV B911)3 i
TOXNO. 010142334 XM 5.5.# 530-64-377: :
TEST NAME -~ SPECIKEN (010142334)
EERASEIEEOENER MR REDD
EROFILE 870 - HAIR Reasont Random
RESULTS: Amphatamines (Group) ~*POSITIVEY~
Cocaina/Metakiolitm(s) ... .Nagative :
Opiates (Group) . Negativae %
Phenecyclidina (PCP) Negativa: :
-« Cannabincids (Marijuana) Negative :
*FINDINGS: - MDMA (Ecstasy) IDENTIFIED
This specimen wxs scresned by immunoassay (IA). Positives were
confirmed by gas ohromatagraphy-mass spactrometry [GC/MS) eor
GC/MS/ME at the following screening/confirmation cutoffss
D*ﬁg Screan/Conflirm
P ﬂethamphstaminalhmpha.amlno/HDHA 3004300 -pg/mg
i }) _ Cocaine/Metabolits 300/300 pg/mg
- Idectified Cpiatas 500/500 pg/mg
' THC 5/5 rg/my
THC~COOH /0.1 pg/mg
Phercyclidine (PC¥) 300/300 pg/mg

If a drug was raported negativae, it means that sither ne drug was
detacted, or if a drug was daTtectad, it way prasent at a concan-
tration less than the laboratory’s estaplishad cutoff level.

L e S

PRINTED: €5/17/2001 10130 Page 1 of 2
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STATE OF NEVADA

BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXANMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS,

Complainant, Case No. 97-37
Vs. ORDER

DUFF W.KASTER, D.D.3.
LA

L

Respondent.

et Y Nt Nt Nl Nt N N Nt Mgt upa?

WHEREAS, on May 17, 2001, the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners (“Board”)

issued an Order suspending the dental license of Duff W. Kaster, D.D.S.

1. On March 6, 1997, Resﬁondent entered into 2 Temporary Stipulation with the

Board.
2. On May 9, 1997, Respondent entered into a Stipulation with the Board.
3. On June 1, 2000, Respondent entered into an Amended Stipulation with the Board.

4,  Paragraph 15 B of the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997

states:

B. Respondent agrees to submit to random sampling of urine
andfor bodily fluids, and/or hair for a period of four (4) years when
so ordered by the Executive Director of the Board. In addition to
the random drug tests which may be ordered during the four (4) year
period, during the one year suspension, Respondent will subrmit to
urinalysis testing on the first day of each month at Associated
Pathology Laboratories (APL). Should the first day of the month
fall on a Saturday or Sunday, Respondent will submit the monthly
sample on the first business day of the month. any test or analysis
of bodily fluids taken shall be conducted in such manner that the

. .

PRI FSTI-L T TN Ity

s = s e e e et e e e

[P

T P TITW VT E P TV OO EY (R



Nepais

0 0 -1 O O e L D

CHECHE SR CHE L CHE R G X T S S S Sy o Sy o7 Sy wr gy
ooqmmmwm»—nocoooqmmmmzﬂg

— ’ Lo
ol (’__

! ‘

LY

testing agency shall preserve enough of the sample to allow for
subsequent independent confirmatory tests. The results of any tests
or analysis of bodily fluids shall be reported to the Board.
Respondent shall be responsible for all costs incurred for the '
analysis of urine, and/or bodily fluids, and/or hair.

5. On May 9, 2001 Respondent was sent notice to present himself to Associated
Pathologists Laboratories (APL) for blood, hair and urine testing.
6. ~ OnMay 15, 2001 Respondent presented himself to APL for testing.
F The results of the testing indicates Respondent tested “positive” for Amphetamines.
8. P.afag'raph 15C of the Stipulation entered into with the Board on May 9, 1997 states:

C. . Inthe eventany test or analysis of bodily fluids taken from
Rcspondent pursuant to the terms of this Stipulation is positive,
indicating the presence of controlled substances (not pursuanttoa
valid prescription), Respondent will be notified and allowed to
arrange for a subsequent independent confimatory test. Should the
Respondent test positive, Respondent shall volmatarily cease
practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time-as a full
Board hearing is held to evaluate the positive findings and
subsequent independent confirmatory tests.

THEREFORE, it is hereby
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED thet Duff W, Kaster, D.D.S. shall voluntarily
cease practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada until such time as a full Board hearing is held to

evaluate the positive findings and any subsequent independent confirmatory tests which Dr. Kaster

wishes to have performed.
DATED this IQ'{-'?’ day of May, 2001.

\YRELY

VaLonnk Harmon, Executive Director
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

2
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STATE OF NEVADA
BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS OF NEVADA

NEVADA STATE BOARD )
DF DENTAL EXAMINERS, )

Complainant, : ; Case No. 97-37
bs. ¥ ; RECEIPT OF COPY
ODUFF W. KASTER, D.D.S. ; |

Respondent. : %

Receipt of Copy of the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners Order is hereby

acknowledged this Z/ __ day of May, 2001.

o




6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg. A, Ste.1 » Las Vegas, NV 89118 s (702) 486-7044 » (800) DDS-EXAM = Fax (702) 486-7046

August 6, 2014

John Bocchi, DDS
5465 Kietzle Lane
Reno, NV 82511

Re: Request an Advisory Opinion
Dear Dr. Bocchi:

The Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners is in receipt of your request for an advisory opinion
regarding whether investing in a medical marijuana dispensary would violate NRS 631.3475 and NRS
631.549. This matter will be noticed before the Board at the next regularly scheduled meeting to be
held on Friday October 3, 2014 at 9.30 am. This mecting will be held at the office of the Nevada State
Board of Medical Examiners located at 1150 Terminal Way, Suite 301, Reno, Nevada 89502.

Your present is required to address any questions the Board Members may have regarding this request

and any supporting documentation submitted.

Should you have additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (702) 486-7044 ext. 23.

bra Shaffer-Kugel, Executive Director
Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

Cc: File
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Nevada Board of Dental Examiners
6010 5. Ralnbow Bivd., Bldg, A, Ste. 1 » Las Vegas, NV 89118
(702} 486-7044 » + (800) DDS-EXAM » Fax (702) 486-7046

PETITION FOR ADVISORY OPINION

Aﬁpllcant/i.icensee: Jobn ..Z)%mjtf DbS Déte: '5:/3/'7 |
Address: S765” Kifeke [n Suite No.:

City: Kw State: /Ul/ Zip Code: ¥75711
Telephone: 775~ 784 - }9// Fac TV 706-147  Emak _Jobn @ STeranSiciles.

In the matter of the petition for an advisory opinion of NRS & NAC Chapter 631

This request is for clarification. of the following statue, regulation, or order:
(dentify the particular aspect thereof to which the tequest is made)
Noter If you require additional space you may attach separate pagss to the pefition form,

Whedher « ,nce_m-e.e_ voould b ing TtproaQL\ +»  Hhe llmdfuz._

~
OC c\qv\‘\*l?-‘frw pu.r.s‘u.an'l‘ “'o NQS 3, 3Y75™ b"\ 5&%%\4&‘ 3%

J
Pt ve S o 1A o muﬂ_ic_a_l Vkmmgmnm akrs.oe,nSo.r\g, G\w& cu\,HﬁUcdraf\

\Du's:r\n..SS

The substance and nature of this request is as follows:
(State clearly and concisely petitionet’s question.)
Note: If you require additional space you mgy attach separate pages to the petidon form.

{Please subynit any additional supporting doctimentation with the petitiorr form)

Wherefare, applicant/licensee requests that the Nevada State Board of Dental Fxarminers grant this
petition and issue an advisory opinion in this matter.

REVISED 1/2014



State of Nevada Gaming Control Board

Medical Marijuana Establishments



STATE OF NEVADA

GAMING CONTROL BOARD
1919 College Parkway, P.O. Box 8003, Carson City, Nevada 89702 )
555 E. Washington Avenue, Suite 2600, Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 :ﬁ BURNiEi)C”“'":b"'"
3650 5. Pointe Circle, Suite 203, P.O. Box 31109, Laughlin, Nevada 89028 > WN R, REID, Member
) . RRY JOHNSON, Member
557 W, Silver Street, Suite 207, Elko, Nevada 89801
BRM’;Sf\NDOVAL 9790 Gateway Drive, Suite 100, Reno, Nevada 89521
evemor 750 Pilot Road, Suite H, Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

NOTICE TO LICENSEES

Notice #2014-39

DATE: May 6, 2014

TO: All Gaming Licensees & Applicants

FROM: Terry Johnson, Esq., Board Member ﬂﬂwj/}@wf o~
SUBJECT: Medical Marijuana Establishments

The Gaming Control Board (Board) has received questions regarding whether a person who has
received a gaming approval or has applied for a gaming approval may invest in or otherwise
participate in medical marijuana establishments approved under Nevada laws and regulations.
While the Nevada Legislature has made certain medical marijuana establishments legal,
the Controlled Substances Act (CSA) makes it illegal under federal law to manufacture,
distribute, dispense or possess marijuana. See 21 U.S.C. § 801, et seq. The federal government
has also reiterated that the illegal distribution, possession, and sale of marijuana are serious
crimes that provide a significant source of revenue to criminal enterprises, and that there is an
expectation that states with some form of legalized marijuana will have strong regulatory
practices that are strictly enforced.

The Board is charged with considering and determining whether certain activities by persons or
entities involved in gaming implicate the character or integrity of the licensee or would pose a
threat to the effective regulation and control of gaming. Further, the Board must also determine
whether any such activity by a gaming licensee or applicant that violates federal law would
reflect or tend to reflect discredit upon the State of Nevada or its gaming industry,

Accordingly, unless the federal law is changed, the Board does not believe investment or any
other involvement in a medical marijuana facility or establishment by a person who has recejved
a gaming approval or has applied for a gaming approval is consistent with the effective
regulation of gaming. Further, the Board believes that any such investment or involvement by
gaming licensees or applicants would tend to reflect discredit upon gaming in the State of
Nevada.



Nevada Board of Dental Examiners
6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg A, Ste. 1 » Las Vegas, NV 89118
(702) 486-7044 o (800) DDS-EXAM e Fax (702) 486-7046

INFECTION CONTROL INSPECTION/SURVEY FORM

Licensee Name:

Owner Dentist:

Dental Office Name:

Address:

City: State:

Zip Code:

Nevada

INSPECTOR(S) / PURPOSE OF INSPECTI
Inspector(s):

Re-Inspection Inspector(s):

(1) (1)

(2) (2)

Re-Inspection

itial Ins ion: d tion:
Initi pection |:| Random Inspecti Dota:

IDENTIFIED DEFICIENCIES
(List Numbers from the following pages 2-4 where deficiency is noted)
# 1 - "Critical” deficiencies:

# 2 - "Remedial Action Required" deficiencies:

# 3 - "Action Required" deficiencies:

# 4 - "Action Recommended" deficiencies:
IDENTIFIED DEFICIENCIES FROM RE-INSPECTION

COMPLIANCE LEVEL CRITERIA — LEVEL # 1-4

# 1 - CRITICAL: MUST BE MET. COULD RESULT IN IMMEDIATE TERMINATION OF
PATIENT CARE AND EXTENDED OFFICE INABILITY TO TREAT PATIENTS.

# 2 - REMEDIAL ACTION REQUIRED: REQUIRES CORRECTIVE COMPLIANCE WITHIN 7
DAYS.

# 3 - ACTION REQUIRED: REQUIRES CORRECTIVE COMPLIANCE WITHIN 30 DAYS.

#4 - ACTION RECOMMENDED: NOT REQUIRED FOR COMPLIANCE AT THIS TIME —
COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AS CENTER FOR DISEASE
CONTROL (CDC) REQUIREMENTS MAY CHANGE.
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Date of Inspection:
Rev 06/2013

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND RECEIPT OF COPY BY ONERIAUTHORIZED AGENT

The owner of the dental practice hereby acknowledges that by executing this document
below and initialing each page’s lower right hand corner on the line “Licensee Initials,”
receipt of a copy of this inspection/survey form is acknowledged.

In the event the dental practice has satisfactorily completed the inspection, as noted in this
inspection/survey form, the owner/licensee will receive from the Board’s Executive Director
and/or representative, written notice of satisfactorily completing the inspection conducted.

If an owner/licensee has commenced the practice of dentistry prior to an Initial Inspection
(NAC 631.1785) at any given location that inspection shall be deemed to be a Random
Inspection pursuant to NAC 631.179.

If the inspection indicates “critical” deficiencies (items listed as “#1’s”) the owner/licensee
will receive written notice from the Board’s Executive Director and/or representative of the
“critical” deficiencies and that a re-inspection will be conducted within seventy-two (72)
hours of the written notice. However in the event the “critical” deficiencies noted, pose an
immediate threat to the public health, safety and/or welfare the President of the Board,
may without any further action of the Board, issue an Order of Summary Suspension
pursuant to NAC 631.179(4).

In the event the inspection indicates “remedial action required” deficiencies (items listed as
"#2's"), the owner/licensee will receive written notice from the Board’s Executive Director
and/or representative of the “remedial action required” deficiencies and that a re-
inspection will be conducted within seven (7) days of the written notice.

In the event the inspection indicates “action required” deficiencies (items listed with a
“#3"), the owner/licensee will receive written notice from the Board’s Executive Director
and/or representative of the “action required” deficiencies and that a re-inspection will be
conducted within thirty (30) days of the written notice.

Receipt of a copy of the foregoing is hereby acknowledged;
By
this day of ,20___ at : .m.

Print name;
Title and/or position/capacity:

Re-Inspection Receipt of copy of the foregoing is hereby acknowledged;
By
this day of ,20__ at : .m.

Print name:

Title and/or position/capacity:
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Has a written infection control program specific to site
Includes a written procedure for steralization montoring and a
written process for managing semi critical and critical items to
include semi critical & critical instruments, the instrument

to have communicable disease on arrival (TB, Influenza)

Re-Inspection Only - Mark Box With: Y = Corrected/Compliant N = Not Corrected/Not Compliant Page 2 of 4
Y Y
. ORD » f PN
N cl 2 = L L) 0 elge :
Review the written infection control plan at least annually to N
R [ 1 | ensure compliance with best practices. Review must be 3 Written policies and procedures regarding all occupational
documented exposures which include post exposure medical evaluation
Rl 2 Document training at date of hire and annually thereafter 3 plan (use CDC: needle stick/sharps injury/exposure
of Bloodborne Pathogen for this location. 25 | protocol) and 24/7 contact telephone number for qualified 3
3 Document training of health-care employees in selection and 3 designated health care provider.
use of PPE . -
. . — = Provide access to Sharps injury log.
Document corrective actions for all deviations from written i g 4
4 bolicy 3 Provide access to Exposure and Incident reporting forms.
— - - Maintain d entation of post follow-up for all
Maintain up-to-date confidential employee health records R |26 I s o.cur.n .IO P _exposlure s s 3 N
) : sharps injuries involving contaminated instruments
R | 6 [ and records must be kept since opening 3 R T o g 3 ; Jical :
. R | 27 | 'ncludes written policies and procedures for medical waste 3 N
Injury / Incident records 3 management
b R | 28 Maintain current name and telephone number of Licensed 3 N
Emergency telephone numbers posted 3 waste hauler used for regulated waste
Training records kept for 3+ years 3 R | 29 Includes written policies and procedures for aseptic 3 N
R |11 Maintain logs for equipment repair and maintenance logs 3 management during patient care
for all equipment (i.e. Steralization). R | 30 Includes written policies and procedures for surface 3 N
Maintain biological weekly monitoring & testing logs and be disinfection and environmental barrier protection
R [ 12 | kept for a minimum of 2yrs or since opening 1 31 Includes written policies and procedures for laboratory 3 N
date: procedures
Post exposure evaluation and follow-up records 3 32 Includes written policy and procedure for patients known 3

33

A Comprehensive medical history form is use to evaluate
patients and routinely reviewed and updated

Has employee training and monitoring program

Provide and document education and training that is
appropriate to the assigned duties of the specific DHCP and

8|35 includes hands-on training for all staff assigned to process . o

semi critical and critical instruments

37 | Monitors and documents compliance with use of PPE 3

38 Provides and documents training in hand hygiene, 2
including selection of antiseptic agents

39 | Provides annual infection control training 2

40 | Single use or sterilization for critical items 1

41 | Multi - dose vials used

45 a)- if yes, vials art.a only entered with new, sterile syringe 1 o
with a new, sterile needle

B 17 processing area, preparation and packaging of instruments, 3
sterilization, and storage of sterilized instruments and clean dental
items.
18 Includes a written process for managing failed chemical, 3
heat or biological monitoring
19 Includes written policies for use of personal protective 3
equipment (PPE)
Maintains documentation of vaccinations offered to HCW
R | 20 with infectious exposure risk (Hepatits B, Infuenza) or 5
declined by HWC documentaion indicating the acceptance
or decline by HWC infectious exposure rick.
R | 23 Includes written policies and procedures for handling and 3
management of sharps
24 | |ncludes a Sharps Injury log exist 3
00000 1% "™PETON Ingpector Initials Licensee Initials
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b) Cap of multi-dose vial cleaned with alcohol based

Appropriate PPE supplies accessible for licensees &
employees with exposure risks

Re-Inspection Only - Mark Box With: Y = Corrected/Compliant N = Not Corrected/Not Compliant Page 3 of 4

43 e fifore bl 4 2 - Dental unit water lines flushed between patients for a
“;'ie 5 OI':: emg_ e:ccde:sse R — Tl minimum of 20 seconds
enremy .1-.ut5e vials discarde ,W en expired or 66 | Dental unit water lines are treated to remove biofilm 4
44 | days after initial access (as applicable) - Must have date 2 s 5 - -
Maintain documentation of dental unit water line
when first accessed :
67 | testing to meet the potable water standard of EPA (< 4 b N
45 | d) is initial access dated on the multi-use vials 2 500 CFU/ml)
Fluid infusion and administration sets (IV bags, tubing Maintain documentaion of dental unit water lines not
46 and connectors) used? 68 | meeting the potable water standard of EPA aretreated | 4 | Y | N
: ; and retested
47 | a)if yes, used only on one patient 1
48 | b) Disposed of after single use? 1 Biofilm and organic matter are removed from critical
49 c) Single IV bag is not used to mix medications for more 1 69 | and semi-critical instruments using detergents or 2
than one patient enzymatic cleaners prior to sterilization |
50 d) Singlt_e dose mefiication/infusions are used for only 1 70 | sterilization equipment available and fully functional 1 //ﬁ
one patient and discarded after use 71 | Number of working autoclaves: 1
Personnel wear utility gloves when processing
51 | contaminated instruments - Not latex type for patient 2 72 | Number of working chemiclaves: 1
care
5 | Supplies for hand hygiene accessible to employees at 2 73 | Number of working dry heat sterilizers: 1
point of need 24 Number of working Flash steam sterilizers (Statim): 1
53 | Soap and water easily accessible 2 g
54 | Alcohol based rubs easily accessible-if used 2 75 | Number of working ultrasonic cleaners: 1
55 Team members display appropriate hand hygiene 1
techniques 76 | Endodontic files/instrumentation sterilized or disposed
Appropriate PPE supplies accessible for licensees & employees with exposure ri 77 | Is Biological testing of sterilizer completed weekly
Gloves (Latex and latex free or just latex free) 78 If independent biological testing service,
R | 56 | Sterile Surgical Gloves—-for surgical procedures 1k Name:
( Examples: ) 79 | If in-office biological testing, is control processed? 2
57 | Masks 1 — — ; - 7
= : T el 1 30 Sterilization cycles are verified with chemical/heat 2 /
>3 SE_‘fEty lasses Withiside shicld orifulliface shields indicator. Both interior and external indicators 7
60 | Disposable gowns/laundered GOWNS offered 4 Critical items (any instrument that penetrates soft
g1 | Health care workers display appropriate use of PPE 2 81 | tissue or bone) instruments are sterilized after each 1
barriers use
62 | Running water eye wash station accessible 3 Use a biological indicator for every sterilizer load that
¢3 | Appropriate barrier products available ( dental dams, 5 gy | contains a non-st'erile Implantablfa device. Verify results 1 e e
protective eyewear, other) before using the implantable device, whenever
Basic first aid products and equipment available possible. i
i i i i 83 | p ilization loading techni t overloadi 2 .
64 | (Recommended to include: nitrogylerin, Benadryl, epi- 4 roper sterilization loading technique, not overloading |
pen, oxygen, aspirin, albuterol, glucose, glucagon)
00000  1° "™SPECTON |nepector Initials Licensee Initials l REINSPECTION |nspector Initials ____ Licensee Initials



84

Heat Tolerant Handpieces are sterilized after each use
(including high & low speed handpieces, prophylaxis
angles, ultrasonic and sonic scaling tips, air abrasion
devices, air and water syringe tips, and motors-—-with
exception of electric type models)

Sterile packs are inspected for integrity, compromised

95

85
packs are reprocessed
Event-related monitoring is used to monitor package

86 | integrity and packages are appropriately stored with a
minimum of an initial date stamp

37 Single use instruments or devices are not processed
and re-used

38 Semi-critical items are sterilized after each use if not
heat sensitive
Heat sensitive semi-critical are at a minimum high level

89 | disinfected after each use or chemical sterilized after
each use

90 | Practice is using an FDA approved chemical sterilant
All applicable label instruction are followed on EPA-

91 | registered chemical sterilant (dilution, shelf life, storage,
safe use, disposal and material compatibility

92 | Practice is using an FDA approved high level disinfectant
Chemical used for high level disinfection are prepared

93 | according to manufacturer's instructions (dilution, shelf
life, storage, safe use, disposal and material compatibility)

94 Chemical used for high level disinfection are dated with

expiration dates and discarded before expiration dates
Aseptic Techniques:

Splash shields and equipment guards used on dental
laboratory lathes

Fresh pumice and a sterilized, or new rag wheel used

Re-Inspection Only - Mark Box With: Y = Corrected/Compliant N = Not Corrected/Not Compliant

9 - cl = L U D

Semi-critical environmental surfaces (frequently touched
surface that could potentially allow secondary transmission to

e HCW or patients) are decontaminated between patients using
a high level surface disinfectant

101 Noncritical environmental surfaces are decontaminated
between patients
Objects and environmental surfaces are disinfected with an

102 | EPA registered tuberculocidal disinfectant at beginning of
day

103 Objects and environmental surfaces are disinfected with an
EPA registered tuberculocidal disinfectant between patients
Objects and environmental surfaces are disinfected with an

104 | EPA registered tuberculocidal disinfectant at the end of the
day

105 EPA registered tuberculocidal disinfectants are used at the
dilution specified by the manufacturer

106 All clinical contact surfaces are protected with barriers
(especially areas that are difficult to clean)

107 | Clinical contact barriers are changed between patients

108 Decontamination and clean areas separated in the

instrument processing area

109

Biohazardous waste is disposed of properly

%6 | for each patient

97 Are devices used to polish, trim or adjust contaminated
intraoral devices being disinfected or sterilized
Intraoral items such as impressions, bite registrations,

98 | prostheses and orthodontic appliances are cleaned and
disinfected
Includes written policies and procedures to prevent cross

99 | comtamination when taking and processing dental
radiographs

00000 e AR Inspector Initials Licensee Initials

110 | Approved sharps containers utilized and accessible

111 Sharps container taken out of service and processed
appropriately

112 | Safe recapping techniques/devices used

113 | Sharps (needles, blades...) are single use

114 Employees use engineering controls (e.g., forceps) to retrieve
contaminated sharps from trays or containers

RE-INSPECTION

Inspector Initials Licensee Initials
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/ . . .
Healthcare Personnel Vaccination Recommendations’

Vaccine Recommendations in brief

Hepatitis B Give 3-dose series (dose #1 now, #2 in 1 month, #3 approximately 5 months after #2). Give IM. Obtain anti-
HBs serclogic testing 1-2 months after dose #3.

Influenza Give 1 dose of influenza vaccine annually. Give inactivated injectable vaccine intramuscularly or live attenu-
ated influenza vaccine (LAIV) intranasally.

MMR For healthcare personnel (HCP) born in 1957 or later without serologic evidence of immunity or prior
vaccination, give 2 doses of MMR, 4 weeks apart. For HCP born prior to 1957, see below. Give SC.

Varicella For HCP who have no serologic proof of immunity, prior vaccination, or history of varicella disease, give 2

(chickenpox} doses of varicella vaccine, 4 weeks apart. Give SC.

Tetanus, diphtheria, | Give a dose of Tdap as soon as feasible to all HCP who have not received Tdap previously and to pregnant

pertussis HCP with each pregnancy (see below). Give Td boosters every 10 years thereafter. Give IM.

Meningococcal Give 1 dose to microbiologists who are routinely exposed to isolates of N. meningitidis and boost every 5 years
if risk continues. Give MCV4 IM; if necessary to use MPSV4, give SC,

Hepatitis A, typhoid, and polio vaccines are not routinely recommended for HCP who may have on-the-job exposure to fecal material.

Hepatitis B

Healthcare personnel (HCP) who perform tasks that may involve exposure to
blood or body fluids should receive a 3-dose series of hepatitis B vaccine at
0-, 1-, and 6-month intervals. Test for hepatitis B surface antibody (anti-HBs)
to document immunity 1-2 months after dose #3.

« If anti-HBs is at least 10 mIU/mL (positive), the patient is immune. No _

after the first birthday and separated by 28 days or more, and at least I dose
of live rubella vaccine). HCP with 2 documented doses of MMR are not
recommended to be serologically tested for immunity; but if they are tested
and resuits are negative or equivocal for measles, mumps, and/or rubella,
these HCP should be considered to have presumptive evidence of immunity

further serologic testing or vaccination is recommended.

* If anti-HBs is less than 10 mIU/mL (negative), the patient is unpro-
tected from hepatitis B virus (HBV) infection; revaccinate with a
3-dose series. Retest anti-HBs 1-2 months after dose #3.

— If anti-HBs is positive, the patient is immune. No further testing or vac-
cination is recommended.

! —If anti-HBs is negative after 6 doses of vaccine, patient is a non-responder.

. For non-responders: HCP who are non-responders should be considered

susceptible to HBV and should be counseled regarding precantions to pre-
vent HBV infection and the need to obtain HBIG prophylaxis for any known
or probable parenteral exposure to hepatitis B surface antigen (HBsAg)-
positive blood or blood with unknown HBsAg status.! It is also possible
that non-responders are people who are HBsAg positive. Testing should
be considered. HCP found to be HBsAg positive should be counseled and
medically evaluated.

Note: Anti-HBs testing is not recommended routinely for all previously vacci-
nated HCP who were not tested 1-2 months after their original vaccine series.
However, pre-exposure testing may be preferred for trainees, certain occupa-
tions, and HCP working in certain populations. For details see reference 2.

influenza

AILHCP, including physicians, nurses, paramedics, emergency medical tech-
nicians, employees of nursing homes and chronic care facilities, students in
these professions, and volunteers, should receive annual vaccination against
influenza. Live attenuated influenza vaccine (LATV) may be given only to
non-pregnant healthy HCP age 49 years and younger. Inactivated injectable
influenza vaccine (IIV) is preferred over LAIV for HCP who are in close
contact with severely immunosuppressed people (e.g., stem cell transplant
patients) when patients require protective isolation.

Measles, Mumps, Rubella (MMR}

HCP who work in medical facilities should be immune to measles, mumps,

and rubella.

* HCP born in 1957 or later can be considered immune to measles, mumps,
or rubella only if they have documentation of (a) laboratory confirmation of
disease or immunity or (b) appropriate vaccination against measles, mumps,
and rubella (i.e., 2 doses of live measles and murnps vaccines given on or

IMMUNIZATION ACTION COALITION SaintPaul, Minnesota

to measles, mumps, and/or rubella and are not in need of additional MMR
doses.

* Although birth before 1957 generally is considered acceptable evidence of
measles, mumps, and rubella immunity, healthcare facilities should con-
sider recommending 2 doses of MMR vaccine routinely to unvaccinated
HCP bomm before 1957 who do not have laboratory evidence of disease or
immunity to measles and/or mumps, and should consider 1 dose of MMR
for HCP with no Iaboratory evidence of disease or immunity to rubella,
For these same HCP who do not have evidence of immunity, healthcare
facilities should recommend 2 doses of MMR vaccine during an outbreak
of measles or mumps and 1 dose during an outbreak of rubella.

Varicella

It is recommended that all HCP be immune to varicella. Evidence of immunity
in HCP includes documentation of 2 doses of varicella vaccine given at least 28
days apart, history of varicella or herpes zoster based on physician diagnosis,
laboratory evidence of immunity, or laboratory confirmation of disease.

Tetanus/Diphtheria/Pertussis (Td/Tdap}

All HCPs who have not or are unsure if they have previously received a dose
of Tdap should receive a dose of Tdap as soon as feasible, without regard to
the interval since the previous dose of Td. Pregnant HCP need to get repeat
doses during each pregnancy. All HCPs should then receive Td boosters
every 10 years thereafter.

Meningocecccal
Vaccination with MCV4 is recommended for microbiologists who are rou-
tinely exposed to isolates of N. meningitidis.

References
1. CDC. Immunization of Health-Care Personnel: Recommendations of the Advisory Com-
mittee on Immunization Practices (ACIP). MMWR, 2011; 60(RR-7).

2, CDC. CDC Guidance for Evaluating Health-Care Personnel for Hepatitis B Virus Protec-
tion and for Administering Postexposure Management, MMWR, 2013; 62(10):1-19.
For additional specific ACIP recommendations, refer to the official ACIP statements
published in MMWR. To obtain copies, visit CDC’s website at www.cde_gov/vaccines/
pubs/ACIP-list.htm; or visit the Immunization Action Coalition (IAC) website at www.

immunize.org/acip,

Technical content reviewed by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

* 651-647-9009 - www.immunize.org = www.vaccineinformation.org
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P. 3

CONSCIOUS SEDATION
INSPECTION AND EVALUATION
] ON-SITE/ADMINISTRATOR [ ] SITE ONLY

Naine of Practitioner: Proposed Dates:
» e Seyr= 5 2a/ly
Location fo be Inspected: Telephone Number:
Date of Evaluation: Time of Evaluation:
S 57 Loy : ¢ A
Evaluators
1. )
2, —
3.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING CONSCIOUS SEDATION ON-SITE
INSPECTION AND EVALUATION FORM:

1. Prior to evaluation, review criteria and guidelines for Conscious Sedation (CS) On-Site/ Administrator and Site

Only Inspection and Evaluation in the Examiner Manual,

2. Bach evaluator should complete 2 CS On-Site/Administrator or Site Only Inspection and Evaluation form
independently by checking the appropriate answer box to the corresponding question or by filling in a blank

space.

3. Answer each question. (For Site Only Inspections complete sections A,B,and C)

4. After answering all questions, each evaluator should make a separate overall “pass” or “fail” recommendation to

the Board. “Fail” recommendations must be dacumented with a namative explanation.

5. Signthe evaluation report and retumn to the Board office within ten (10) days after GV‘%E mEMED

SEF 7 2014

NSBDE
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A. OFFICE FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT

1, Operating Theater
a. Is operating theater large enough to adeguately accommodate the patient
on a table or it an operating chair?
b. Does the operating theater permit an operating team consisting of at least
three individuals to freely move about the patient?
2. Operating Chair or Table
a. Does operating chair or table permit the patient to be positioned so the
operating team can maintain the alrway?
b. Does operatirig chair or table permit the team to quickly alter the patient’s
position in an emergency?
¢. Does operating chair or table provide a firm piatform for fae management
of cardiopulmonary resuscitation?
3. Lighting System
a. Does lighting system permit evaluation of {e patient’s skin and oxcosal
color?
b. Is there a battery powered backup lghting system?

NO

c. Isbackup lighting system of sufficient intensity to permit completion of any
operation vnderway at the time of general power failure?

4. Suction Equipment

2. Does suction equipment permit aspiration of the oral and pharyngeal

Cavities?
b. Is there a backup suction device available which can operate at the time of
General power failire?

S. Oxygen Delivery System
a. Does oxygen delivery system have adequate full face masks and appropriate
contectors and s capable of delivering oxygen ta the patient under positive
pressure?
b. Is there an adequate backup oxygen delivery system which can operate at the
Time of general power failure? .
6. Recovery Area (Recovery area can be operating theater)
a. Does recovery area have available oxygen?

b. Does recovery area have available adequate suction?

¢. Does recovery area have adequate lighting?

d. Does recovery area have available adequate electrical outlets?

=== || P % | %€ ?\\’égﬁ | <] (7S
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7. Ancillary Equipment in Good Operating Condition?

YES | NO

&,

Aré there oral airways?

b.

Is thete a tonsilar or pharyngeal type suction tip adaptable to all office
ouflets?

ci

Isthere g sphygmomanometer and stethoscope?

Is there adequate equipment for the establishment of an intravenons
infusion?

<.

Is there a pulse oximeter?

B. RECORDS - Are the following records maintained?

natadalia

1. Anadequate medical history of the patient? K
2. An adequate physical evaluation of the patient? VL
3. Sedation records show blood pressure reading? VA
4. Sedation records show pulse reading? \L
5. Sedation records listing the drugs administered, amounts administered, and '

time administered? =
6. Sedation records reflecting the length of the procedure? h\
7. Sedation records reflecting any complications of the procedure, if eny? \\L
8. Written informed consent of the patient, or if the patient is a minor, his or K

her parent or guardian’s consent for sedation?

C. DRUGS
_ DRUG NAME EXPIRES | YES |[NO

1. Vasopressor drug available? Lt | jess /it K
2, Corticosteroid drug available? $ola Con 37/ « &
3. Bronchodilator diug available? ol bukes | R \[;
4, ﬁ)a%racgg‘?te drug antagonists Nﬁ&‘ q(M [.l‘) /[ ( RE CE EVE _E
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DRUG NAME EXPIRES |YES [NO
5. Antihistaminic drug available? D jphtn hydpms > / g y
6. Anticholinergic drug available? ATopi. Ny s ”
7. S;;?;;g? artery vasodjla.tor drug T2 3 " 2 / /s ¥
8. .znm:onwlsaz ldl;ug available? o -14—26/15""" 5. /l s J‘(
9. Oxygen available; /al:? e JZ
; .

D. DEMONSTRATION OF CONSCICUS SEDATION

1. Who administered conscione ~=3--+ -

Dentist’s Name:

2.

Was sedation case demonstrated within the definition of conscious
sedation?

3.

While sedated; was patient continuously monitored during the procedure
with a pulse oximeter?

L3

If not, what type of monitoring was utilized?

Was the patient monitored while recovering from sedation?

Monitored by whom: . _

Is this person a licensed health professional experienced in the care and
resuseitation of patients recovering from conscions sedation?

Were personnel compstent?

Are all personnel involved with the care of patients certified in basic
cardiac life support?

o T (R

Was dentist able to perform the procedure without any action or omission
that could have resnlted in a life threatening situation to the patient?

‘What was the length of the case demonstrated? L. / g 4%_,
e
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* E. SIMULATED EMERGENCIES — Was dentist and staff able to demonstrate knowledge
and ability in recognition and treatment of: :

YES [NO

1. Airway obstruction laryngospasm? x

2. Bronchospasm? {

¥ 3. Emesis and aspiration of foreign material under anesthesia? X

4. Angina pectorig?

3. Myocardial infarction?

% 6. Hypotension?

W 7. Hypertension?

8. Cardiac arrest?

9. Allergic reaction?

10, Convulsions?

11. Hypoglycemia?

12. Asthma?

13. Respiratory depression?

14, Allergy to or overdose from, local anesthesja?

15. Hyperventilation syndrome?

16. Syncope?

W R e [T RS e
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Evaluator Overall Recommendation
[] Pass %Fail

Comments: E R_ (UA_) A—nZ)L 7b A_em?njj‘mq;t(_ ,4. C.S &/J"V"’uﬂ
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% Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
4 6010 S, Rainbow Bivd,, Bidg. A, Ste. 1
7 las Vegas, NV 89118
{702) 486-7044 ~ (800) DDS-EXAM - Fax (702) 486-7046

CONSCIOUS SEDATION
» INSPECTION AND EVALUATION
Fé ON-SITE/ADMINISTRATOR [[1SITE ONLY
Name of Practjipner: =~ . Propoaedffgs;//
Location to be Inspected:  _, . . Telepherle Nufrber:
Dafe of Eva'lua jon: - Time of ]?valuaﬁon:_
Th %o
? = ¢
__Evaluators
-1 Db,
2. D&
3.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING CONSCIOUS SEDATION ON-SITE
INSPECTION AND EVALUATION FORM:

1. Prior to evaluation, review criteria and guidelines for Conscious Sedation (CS) On-Site/Administrator and Site
Only Inspection and Evaluation in the Exarniner Manual.

2. Each evaluator should complete a CS On-Site/Administrator or Site Only Inspection and Evaluation form
independently by checking the appropriate answer box to the corresponding question or by filling in a blank
space,

3. Answer each question. (For Site Only Inspections and Evaluations, complete sections A,B,and D)

4. After answering all questions, each evaluator should make & separate overall “pass” or “fail” recommendation to
the Board. “Fail” recomumendations must be documented with a narrative explanation.

Sign the evaluation report and return to the Board office within ten (10) days after evaluation has be eted,
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A. OFFICE FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT

e
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1. Operating Theater YES NO
a. Is operating theater large enough to adequately accommodate the patient X
on 2 table or in an operating chair? A
b. Does the operating theater permit an operating team consisting of at least
three individuals to freely move about the patient? )(
2. Operating Chair or Table A

a. Does aperating chair or table pemﬁt the patient to be positioned so the
operating team can maintain the airway? :

b. Does operating chair or table permit the team to quickly alter the patient’s
position in an emergency?

c. Does operating chair or table provide a firm platform for the management
of cardiopulmonary resuscitation?

3. Lightins System

a. Does lighting system permit evaluation of the patient’s skin and mucosal
color?

b. Isthere a battery powered backup lighting system?

¢. Isbackup lighting system of sufficient intensity to permit completion of any

operationt underway at the time of general power failire?
| 4. Suction Equipment )

a. Does suction equipment permit aspiration of the oral and pharyngeal
o Cavities?

b. Is there a backup suction device available which can operate at the time of
General power failure?

5. Oxygen Delivery System

a. Does oxygen delivery system have adequate full face masks and appropriate
connectors and is capable of delivering oxygen to the patient under positive
pressure?

b. Is there an adequate backup oxygen delivery system which can operate at the
Time of general power failure?

6. Recovery Area (Recovery area can be operafing theater)

2. Does recovery area have available oxygen?

b. Does recovery area have available adequate suction?

c. Does recovery area have adequate lighting?

d. Does recovery area have available adequate electrical outlets?
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. 1. Ancillary Equipment in Good Operating Condition? YES NO
2. Are there oral airways? /><T
b. Is there a tonsilar or pharyngeal type snction tip adaptable to all office '

outlets? >(
¢ Is there 2 sphygmomanometer and stefhoscope? /X
d. Isthere adequate equipment for the establishment of an intravenous \ve
infusion?
. Isthere a pulse oximeter? )/
/ L
B. RECORDS — Are the following records maintained?
1. An adequate medical history of the patient? %
2. An adequate physical evaluation of the patient? X
3. Sedation records show blood pressure i‘eadjng‘? / >‘( .
4, Sedation records show pulse reading? { %
3. Sedation records listing the drugs administered, amonnts administered, and VA
titne administered? -
6. Sedation records reflecting the length of the procedure? X
7. Sedation records reflecting any complications of the procedure, if any? }g
8. Wiitten informed consent of the patient, or if the patient is a minor, his or </
her parent or-guardian’s consent for sedation?
/
C. DRUGS
DRUG NAME EXPIRES | YES NO
1. Vasopressor drug available? . /
eyt Llow S | X
2. Corticosteroid drug available? 1 /
ddoger | i X
3. Bronchodilator dnig available? m b X

i | bolgac 2 /IS
4. Appropriate drug antagonists N X

available? (') LoXOhe 6/l5




Sep. [ 2014 §:19AM No. 7677 P 13
t— P JB{UGNITI\IE EXPIRES |YES [NO
. staminic dmg available? .
phev Wleamse | )17 Y
6. Anticholinergic drug available? m ’ -[72’,;2(\ K
£
7. Coronary artery vasodilator drug "& X

NH ook ?/ 5

available?

Anticonvulsant drug available?

Diveersn = 12JIC

=]

Oxygen available?

6/

==~

D. DEMONSTRATION OF CONSCIOUS SEDATION

[ 1.

Who administered consciong emdation?
Dentist’s Name:

2.

Was sedation case demonstrated within the definition of consoiats

sedation?

3.

While sedated, was patient continuously monitored during the procedure
with a pulse oximeter?

If not, what type of monitoring was utilized?

Was the pafient monitored whila ven~v~—= = Sy sedation?

Monitored by whorn:

Is this person a licensed health professional experienced in the care and
resuscitation of patients recovering from conscious sedation?

Were personnel competent?

Are all personne] involved with the care of patients certified in basic
cardiac life support?

Was dentist able to perform the procedure without any action or ormission
that could have resulted in a life threatening situation to the patient?

What was the length of the case demonstrated?
B L/ g Mm fﬂpl,bj
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.- SIMULATED EMERGENCIES — Was dentist

S

and ability in recognition and treatment of:

No. 7677  P. 12

and staff able to demonstrate knowledge

YES [ NO
1. Airway obstruction laryngospasm? \(
2. Bronchospasm? \A
3. Emesis and aspiration of foreign material under anesthesia? \<
A S
4. Angina pectoris? X//
5. Myocardial infarction? ' X
6. Hypotension? ~ K —
7. Hypertension? >(
8. Cardiac arrest?
9. Allergic reaction? )?(
" 10. Convulsions? / .!%
) 11. Hypoglycemia? X
12, Asthma? \ /
13. Respiratory depression? ?{
14. Allergy to or overdose from local anesthesia? X
15. Hyperventilation syndrome? / /(\
16. Syncope? ’%
7
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- ' Evaluator Overall Recommendation
N Pass ) ail
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. Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
44 6010 S. Rainbow Bivd., Bidg. A, Ste. 1
“Reutisly | Las Vegas, NV 89118
/' (702) 486-7044 « (800) DDS-EXAM « Fax (702) 486-7046

VYOLUNTARY SURRENDER OF LICENSE

STATEOF  Nevada

countYy oF  Clarl

I, _ D (R ()‘ \/o , hereby surrender my Nevada
Dental /Dental Hygiene (circle one) license number 281 on__ A day of
Tusg t , 201

By signing this document, 1 understand, pursuant to Nevada Administrative Code (NAC)
631.160, the surrender of this license is absolute and irrevocable. Additionally, 1
understand that the voluntary surrender of this license does not preclude the Board from

hearing a complaint for disciplinary action filed against this licensee.

1 Z_
Licensee Signature
\ ALICIA LEIVA
Sl oy ) megrsr™

Notary Signature

Date \QX 2‘}“@“{ J

Licensee Current Mailing Address:

Home Phone

RECEIVED

SEP -8 204

02/2013

NSBDE



N Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
1 W= 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg. A, Ste. 1

477 Las Vegas, NV 89118

(702) 486-7044 + (800) DDS-EXAM » Fax (702) 486-7046

VOLUNTARY SURRENDER OF LICENSE

STATE OF M_‘QY(“E“
COUNTY OF (L “H}l{

I, JEAN CARLSTINE THOMASOA , hereby surrender my Nevada
Dental /Dental Hygiene (circle one) license number \35 93 on 2_4 — dayof

20 \4

By signing this document, I understand, pursuant to Nevada Administrative Code (NAC)

631.160, the surrender of this license is absolute and irrevocable. Additionally, I
understand that the voluntary surrender of this license does not preclude the Board from

hearing a complaint for disciplinary action filed against this licensee.

| @wd%f@%d

icensee Signature

Sy 24““—i7m{r T

NOTARY PUBLIC:%‘,” :

BiATE OF NEVADA"
g X ,;\' sl County of Clark

Notary SignatureU Q 0 8 N GAROLYN YOUNG
"e]-% y Appeintment Expires June 21 ‘2018

AN I RO AR AT

P
i3

’cr »

Licensee Current Mailing Address:

Home Phone _ Cell Phone;

02/2013




& Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
7 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg. A, Ste. 1

57 Las Vegas, NV 89118
: (702) 486-7044 » (800) DDS-EXAM * Fax (702) 486-7046

VOLUNTARY SURRENDER OF LICENSE

STATE OF Olﬂ [ ¢
county oF Pictler

I, m "CJ’I@I [(’J P (’;H (A , hereby surrender my Nevada

Dental (circic on{e) license number | Of 62_"! on ZO] th day of
s t{/ .20 /4.

By signing this document, I understand, pursuant to Nevada Administrative Code (NAC)

631.160, the surrender of this license is absolute and irrevocable. Additionally,
understand that the voluntary surrender of this license does not preclude the Board from

hearing a complaint for disciplinary action filed against this licensee.

PV uckulls 72

Licensee Signature I/

7-29-14

Date

IC STATE OF OH
Recorded in Butler County 0
My commission expires Mar. 12, 2018

Licensee Current Mailing Address:

Home Phone _ Cell Phone:




Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg. A, Ste. 1
Las Vegas, NV 89118
(702) 486-7044 - (800) DDS-EXAM « Fax (702) 486-7046

APPLICATION TO REACTIVATE AN INACTIVE / RETIRED LICENSE

Name Q]"HM ) M. \J;’f»‘/?'\)f 3 } M} Current Phone __

Complete Mailing Address
I QLOHMA M c\wmi , DMD , Wish to reactivate my inactivg Dental¥ Dental Hygiene (circle one) license number

J j -fé?/,'ﬁhich was placed on inactivtatus on | . Egg ﬁt; . I certify (choose one below):

I have maintained an active license and practice (active license and working) outside the state of Nevada during the period
my Nevada license has been inactive;
Requirements for reactivation are:
1. Payment of the reactivation fee of $300.00 in addition to the current active license fees. You will need to contact the Board office for
confirmation of the correct fees to pay;
2. Provide a list of employment during the time the Nevada license was inactive;
3. Submit proof of current CPR certification (online certification is NOT acceptable);
4. Submit proof of completion of continuing education credits as follows {conrses must be compleled within the previous 12 moriths):
a. For Dentists reactivating, 20 credit hours are required {of those 20, a2 minimum of 14 MUST be live-instruction and a minimum of
2 must be in infection control);
b. For Hygienists reactivating, 15 credit hours are required (of those 15, a minimum of 10.5 MUST be live-instruction and a minimum
of 2 must be in infection control);
5. Provide a current self query report from the National Practitioners Data Bank;
6. Provide certification from each jurisdiction in which you currently hold a license (expired, inactive, retired, ete.) to practice dentistry or
dental hygiene, that the license is in good standing and that no proceedings which may affect that standing are pending;
7. Provide letters of recommendation from two (2) licensed dentists;

Y Ihave not maintained an active license and practice (no active license and not working) for one or more yvears outside the
state of Nevada during the period my Nevada license has been inactive or refired;
Requirements for reactivation are:

For licenses on inactive/retired status for less than 2 years:
a. Complete items (1) through (3) above.

2. For licenses on inactive/retired status for 2 years or more:
a. Complete items (1) through (35) above;
b. Pass such additional examinations for licensure as the Board may prescribe.

T certify that during the period of | Julr ad¥) through 18 3efT Zd'{' (the period my license was inactive/retired), I had
i filing(s) or service or claim(s) or complaint(s) of malpractice or disciplinary action(s) in any jurisdiction outside the State
of Nevada. FULL DISCLOSURE OF EACH SUCH CASE MUST BE ENCLOSED WITH THIS REACTIVATION
APPLICATION,

I authorize and empower the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners or its agent to contact any person, firm, service,
agency, or the like to obtain information deemed necessary or™desirable by the Board te verify any information contained in
my application to reactivate my inactive/retired license based upoh, this affidavit. 1 acknowledge I have a continuing
responsibility to update all information contaiged in this application\until such time as the Board takes action on this
application. Failure of an applicant t updat J e-igformation prior t& final action of the Board is grounds for subsequent

disciplinary action. \ i A
SIGNATURE OF LICENSEE !I!,,»!, D q (G_ v
STHTE o N VA AW ATE

o SDEMBEL. ___ 20 ]

L/
YN SUBSCRIBED TO AND SWORN BE hls iLI .
ECEIVED

of CLME
SIR WILLIAM CAMAT
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR SAID COUNTY AN'gﬁIAiT% 2014
Rev 10/2013

NSBDE

APPT. No. 14-12445-1
MY APPT, EXPIRES JULY 12, 2017






