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Dear Ms. Shaffer-Kugel:

The Nevada State Board of Medical Examiners (Board) is in receipt of your ietter dated 22
§5§%§!WB%?Ziﬁi"fsﬁ’?"referencing the administration of “Betox, restylane, dermal fillers and other
B8Rt FoT HRESENARY dnd cosmetic purposes” and requesting “any information to include, but
limited to, any statutes and/or regulations referenced in Chapter 630 of the NRS and NAC that
may prohibit a dentist other than an Oral & Maxillofacial from administering such agents for

treatment or cosmetics purposes.”

Currently, the Board- has nothing within its statutes and regulations that would prove
problematic to your efforts in providing an Advisory Opinion.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any further questions.
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Nevada Board of Dental Examiners )
6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg. A, Ste. 1 e Las Vegas, NV 89118
(702) 486-7044 » (800) DDS-EXAM e Fax (702) 486-7046

mpplcant/icensee: _Nicole, Ylackie DDS M§ FACP  bate £-/p-/5
address: 6460 Medscal Cenler Shreet Sute No: _ 300
ay: _ | as Vegads ' sate: _ NV Zp Code: P9 /Y8 ‘

Telephone:
cell

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:
(Identify the particular aspect thereof to which the request is made.)
+ Note: If you require additional space you may attach separate pages to the petition form.

Pledse. See atrached

The substance and nature of this request is as follows:
(State clearly and concisely petitioner’s question.)
Note: If you require additional space you may attach separate pages to the petition form.

Please see attuched

(Please submit any additional supporting documentation with the petition form)
Wherefore, applicant/licensee requests that the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners grant this ‘@ece.
petition and issue an advisory opinion in this matter. 406‘; "”e@y
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August 10, 2015
Dear Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners:

My name is Dr. Nicole Mackie and | am happy to be a new member of the Nevada dental community. |

understand as a Dental Board, and a governing body to the state, the goal is to protect the dental health
interest of Nevadans by developing and maintaining programs to ensure only qualified professionals are
licensed to practice and the violations are sanctioned appropriately. This is also important to me as | am
continually learning and educating myself to be at the highest skill level for practioners in the field. As a

- board certified prosthodontist and diplomate in the American College of Prosthodontics, evidence based

health care with safe practices and predictable, healthy, long term outcomes, is my mission.

lam respectfully requesting that the Board allow a specialty licensed board-certified Prosthodontist to
utilize injectables (BoNTA Botulinum Toxin Type A (Neurotoxin) (examples: Botox, Dysport) including
dermal fillers {(Hyaluronic acid, Calcium Hydroxylapatite, Poly-L lactic acid, 80% Purified Bovine Collagen
and 20% Polymethyl-methacrylate (PMMA) Microspeheres, with 0.3% lidocaine ( examples: Juvederm,
Voluma, Restylane)) in clinical practice. '

This request seeks clarification of the following Statutes:

NRS 631.215 Persons deemed to be practicing dentistry; regulations regarding clinical practice of
dentistry; and o

NRS 631.255 Issuance of specialist’s license to person without required clinical examination

Upon showing to the satisfaction of the Board a minimum continuing education requirement or a case
presentation of photos if taught in specialty residency, a specialty licensed board-certified -
prosthodontist should be eligible to utilize neurotoxins including dermal fillers in prosthetic practice.
Utilizing injectables is within the scope of practice in prosthodontics as we utilize prosthetics, artificial,
biologic, and non-biologic, on a daily basis, and injectables are a form of prosthesis. | have taken
numerous continuing education classes in injectables, as well as started my learning process of them in
post-graduate residency where in the curriculum scientific articles of notable journals, scholarly peer
reviewed evidence based articles were reviewed. Continuing my study of injectables, | attend
professional organizations, formal meetings, and assess sources where these prosthetic adjuncts are
reviewed. | am also licensed in another state where | have been actively injecting, with appropriate
professional liability coverage, for 3 years.

According to both the Journal of Prosthetic Dentistry and the Academy of Prosthodontics:
Prosthodontics (1947) defined also the ACP Prosthopedia: prosthodontics is the dental specialty
pertaining to the diagnosis, treatment planning, rehabilitation and maintenance of the orat function,
comfort, appearance and health of patients with clinical conditions associated with missing or deficient
teeth and/or maxillofacial tissues using biocompatible substitutes. Prosthetics, also according to the
same references, are the art and science of supplying artificial replacements for missing parts of the
human body.

Implant, reconstructive and aesthetic dentistry are the prosthodontist’s primary focus as well IaReC‘ejp
maxillofacial prosthetics. Injectables are prosthetics.
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Injectables, such as neurotoxin and dermal fillers are biocompatible substitutes. The FDA has approved
certain dermal filler products and neurotoxin by U.S. Manufacturers for use in clinical.practice.

4

From a general dental and prosthodontic perspective, injectables can directly or indirectly help address
conditions and symptoms such as:
* Bruxism/Teeth Grinding, Pathologic Clenching ’
o Cleft Lip/Palate, Congenital Defects- (for enhancement/aid in treatment)
* Gingival deficiency- “black triangles”
* “Gummy smile”
Oromandibular dystonia
Masseteric hypertrophy .
Jaw Pain
Loss of lip support
Misshapen Tooth/Teeth, Missing Tooth/Teeth
Oral Cancer
Osteonecrosis of the Jaw
Parafunction
TMJ/TMD
e Vertical dimension deficiency

_This list of conditions may be part of complex dental/oral maxillofacial treatments, such as full denture

cases, full mouth reconstruction, dental implant reconstruction, that need or could directly benefit from

" -neurotoxins or dermal fillers. As such, neurotoxin or dermal fillers would be an.essential part of the

prosthodontist’s armamentarium. For successful treatment outcomes and to treat certain diagnoses,
neurotoxins and dermal fillers are necessary and squarely within the scope of prosthodontics.

Prosthodontic/Prosthetic patients are referred and treated due to complex oro-facial conditions. To
reestablish facial landmarks, contours and dimension, a variety of prosthetics and adjuncts are utilized.
For example, adjuncts can be acrylic, different metals, ceramics, and implanted materials such as
titanium implants, bone grafting substitutes, and collagen membranes. Dermal fillers are another
category of prosthetics necessary or desirable in treatment. Achieving ideal results of form and function
require:these adjuncts. :

To prevent certain parafunction or aid in treatment of a disorder neurotoxins are needed. The
mechanism of action inhibits exocytosis of acetylcholine on cholinergic nerve endings of motor nerves as

" it prevents the vesicle where acetylcholine is stored from binding to the membrane where the

neurotransmitter can be released.
Both are also utilized to complete necessary treatments. For example:

-Patient is edentulous and is rehabilitated with implant supported bridges. Patient has lost facial
support due to tooth loss and needs to regain facial contour for function and cosmesis.

-Patient clenches/bruxes and tooth wear is constant. Consistent breakage of restorations and
thus parafunction develops.

Please consider this request for Advisory opinion regarding clarification concerning the use of injectable
(neurotoxins and dermal fillers) by specialty licensed board-certified Prosthodontists with training
satisfactory to the Board. '
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Sincerely,

Nicole Mackie, DDS, MS, FACP (55-43C)

o

Received
AUG 12 2815
NSBDE
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NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS
1105 Terminal Way, Suite 301, Reno, NV 89502

N

Video Conferencing for this meeting is available at the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners located at

6010 S Rainbow Blvd, Suite A-1, Las Vegas, Nevada 89118

DRAFT Minutes

Friday September 18, 2015
9:02 am.

Public Workshops and Board Meeting

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 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 to approve, deny, amend, or table.

1. Call to Order, roll call, and establish quorum

Dr. Pinther called the meeting to order and Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel conducted the following roll call:

Dr. ] Gordon Kinard ----------- PRESENT Dr. Jason Champagne---------- PRESENT
Dr. ] Stephen Sill---------------- PRESENT Mrs. Leslea Villigan ----------- PRESENT
Dr. Timothy Pinther ----------- PRESENT Mrs. Theresa Guillen --------- PRESENT

Dr. Jade Miller------------------- PRESENT Ms. Caryn Solie ---------------- PRESENT

Dr. Gregory Pisani-------------- EXCUSED Mrs. Lisa Wark ---------------- PRESENT

Dr. Byron Blasco----------------- PRESENT

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

Public Attendees: Stacie Hummel, Board Accountant; Stephanie Redwine, Future Smiles; Jennifer Henderson,
Future Smiles; Terri Chandler, Future Smiles; Annette Lincicome, NDHA; Robert Talley, DDS, NDA; Johanna
Montes; Laurie Skultety, RDH; Sara Mercier, RDH; Lydia Wyatt, DDS, SNDS; JB White, DDS, SNDS; Debbie
Bethers; Mary Bobbett, RDH; Valessa O'Brien, RDH, SNDHA; Boone Cragun, for Travis Sorensen; Amanda Cragun,
for Travis Sorensen; Bart Stears, for Travis Sorensen; James Fausett, for Travis Sorensen; Paul Schwarz, Desert
Dental; Erin Wilson, RDH, NDHA; Nancy Dockery, RDH; Jessica Riley, RDH; Kevin Moore, DDS; Ted Twesme,
DDS; Cathy Carreiro, RDH; Elizabeth Bruins, RDH; Chris Garvey, Oral Health NV; Marianne Cohan, DDS; Annette
Lincicome, NDHA; Paulo Patam; Nicole Mackie; Kelly Taylor; Karen Feldman, DDS; Mark Hardelin, Self; Joanna
Jacob, Ferrari Public Affairs for NDA; Joyce Herceg, RDH; Nancy Stokes, for Travis Sorensen; Nichole Sorensen,
Support for Travis Sorensen; Travis Sorensen, DDS, Petitioner; Ross Stokes, Support for Travis Sorensen; Jane
Sorensen, Support for Travis Sorensen; Jennifer Taylor, Support for Travis Sorensen; Robert Sorensen, Support for
Travis Sorensen; Dragon Richard, NDA; Syd McKenzie, Oral Health Nevada; Xuan-Thu Failing, NDHA; Neena
Laxalt, NDHA; Alex Tanchek, with Neena Laxalt - NDHA,; Lindsay Brock, NDHA.
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2. Public Comment: (Public Comment is limited to five (5) minutes for each individual)
[All Public comment attached for the record]

Annette Lincicome read her comment into the record.

Dr. Talley: indicated that he provided a chart on behalf of the NDA and emphasized that patient safety is their main
concern and are opposed to the new sections. He proceeded to read his comment for the NDA into the record.

Ms. Bobbett stated that her comments was submitted for the record.

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).

Public Workshops::

*3, Notice of Public Workshop, Request for Comments and review of Nevada Administrative Code Chapter
631 related to the practice of dentistry and dental hygiene and proposed regulation changes and/or
Amendments to the following regulations; Schedule of Fees (NAC 631.029): Address Notification (NAC
631.150) Duties delegable to Dental Hygienists (NAC 631.210) and Duties delegable to Dental Assistants

(NAC 631.220) (For Possible Action)

Board Counsel stated to the Board members that their duties as the Board in reviewing the regulations was
paramount to see how the public will be impacted by any and all changes made regarding public safety. Board
Counsel added that it was necessary to protect the public in every decision made. Board Counsel advised that they,
during deliberations, must consider who will be impacted and whether or not the patient will be protected. He also
reminded them to take into consideration the desires of the public.

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel stated that the maximum fee that the Board may charge is $500 pursuant to the Legislative
change AB89, however that they had previously decided on setting the fee at $250 in the interim upon review of the
costs associated with conducted these types of infection control inspections. There was no public comment.

MOTION: Dr. Sill motion to approve that the fee be set to $250. Motion seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in favor
of the motion.

® Address Notifications:

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel reminded them that this would require that licensees provide the Board with an email address.

MOTION: Mrs. Villigan made the motion to approve that the regulation requires licensees to provide an email
address to the Board. Motion seconded by Dr. Miller. All were in favor of the motion.

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel stated that when a licensee opens a new office, or there is a transfer of ownership, the
owners must request that an initial infection control inspection be done. She added that there are instances when a
complaint is received regarding IC concerns and that when the Board receives a verified complaint, they can conduct
an automatic office audit to ensure that the public is protected from potential harm resulting from improper IC
procedures at an office. Mr. Hunt explained that there are scenarios where IC guidelines and procedures are not
being followed and/or practiced properly and there is not amechanism to require that an office close unless
voluntarily done. By adding the option to summary suspend an office from rendering treatment, the Board will be
protecting the public. Therefore, this change would grant the board the ability to summary suspend an office from
practicing should something arise. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel stated that she would correct the numeration of the
regulation.

MOTION: Dr. Miller made the motion to approve the option of summary suspension. Motion was seconded by Ms.
Solie. Public Comment: Ms. Xuan-Thu Failing inquired if the initial inspection was to help facilitate if there is a
gross error in IC procedures. Mr. Hunt indicated that when there is a critical error, the dentist is immediately
contacted and they can voluntarily stop practice until the errors have been rectified, if not the board will now have
the ability to summary suspend their practice. All were in favor of the motion.

September 18, 2015 Board Workshops & Meeting Page 2 of 15
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Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel noted for the record that Ms. Chris Garvey submitted written public comment.

Public Comment: Mrs. Chandler spoke on the record in support of the proposed changes.
Ms. Failing commented that she was in support of the proposed changes, as it would help facilitate the day-to-day
duties at the dental office.

Opposing Comments:
Dr. Twesme commented that he was in opposition of the proposed changes. He gave the example of the removal of
sutures and the potential complications that could arise if removed improperly or too soon by an inexperienced
person. He continued to state several reasons and examples for his opposition. He opposed further in allowing a
dental hygienist to administer local anesthesia and nitrous oxide without a dentist present. He stated that the public
could be harmed should such changes be made.

Dr. Handelin spoke in opposition of (1)(b & c), as it specifically relates to orthodontics. He stated that
irreparable damage is greatly possible for any work that is not done by a dentist; further that it can cause harm to the
public. Lastly, that the ultimate liability falls on the dentist and not the dental hygienist.

Mr. Hunt stated that the Board had three (3) options: Option (1) — amotion can be made for no changes to be made;
Option (2) - amotion can be made to approve some changes, or; Option (3) — amotion could be made to vote to
adopt all changes. He stated that the Board now needed to delegate. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel noted to the Board that on
new section, currently a dental hygienist can only perform these duties on a patient that is a patient of record and
has been seen by the dentist within the last 18 months. Therefore, that it would not be allowed on new patients. Ms.
Solie indicated that regarding the authorization in proposed changes to sections (a - r), she inquired if statf could
provide the number of complaints regarding any type of anesthetic involved and the risks. Mr. Hunt indicated that
they do receive multiple complaints that dental hygienists and dental assistants have been treated by the dental
assistant and/or dental hygienist prior to being seen by the dentist. Ms. Solie inquired further on the level of risk
involved to the public when a dentist is not present in the office Mr. Hunt stated that the risk level would have to be
determined by the Board. He stated that the Board does receive complaints regarding dental hygienists and dental
assistants outside their scope of practice. Further, that the number of complaints was increasing regarding the
treatment rendered.

Mrs. Villigan stated that and clarified that the regulations proposed were supported by the Dental Hygiene
Committee; and further, that the language reads that a dentist ‘may authorize’, keyword being ‘may’ and therefore, a
dentist may choose to not allow or to allow a dental hygienist to perform the duties being proposed for change. She
stated that, ultimately, the dentist is responsible and determines whether or not to allow their dental hygienist to
perform certain duties without their presence.

Dr. Sill indicated that under the proposed section (5) dental hygienists would be allowed to perform those duties
without supervision, and stated that he did not see it to be in the best interest of dentist or the public. He further
stated that he concurred with the examples provided by Dr. Twesme. He opposed the changes.

Ms. Guillen commented in regards to the new section, (1)(b & c), and how dental hygienists wants to work in
conjunction with the dentist as far as healthy tissue for the patient, and as for removing sutures, she noted that
dental hygienists spends two years in tissue assessment. She stated that there can always be infections, or other
issues, but that it does not make them incapable of properly performing such a task. She indicated that she believed
that dental hygienists can tell if something is not right which would let them know to notify the dentist. She stated
that Cytological testing and bleaching is being done by a lot of dental assistants, though legally they cannot. She
noted that nitrous oxide can be complex, but that every individual has their own comfort level.

Mr. Hunt stated that they were all valid points, but that ultimately the Board must decide what would be in the best
interest of the public.

Mrs. Wark stated that as the public member, she was not in favor of these changes.

MOTION: Mrs. Wark made the motion to oppose the proposed changes. Motion failed to pass.
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MOTION: Ms. Solie made the motion to approve all proposed changes. Motion seconded by Ms. Guillen.

Dr. Miller: expressed his concern, that while honest practitioners will do right these changes, the issues would come
from those who will abuse the rule change. Mrs. Villigan noted to him that the changes would only apply to those
that are established patients of record. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel clarified that section (2) (a -r) is regarding patients that
have been seen in the past 18 months by a dentist, and that the first section would be for any patient regardless if
they have been seen by the dentist, or if they are a new patient. She further explained that the language will be
moved from the section under ‘supervision’ to ‘authorization.’ Roll call vote:

Dr. Kinard --------- No

D) ) 1| [ —— No

Dr. Pinther --------- No

Dr. Miller ----------- No

Dr. Pisani ----------- Excused
Dr. Blasco ----------- No

Motion did not pass.

Dr. Champagne ------- No

Mrs. Villigan ---------- Yes
Ms. Guillen ------------ Yes
Ms. Solie -=-=-=-=-=-=--- Yes
Mrs. Wark ------------- No

MOTION: Dr. Sill made the motion to approve changes to (1) (a, b, ¢, d). Motion seconded by Dr. Blasco.
Discussion: Per Dr. Champagnes, inquiry, Dr. Blasco indicated that implementation of these changes would not
occur until the patient has been seen by the dentist. Roll call vote:

Dr. Pinther---------- Yes
Dr. Blasco------------ Yes
Dr. Kinard------------ Yes
Dr. Miller------------- No
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==-=--- Yes

Ms. Solie------------ Yes
Mrs. Wark--------- No

¢ (2n) MOTION: Ms. Guillen made the motion to approve the change. Motion seconded by Ms. Solie.

Roll call Vote:
Dr. Pinther---------- Yes
Dr. Blasco------------ Yes
Dr. Kinard------------ Yes
Dr. Miller------------- No
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==-=--- No

Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Mrs. Villigan------- Yes

Ms. Guillen-------- Yes

Ms. Solie--=--===---- Yes
Mrs. Wark--------- No

Motion passes; approval for change of (2)(n) removal of sutures.

¢ (20) MOTION: Ms. Solie made the motion to approve the change. Motion seconded by Mrs. Villigan.

Roll call vote:
Dr. Pinther---------- No
Dr. Blasco------------ No
Dr. Kinard------------ No
Dr. Miller------------- No
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==-=--- No

Motion did not pass.

September 18

Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Mrs. Villigan------- Yes

Ms. Guillen-------- Yes

Ms. Solie--=--===---- Yes
Mrs. Wark--------- No
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Dr. Pinther---------- No

Dr. Blasco------------ Yes
Dr. Kinard------------ No
Dr. Miller------------- No
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==-=--- No

Motion tied,; fails to pass.

Dr. Pinther---------- No
Dr. Blasco------------ No
Dr. Kinard------------ Yes
Dr. Miller------------- No
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==-=--- No

Motion did not pass.

Dr. Pinther---------- No
Dr. Blasco------------ No
Dr. Kinard------------ No
Dr. Miller------------- No
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==-=--- No

Motion did not pass.

¢ (3) {Local anesthesia and nitrous oxide}

Dr. Pinther----------- No
Dr. Blasco------------ Yes
Dr. Kinard------------ No
Dr. Miller------------- No
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==-=--- No

Motion did not pass.

Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Mrs. Villigan------- Yes

Ms. Guillen-------- Yes

Ms. Solie------------ Yes
Mrs. Wark--------- No

Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Mrs. Villigan------- Yes
Ms. Guillen-------- Yes
Ms. Solie----------- Yes
Mrs. Wark--------- No

Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Mrs. Villigan------- Yes

Ms. Guillen-------- Yes

Ms. Solie--=---==---- Yes
Mrs. Wark--------- No

Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Mrs. Villigan------- Yes

Ms. Guillen-------- Yes

Ms. Solie------------ Yes
Mrs. Wark--------- No

September 18, 2015 Board Workshops & Meeting

¢ (2p) MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to approve the change. Motion seconded by Ms. Guillen.
Roll call vote:

¢ (29) MOTION: Ms. Solie made the motion to approve the change. Motion seconded by Ms. Guillen.
Roll call vote:

¢ (2r) MOTION: Mrs. Villigan made the motion to approve the changes. Motion seconded by Ms. Solie.
Roll call vote:

MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to approve (3)(a) & (b). Motion seconded by Ms. Solie.
Roll call vote:
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¢ (4) Ms. Solie clarified that (4)(a)(b) was already in language, and therefore, the only change would be
the last paragraph. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel suggested that they could move the new section € after

section (3) and before section (4).

MOTION: Dr. Miller made the motion to accept paragraph (e). Motion seconded by Dr. Blasco.

Roll call vote:
Dr. Pinther----------- Yes
Dr. Blasco------------ Yes
Dr. Kinard------------ Yes
Dr. Miller------------- Yes
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==----- Yes

Motion passed; approval of change.

Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Mrs. Villigan------- Yes
Ms. Guillen-------- Yes

¢ (6a) Dr. Kinard noted that the regulation did not change, therefore that this item was moot. No

changes were being made, no vote needed.

® DENTAL ASSISTANTS DUTIES:

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel explained that these were the exposure of radiographs, that this change would allow dental
assistants to expose radiographs prior to a patient being seen by the dentist, which currently they are only

authorized to expose radiographs after an exam.

MOTION: Ms. Solie made the motion to accept new section (1) (a) & (b). Motion seconded by Dr. Blasco.

Roll call vote:
Dr. Pinther----------- Yes
Dr. Blasco------------ Yes
Dr. Kinard------------ Yes
Dr. Miller------------- Yes
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==----- Yes

Motion passes; approval of change.

Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Mrs. Villigan------- Yes
Ms. Guillen-------- Yes
Ms. Solie--=--===---- Yes
Mrs. Wark--------- Yes

¢ (2) MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to accept the proposed change. Motion seconded by Ms. Guillen.

Roll call vote:
Dr. Pinther----------- Yes
Dr. Blasco------------ Yes
Dr. Kinard------------ Yes
Dr. Miller------------- Yes
Dr. Sill-----=-=-==-=--- Yes

Motion passes; approval of change.

Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Mrs. Villigan------- Yes
Ms. Guillen-------- Yes

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel indicated that she would redraft the new language and will send the language over to the

Legislative Counsel Bureau.
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MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to go out of order to agenda item (6¢) and (6d). Motion seconded by Ms.
Guillen. All were in favor of the motion.

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

*c. Request to Amend Disciplinary Stipulation approved by the Board on October 3, 2014 regarding
probation (For Possible Action)

(1) Marianne Cohan, DDS

Board Counsel went over the provisions of the proposed stipulation agreement. He advised that it would not be
appropriate to change the stipulation agreement that had already been approved at a previous board meeting. He
added that the only exception has been to add time for licensee to make the payments. Board Counsel commented
that the Board must act in amanner that protects the interest of the public.

MOTION: Dr. Kinard made the motion to reject the request to amend the previously approved stipulation
agreement. Motion seconded by Dr. Sill. All were in favor of the motion.

*d. Request to Amend Disciplinary Stipulation approved by the Board on July 31, 2015 regarding
Probation & Inactive practice (For Possible Action)

(1) Travis M Sorensen, DDS

Board Counsel went over the provisions of the proposed stipulation agreement. He stated that Dr. Sorensen was
present, which he then approached the Board. Mr. Hunt went onto note that Dr. Sorensen has recently entered into
a stipulation agreement, and further noted that at the time had an attorney when he entered into said stipulation
agreement. Mr. Hunt recapped for the Board that Dr. Sorensen had admitted to being under the influence while
practicing. He added that, historically, such acts have resulted in a revocation of licensure. He commented that the
Board has been very understanding. Mr. Hunt noted to the Board that Dr. Sorensen did not report to the patch
program the day before the meeting, which the stipulation agreement requires that he report to the patch program;
and therefore, Dr. Sorensen was technically in violation of said stipulation agreement. He noted further, however,
that Dr. Sorensen reported to a testing facility upon arriving in Reno and tested negative. He reminded the Board
that it was their duty to protect the public. Dr. Sorensen commented to the Board that he was in route to Reno from
Las Vegas. He indicated that the Options program notified Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel that they were unable to reach him
and that upon him speaking with Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel he asked her if she wanted to try and get a lab analysis done in
Reno upon his arrival. He added that Options Program advised him to obtain a time stamped receipt showing his
whereabouts at the time they spoke. Furthermore, that she contacted alab in Reno at 6:49 p.m. and requested a lab
with an extended panel, and asked that they email the results to her and Mr. Hunt. There was discussion regarding
the death of a former patient, Mr. Sorensen stated that through the course of an investigation he was cleared of any
wrongdoing or mistreatment. (Documents and information were disseminated for the record.) The Board took a
few minutes toread the information provided. Dr. Sorensen indicated that he was requesting that the probation
time be time-served, and be terminated tomorrow, 9/19/2015. Further, Dr Sorensen added that he provided Option
(1) and Option (2) [provided for the record]. Mr. Hunt stated that regardless of what the board decides, it is still
reported to the National Practitioners Data Bank (NPDB). Mr. Hunt advised the Board that it was his legal opinion
that should the Board agree to change the terms to be time served would be a terrible decision, and advised that the
Board should reject the petition, as the actions that led to the stipulation agreement were gross actions. Dr.
Sorensen stated that his actions while, indeed, are of public concern and that patients should be aware, he did not
feel that the board rejecting his petition would create a sate haven for other dentists with similar issues to feel
comfortable to come forward and make the appropriate changes to seek help. Dr. Twesme, as the original
investigating officer for the case, stepped forward and commented on behalf of his investigation. He stated that he
felt that Dr. Sorensen was rehabilitated and has complied with all the provisions in his stipulation agreement. He
stated that because of the report provided to the NPDB, Dr. Sorensen is essentially unemployable, because the
insurance companies will not contract with him and that any dentist that hires him run the risk of losing their
contracts with insurance companies. He stated that as the former investigative officer, he asked that the Board
remove the term “probation” from the stipulation agreement. Dr. Kinard inquired of Dr. Twesme if he would hire Dr.
Sorensen. Dr. Twesme replied that he would, however, that in doing so he would be hired as in independent
contractor but would not be able to get paid because insurance companies will not contract him, and reiterated that
because of the probation provision in Dr. Sorensen’s stipulation agreement, any dentist that hires Dr. Sorensen will
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run the risk of losing their contract with insurance companies. Essentially, Dr. Sorensen would have to be paid on a
fee-for-service basis.

Mr. Hunt stated that the Board has been remedial, and that they have also been consistent in their decision making,
He commented that the severity of the scenario could have been fatal, and this so-called minor change would be
irreparable. He stated that the Board had the duty to enforce the stipulation agreement as approved. He added that
at the time the stipulation agreement was approved, Dr. Sorensen had an attorney present at the Board meeting that
the stipulation agreement was approved. Dr. Blasco inquired if Dr. Sorensen checked with insurance companies to
see if they would consider him eligible to become a provider if they were to remove the term ‘probation’ from the
stipulation agreement. Dr. Sorensen stated that they have verbally indicated that they would contract with him.
Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel commented that she works closely with insurance companies, and they terminate contracts with
providers at their discretion and pursuant to the terms of the contract, and noted that insurance companies have
been known to terminate contracts with licensees that have a corrective action non-disciplinary action. Therefore,
removing the term ‘probation’ would still not guarantee that the insurance companies will make Dr. Sorensen a
provider, that they have only stated they he may apply to become a contracted provider. Dr. Blasco inquired if Dr.
Sorensen was eligible to apply for licensure in another state. Dr. Sorensen stated that he was upon agreeing to
certain terms made confidentially with him and the other board. Mr. Hunt explained to Dr. Sorensen that he did
have the option to voluntarily surrender his license at any time, which would not keep him from ever being able to
return to Nevada and applying. Mr. Hunt commented to Dr. Sorensen, whom stated that the environment he was in
was not an environment that would make other practitioners feel comfortable to come forward and self-report, that
the issue was not the self-reporting, but rather that Dr. Sorensen’s issues with abuse posed an imminent threat to
himself and patients.

MOTION: Dr. Kinard made the motion to reject the request to amend the previously approved stipulation
agreement and deny options 1 and 2. Motion seconded by Mrs. Villigan. Discussion: Dr. Sill was not in favor of the
motion. Mrs. Villigan clarified that there were licensees with substance abuse problems in the past who were on
probation and employed. Dr. Miller inquired that if Arizona granted Dr. Sorensen a license to practice there, could
he not then surrender his license in Nevada. Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel stated that if Dr. Sorensen chose to voluntarily
surrender his license she could revise her original report to state that he voluntarily surrendered his license.

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel stated that Dr. Vincent Colosimo was an example for the Board to consider. She stated
how Dr. Colosimo had a substance abuse issue and was actually incarcerated, yet was licensed in different states,
Pennsylvania and Arizona, and that he complied with the requirements, and eventually got his Nevada license back.
Dr. Sorensen stated that even if he had the money to start his own practice he would sit in an empty office and that
the probation provision in his stipulation agreement affected his livelihood. Roll call vote:

Dr. Pinther----------- Yes Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Dr. Blasco------------ No Mrs. Villigan------- Yes

Dr. Kinard------------ Yes Ms. Guillen-------- No

Dr. Miller------------- No Ms. Solie-----=------ Yes

Dr. Sill-----=-=-==-=--- No Mrs. Wark--------- No

Motion tied; motion does not pass.
MOTION: Dr. Sill made the motion to accept the petition to amend the stipulation agreement and approve option 1
provided by Dr. Sorensen to shorten term of probation as fulfilled after 8 months from the original provision of 3
years. Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel inquired of what would happen should this probation term be changed and insurance
companies still deny his application. She inquired if Dr. Sorensen would then return before the Board to ask to
voluntary surrender? Mrs. Solie commented that the Board and counsel have not been able to review this
information until today. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel stated that they may have to table this agenda item. Motion seconded
by Ms. Solie. Roll call vote:

Dr. Pinther----------- No Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Dr. Blasco------------ No Mrs. Villigan------- No
Dr. Kinard------------ No Ms. Guillen-------- No
Dr. Miller------------- No /o) (e — No
Dr. Sill---==s-=s-=ss--- Yes Mrs. Wark--------- Yes
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Motion did not pass.

MOTION: Dr. Kinard made the motion to table this item. Motion seconded by Dr. Blasco. Roll call vote:

Dr. Pinther----------- Yes Dr. Pisani----------- Excused
Dr. Blasco------------- Yes Mrs. Villigan------- Yes
Dr. Kinard------------ Yes Ms. Guillen-------- Yes
Dr. Miller------------- Yes Y/ o) (e — Yes
Dr. Sill-----=-=-===----- Yes Mrs. Wark--------- Yes

Motion passes; agenda tabled until next Board meeting.

MOTION: Ms. Guillen made the motion to taka recess. Motion seconded by Mrs. Wark. All were in favor of the
motion. Recess at:12:00 pm. Return from Recess at: 12:28 p.m.

MOTION: A motion was made to go out of order to Financials. All were in favor of the motion.

*b. Financials-NRS 631.180 (For Possible Action)

(1) Review Draft Balance Sheet and Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Balances for fiscal
period ending June 30, 2015 (For Possible Action)

Mrs. Shatfer indicated that Mrs. Hummel was available for any questions. Mrs. Hummel stated that the report was
reflective of where the board landed and added that said financials were being audited. She indicated that she would
be moving funds over to the reserves account. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel added that she signed the paperwork to have the
funds moved over. Mrs. Hummel requested that the Board approve for her to move $51,000 to the reserves account.

MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to approve to move $51,000 to the reserves account. Motion was seconded by
Ms. Guillen. All were in favor of the motion.

Mrs. Hummel noted that the Board has a new savings account for operations only, which would hold about
$530,000, added that it would be appropriate to move it from their current checking account.

Mrs. Hummel commented to the Board that she had to adjust totals in some areas of the budget. She added that had
to budget new revenue of $16,000, which derived from site renewals of conscious sedation and general anesthesia
permits, for a total adjustments increase of $43,000.

MOTION: Dr. Miller made the motion to approve the budget. Motion seconded by Ms. Solie. All were in favor of
the motion.

(2) Review Balance Sheet and Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Balances for period July 1, 2015
through July 31, 2015 (For Possible Action)

Mrs. Hummel stated that the review was only available for the month of July. No questions were asked.
(3) Request approval to upgrade telephone system to State of Nevada (For Possible Action)

Mrs. Shatfer indicated that the Medical Board has two office locations and that they looked into methods to save on
operational costs for their telephone system because they were paying long distance fees. She added that they have
become part of the state system, and added that the data line used is in the Dental Board office. Therefore, the
Medical and Dental Board would split costs for the data line and to upgrade the phone system, which would make
the dental board part of the state phone system. She stated that though this was not a budgeted item, it was still
affordable for the Board.
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MOTION: Dr. Miller made the motion to approve the phone system. Motion seconded by Mrs. Wark. All were in
favor of the motion.

MOTION: Dr. Champagne made the motion to return to agenda order. Motion seconded by Ms. Solie. All were in
favor of the motion.

*4. Notice of Public Workshop, Request for Comments and review of Nevada Administrative Code
Chapter 631 related to the practice of dentistry and dental hygiene and proposed regulation changes
and/or amendments pertaining to anesthesia topics to include NAC 631.004 and under heading

Administration of General Anesthesia, Conscious Sedation and Deep Sedation-NAC 631.2211 through
NAC 631.2256 (For Possible Action)

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel indicated that in AB 89, the Legislature changed the definitions of Minimal and Moderate
sedation. She stated that said definitions could be found in their board books, and that they must now make
changes and incorporate into the language into the regulations. Dr. Miller stated that in reviewing the proposed
regulations it was apparent that they were becoming more contemporary with minimal and moderate sedation, and
suggested that the Board create a committee with amoderate sedation holder, aminimal sedation holder, a general
anesthesia holder, and include one to two board members to draft language to propose to the board.

MOTION: Dr. Miller made the motion to request that the Board convene a committee to draft proposed language.
Motion seconded by Dr. Blasco. Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel stated that at the November board meeting the Board could
approve a sub- committee and hold a meeting to draft language to present in a workshop. All were in favor of the
motion.

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

*a. Minutes-NRS 631.190 (For Possible Action)
(1) Board Meeting-07/31/2015
Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel inquired if there were any changes or corrections needed.

MOTION: Mrs. Wark made the motion to approve. Motion seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in favor of the
motion.

* ¢. Correspondence: (For Possible Action)

(1) Appointment for ADEX House Representative for 2016 (For Possible Action)
(a) Timothy Pinther, DDS
Dr. Pinther accepted the appointment.
MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to approve. Motion seconded by Mrs. Wark. All were in favor of the motion.

*d. Licenses Granted-NRS 631.190

(1) August1,2015 through August 31, 2015 licenses granted for dental and dental hygiene

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel stated who the new licensees were for the month of August.

*e. Calendar of Events-NRS 631.190 (For Possible Action)

(1) Approve Board Meetings Dates for January 2016 through December 2016

Mrs. Shatfer stated that the calendar dates were the proposed meeting dates for the year 2016.
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MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to approve. Motion seconded by Mrs. Wark. All were in favor of the motion.

*f. Authorized Investigative Complaint-NRS 631.360 (For Possible Action)

(1) Dr X-NRS 631.395(11); NRS 631.346 and NAC 631.230
Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel went over the alleged violations.

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

(2) Dr Y-NRS 631.342
(3) Dr Z-NRS 631.342

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel went over the alleged violations (2) and (3). She explained how many times they are notified
before they are placed on the agenda for an authorized investigation.

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

(4) RDH W-NRS 631.342
(5) RDH V-NRS 631.342
(6) RDHU-NRS 631.342

Mrs. Shaffer went over the alleged violations for (4) - (6).

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

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

*a. Legal Actions/Lawsuit(s) Update (For Possible Action)
(1) District Court Case(s) Update

Mr. Hunt advised and reminded the Board member to not partake in any discussions regarding any legal action, to
not engage in any pending actions, and to please refer to inquiries to Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel and him. Mr. Hunt stated
that there was no pending litigation. He commented that they have been working diligently to try and stop the
illegal practice of dentistry and dental hygiene. He added that they recently went to court and got a permanent
injunction against a non-licensed person acting as a dental hygienist. As a result of injunction, now the Board has
certain option to authorize an investigation. Board is entitled to collect all the costs from the illegal offender.

*b. Consideration of Stipulation Agreements (For Possible Action)

(1) Erika Smith, DDS

Mr. Hunt stated that Dr. Smith did have a prior corrective action, and did comply with the provisions of the original
corrective action. Mr. Hunt went over the provisions of the proposed stipulation agreement.

MOTION: Dr. Miller made the motion to adopt the stipulation agreement. Motion seconded by Ms. Guillen. All
were in favor of the motion.

(2) Min Kim, DDS

Mr. Hunt went over the provisions of the proposed stipulation agreement.
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MOTION: Dr. Blasco made the motion to adopt the stipulation agreement. Motion seconded by Mrs. Wark. All
were in favor of the motion.

(3) Albert G Ruezga, DDS
Mr. Hunt went over the provisions of the proposed stipulation agreement.

MOTION: Ms. Solie made the motion to adopt the stipulation agreement. Motion seconded by Dr. Miller. All were
in favor of the motion.

*7. Old Business:

(1) Request from CDCA to forego the certification of success pass via US Mail to obtaining information
through CDCA’s on-line portal (For possible action)

Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel stated to the Board that staff tested the exam sites, and noted that upon checking on a licensee
whom was licensed, that individual could not be found, yet they had the documented certification on file. At this
time Executive Director recommends leaving the requirement as is.

*8. New Business (For Possible Action)

*a. Request for Advisory Opinion regarding whether NRS 631.215 and/or NRS 631.255 allows a
person who has a valid specialty license in the area of Prosthodontics can administer Botox,
dermal fillers or other injectables in clinical practice (For Possible Action)

(1) Nicole Mackie, DDS, MS, FACP

Mrs. Shatfer went over the advisory opinion request. Dr. Mackie was present and approached by the Board. Dr.
Mackie noted that she was aware that the Board issued an opinion that general dentist may only administer botox
for TMJ purposes. Furthermore, that a Oral Maxillofacial Surgeon (OMS) advisory opinion determined that an OMS
may only administer if they can furnish proof that they have had the proper training. Dr. Mackie gave a description
of her educational background. She added that her request was to ask that the Board allow a prosthodontist
administer Botox, dermal fillers, and other injectable for both therapeutic and aesthetic purposes. She read her
request into the record. Mr. Hunt noted that for the Boards’ edification, that the original advisory opinion was based
in part of the Medical boards’ position that Botox was considered to be practicing medicine. And therefore, was
unsure if the Medical Board would accept the Dental Boards opinion. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel commented that the Board
must be sure to be clear that inquiry and advisory opinion would only apply to board certified prosthodontists. It
was advised that Dr. Mackie seek a medical doctor to request an advisory opinion of the Medical Board to see if they
would deem a Prosthodontist use to be practicing medicine.

MOTION: Dr. Miller made the motion to table this agenda item until the Medical Board can give insight on their
opinion and to have Dr. Mackie give a similar presentation to the Medical Board. Motion was seconded by Dr.
Blasco. All were in favor of the motion.
*b. Consideration of Application for Dental Hygiene Licensure by WREB -NRS 631.300, NAC
631.030 and NAC 631.050 (For Possible Action)

(1) Paulo U Patam, RDH

Dr. Blasco indicated that he recently reviewed the application, and because it did not meet the criteria, he rejected
the application pursuant to NRS and NAC 631. Mr. Patam was present and approached the Board. Mrs. Shaffer-
Kugel indicated that the application was reviewed by the Secretary/Treasurer and that the applicant was informed
of the rejection due to non-practice for more than 2 years. She added that the regulation stated that the Board must
reject an application if the applicant has not practiced for more than two years. Mr. Hunt inquired if Mr. Patam
wanted to add anything for the Board to consider. Mr. Patam stated that he was not able to become licensed due to
some issues he was experiencing and has only been to work as a dental hygiene assistant. Mrs. Shatfer-Kugel noted
that during the two years, Mr. Patam had not been able to pass national boards, and that after his third attempt, he
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had to wait one year before he could make another attempt; after the fourth attempt he was successful. Mrs. Villigan
noted that Mr. Patam stated that he would be willing to take a clinical exam. Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel suggested that the
Board could approve the application for licensure contingent upon Mr. Patam furnishing proof that he successfully
passed an accepted dental hygiene exam. She added that a skills assessment was not an option, as skills assessments
are typical made available to only individuals whom are licensed.

MOTION: Ms. Solie made the motion to approve the application for licensure contingent upon Mr. Patam
successfully passing the clinical portion of a dental hygiene exam through WREB or ADEX. Motion seconded by
Ms. Guillen. Dr. Kinard advised that Mr. Patam may want to redo the anesthesia exam.

AMENDED MOTION: Ms. Solie amended her motion that they Board approve the application for licensure
contingent upon Mr. Patam successfully completing the WREB or ADEX exam, and assuming that three are no
other reasons for rejection. Ms. Guillen agreed to amend her second in favor of the amended motion. All were in favor
of the motion; Dr. Blasco abstained.

*c. Approval of Public Health Endorsement — NRS 631.287 (For Possible Action)
(1) Elizabeth A Bruins, RDH - Future Smiles Program

Dr. Blasco indicated that he reviewed the application and that he recommended approval.

MOTION: Mrs. Wark made the motion to approve. Motion seconded by Ms. Solie. All were in favor of the motion;
Dr. Blasco abstained.

*d. Approval of Voluntary Surrender of License — NAC 631.160 (For Possible Action)

(a) Barbara Bell, DDS (e) Robert H Talley, DDS
(b) Shelton L Chow, DDS (f) ARoss Wetsel, DDS
(c) Mathew L Jones, DMD (g) Alan D Willis, DDS

(d) Swathi R Kuppam, DMD
Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel indicated that there were no pending issues.

MOTION: Ms. Guillen made the motion to approve the voluntary surrender of licenses. Motion seconded by Ms.
Solie. All were in favor of the motion.

*e. Approval for Anesthesia- Temporary Permit — NAC 631.2254 (For Possible Action)
(1) Conscious Sedation (For Possible Action)

(a) Timothy C Adams, DMD

(b) Frederick J John, DMD

(c) Christopher T Spillers, DMD
(d) Yonatan M Moskowitz, DDS

Dr. Miller indicated that he reviewed the applications and that he recommended approval.
MOTION: Mrs. Wark made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in favor of the
motion; Dr. Miller abstained.

(2) General Anesthesia (For Possible Action)

(a) James Kim, DDS
(b) Matthew M Kikuchi, DMD

Dr. Miller indicated that he reviewed the applications and that he recommended approval.

MOTION: Mrs. Wark made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in favor of the
motion; Dr. Miller abstained.
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*f. Approval for Anesthesia-Permanent Permit — NAC 631.2233 (For Possible Action)

(1) Conscious Sedation (For Possible Action)

(a) Afshin Azimi, DDS
(b) Gregg C Hendrickson, DDS
(c) Tyler R Klein, DDS

Dr. Miller indicated that he reviewed the applications and that he recommended approval.

MOTION: Mrs. Wark made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in favor of the
motion; Dr. Miller abstained.

(2) General Anesthesia (For Possible Action)

(a) Clay Van Leeuwen, DMD
Dr. Miller indicated that he reviewed the application and that he recommended approval.

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

*g. Approval for a 90-Day Extension of Anesthesia Permit — NAC 631.2254(2) (For Possible Action)
(1) Conscious Sedation (For Possible Action)

(a) Nam M Phan, DMD
(b) Peter S Nguyen, DDS

Dr. Miller indicated that he reviewed the applications and that he recommended approval.

MOTION: Mrs. Wark made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in favor of the
motion; Dr. Miller abstained.

(2) General Anesthesia (For Possible Action)

(a) Aaron U Adamson, DMD
(b) Jesse] J Falk, DMD
(c) RynaR Falke, DDS
(d) Matthew J Krieger

Dr. Miller indicated that he reviewed the applications and that he recommended approval.

MOTION: Mrs. Wark made the motion to approve. Motion was seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in favor of the
motion; Dr. Miller abstained.

9. Public Comment: (Public Comment is limited to Five (5) minutes for each individual)

Ms. Failing asked that when the Board considers any harm to the public or preserving the public from any harm
that they must think about amedical team, and how that team consists of doctors and nurses, other personnel.
She stated that amedical team works together to have the best work and services provided to patients they are
treating. She stated that in surgeries and dental procedures, sometimes complications do occur and noted that
they do not have a profession for an error free field; with that being said they are all held to a higher standard
because of it. She commented that the ultimate goal was to work together as a dental team. She added that she
saw that the Boards’ main topics of concern were supervision over general supervision, responsibility, liability, and
protection for the public. Ms. Failing urged the Board to consider the requiring that the dental hygienists and
dental assistants carry malpractice insurance. Furthermore, she urged the Board to have all parties involved to
work together to see how they can make the practice better and less risky. She thanked the board for having the
courage and the foresight to be collaborative.

September 18, 2015 Board Workshops & Meeting Page 14 of 15
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Mrs. Lincicome commended the dental hygiene committee for their hard work and diligence in pushing for the
changes discussed at the workshop.

Elizabeth Bruins thanked the board for approving her PHE application.

Ms. Mackenzie stated that she was representing the public. She noted that the board is charged with protecting
the public. She pleaded that they consider the public that is left unserved. She stated that approximately 169,000
people in Nevada did not have health insurance, and therefore asked that they take the underserved into consider
when they consider expanding functions. She asked that the Board help dental hygienists in being able to provide
the public in need to not be left unserved.

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)

10. Announcements: Mrs. Shaffer-Kugel announced that the newsletter was being finalized and would be mailed
by October 1¥. She added that the query regarding email addresses for dentists was complete and GL Suites is
working on the email addresses for dental hygienists. She noted that licensees can add an email address using the
change of address portal on the Boards’ website. She commented that by next March, they hope to be able to
electronically send the newsletter to licensees. She noted to the Board the video conference equipment was
installed. That new computers were being installed and that the additional scanner has been ordered.

Dr. Miller stated that this was, potentially, the last meeting for Mrs. Wark, Dr. Sill and himself. He thanked staff
and counsel for all their support.

*11. Adjournment (For Possible Action)

Motion: Mrs. Wark made the motion to adjourn. Motion seconded by Ms. Guillen. All were in favor of the
motion.

Meeting Adjourned at 2:03 pm.

Respectfully submitted by:

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

Balance Sheet
As of September 30, 2015

ASSETS
Current Assets

Checking/Savings
410000 - Wells Fargo-Operating
10015 - Wells Fargo - Saving
10010 - Wells Fargo-Reserves

Total Checking/Savings

Accounts Receivable
11000 - Accounts Receivable

Total Accounts Receivable

Other 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 Liabilities
Accounts Payable
20000 - Accounts Payable
Total Accounts Payable
Other Current Liabilities
22125 - DDS Deferred Revenue
22126-7 - 2017 DDS RetirediDisabled
22126-6 - 2017 DDS Inactive
22126-5 - 2017 DDS Active Licenses
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
Fund Balance

TOTAL LIABILITIES & FUND BALANCE

Unaudited-Interim Financial Report

Sep 30, 15
N

626,351.85
530,019.02
1,053,128.93

2,209,499.80

117,712,82

117,712.82

11.20
26,626.08
7,944.16
34,681.44

2,361,794.06

2,361,794.08

48,365.07

48,365.07

3,766.30
52,855.19
893,132.56
59,476.14
8,588.19
724.99

——

1,018,543.37

156,806.39
5,328.62

162,135.01

2,800.00
31,674.71

1,215,153.09

1,263,518.16

1,263,518.16
1,088,275.90

2,361,794.06

Page1of 5



Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Fund Balance
July through September 2015

Ordinary Income/Expense

Income

40000 - Dentist Licenses & Fees

40100 -
40102 -
40135 -
40136 -

40140
40145
40115
401186

40160
40170

40155 -
40184 -
40212 -
40205 -
40211 -

DDS Active License Fee

DDS Inactive License Fee

DDS Activateflnactive/Suspend
DDS Activate Revoked License

+ Specialty License App

+ Limited License App

- Limited License Renewal Fee
* LL-8 Renewal Fee

40150 -
40180 -
40182 -
40183 -
40175 -

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

Infection Control Inspection

DDS ADEX License Application
DDS Credential Appl Fee-Speity
DDS WREE License Application

Total 40000 - Dentist Licenses & Fees

50000 - Dental Hygiene Licenses & Fees

40105 -
40106 -
40130 -
40126 -
* RDH LA/N20 Permit Fee

- RDH WREB License Application

40110
40222

Total 50000 - Dental Hygiene Licenses & Fees

RDH Active License Fee

RDH Inactive License Fee

RDH Activate/inactive/Suspend
RDH Reinstate Revoked License

50750 - Other Licenses & Fees

40220 -
40227 -
40225 -
- Lists/Labels Printed

* Miscellaneous Income

40185
40600

License Verification Fee
CEU Provider Fee

Duplicate License Fee

Total 50750 - Other Licenses & Fees

Total Income

Unaudited-For Management's Use Only

Jul - Sep 16 Budget $ Over Budget
126,567.44 138,862.00 (12,294.56)
8,178.51 7,938.00 240.51
12,325.00 2,614.50 9,710.50
0.00 500.00 (500.00)
875.00 875.00 0.00
375.00 250.00 125.00
2,711.81 2,791.00 (79.19)
725.01 7256.01 0.00
0.00 625.03 (625.03)
4,500.00 4,000.00 500.00
8,423.86 8,386.00 37.86
850.00 0.00 850.00
5,250.00 3,210.00 2,040.00
850.00 2,946.00 (2,n96.00)
3,000.00 1,500.00 1,500.00
350.00 2,489.00 (2,139.00)
2,500.00 2,500.00 0.00
3,725.00 7,200.00 (3,475.00)
6,000.00 8,400.00 {2,400.00)
26,400.00 21,600.00 4,800.00
213,606.63 217,411.54 (3,804.91)
51,816.06 51,670.00 146.06
1,776.21 1,810.00 (33.79)
875.00 1,225.00 (350.00)
0.00 200.00 (200.00)
2,050.00 1,800.00 250.00
13,200.00 10,200.00 3,000.00
69,717.27 66,905.00 2,812.27
1,575.00 1,350.00 225.00
1,100.00 2,372.00 1,272.00)
250.00 300.00 (50.00)
2,711.00 2,550.00 161.00
169.00 100.00 69.00
5,805.00 6,672.00 (867.00)
289,128.90 290,988.54 (1,859.64)
Page 2 of 5



Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Fund Balance
July through September 2015

Jul - Sep 15 Budget $ Over Budget
Expense
60500 - Bank Charges
80500-1 - Bank Service Fees 44.86 40.00 4.86
60500-2 - Merchant Fees 3,554.91 2,700.00 854.91
Total 60500 - Bank Charges 3,599.77 2,740.00 859.77
63000 - Dues & Subscriptions 1,342.47 1,228.00 114.47
65100 - Furniture & Equipment 14,169.44 15,600.00 (1,430.56)
65500 - Finance Charges 60.57 59.00 1.57
66500 * Insurance
66500-1 - Liability 1,640.19 1,640.19 0.00
66500-2 - Workers Compensation 436.63 262.50 174.13
Total 66500 * Insurance 2,076.82 1,902.69 174.13
66520 - internet/Web/Domain
66520-1 - GL Suites 8,797.76 9,876.00 (78.24)
66520-2 - E-mail, Website Services 708.54 522.00 186.54
66520-3 - Infernet Services 384.33 367.00 (12.67)
665204 - Jurisprudence Exam Website 198.00 198.00 0.00
Total 66520 - Internet/Web/Domain 11,088.63 10,993.00 95.63
73500 - Information Technology
73500-1 - Computer Repair/Upgrade 110.00 178.00 (68.00)
Total 73500 - Information Technology 110.00 178.00 (68.00)
66600 - Office Supplies 1,683.40 1,803.00 (219.80)
66650 - Office Expense
68710 - Miscellaneous Expenses 0.00 628.00 (628.00)
68700 - Repairs & Maintenance
68700-1 - Janitorial 1,500.00 1,500.00 0.00
68700-2 - Copier Maintenance (7545P) 1,020.71 936.00 84.71
68700-3 - Copier Maintenance (7435P) 385.15 581.256 (226.10)
Total 68700 - Repairs & Maintenance 2,875.86 3,017.25 (141.39)
68725 - Security 240.00 210.00 30.00
68715 - Shredding Services 104.70 225.00 (120.30)
68720 - Utilities 1,396.03 1,193.00 203.03
Total 66650 - Office Expense 4,616.59 5,273.25 (656.66)
67000 - Printing 3,411.98 3,356.70 55.28
67500 - Postage & Delivery 5,207.15 3,628.00 1,579.15
68500 - Rent/Lease Expense
68500-1 - Equipment Lease 378.73 378.75 (0.02)

Unaudited-For Management's Use Qnly Page3of 5



Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners

Statement of Revenues, Expenses and Fund Balance
July through September 2015

Jul - Sep 15 Budget $ Over Budget
68500-2 - Office 16,668.96 16,668.75 0.21
68500-4 - Storage Warehouse 366.06 764.00 (397.94)
Total 683500 - Rent/Lease Expense 17,413.75 17,811.50 (397.75)
75000 - Telephone
75000-1 - Telephone-Office 541.63 637.50 {95.87)
75000-2 - Board Teleconference 0.00 120.00 (120.00)
Total 75000 - Telephone 541.63 757.50 (215.87)
75100 - Travel (Staff) 281.00 0.00 281.00
73600 - Professional Fee
73600-1 - Accounting 7,692.50 8,500.00 (807.50)
73500-4 - Legislative Services 4,500.00 4,500.00 0.00
73600-2 - Legal-General 8,191.86 7,690.00 501.86
Total 73600 - Professional Fee 20,384.36 20,690.00 (305.64)
73700 - Verification Services 4,685,237 3,200.00 1,385.27
72000 - Employee Wages & Benefits
72100 - Executive Director 33,114 .47 31,355.06 1,759.41
72300 - Credentialing & Licensing Coord 13,905.43 13,434.28 471.15
72132 - Site Inspection Coordinator 8,838.41 ) 9,688.03 250.38
72200 - Technology/Finance Liaison 12,879.24 12,507.75 371.49
72130 - Public Info & CE Coordinator 8,435.87 7,730.06 705.81
72140 - Administrative Assistant (P/T) 4,050.26 ‘ 3,823.50 226.76
72010 - Payroll Service Fees 406.50 406.50 0.00
72005 - Payroll Tax Expense 1,382.78 1,4G8.78 {86.00}
72600 - Retirement Fund Expense (PERS) 20,393.52 19,025.06 1,368.46
65525 - Health Insurance 12,391.35 12,081.28 310.07
Total 72000 - Employee Wages & Benefits 116,897.83 111,520.30 5,377.53
72400 : Board of Directors Expense
72400-1 - Director Stipends 2,580.00 1,980.00 600.00
72400-2 - Commitiee Mtgs-Stipends 0.00 350.00 (350.00)
72400-3 - Director Travel Expenses 784.01 1,636.00 (851.99)
72400-9 - Refreshments - Board Meetings 47927 600.00 (120.73)
Total 72400 - Board of Directors Expense 3,843.28 4,566.00 (722.72)
60001 - Anesthesia Eval Committee
60001-1 - Evaluator's Fee 3,281.67 3,253.00 28.67
600014 - Travel Expense ) 1,325.76 1,462.50 (136.74)
Total 60001 - Anesthesia Eval Committee 4,607.43 4,715.50 (108.07)
73650 - Investigations/Complaints
72550 - DSO Coordinator 1,000.00 1,050.00 (50.00)

Unaudited-For Management's Use Only Page 4 of 5



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

July through September 2015

Jul-Sep 15 Budget $ Over Budget
73650-1 - DSO Consulting Fee 9,587.50 10,403.81 (816.31)
73650-2 - DSO Travel Expense 1,264.98 1,593.75 (328.77)
73650-3 - Legal Fees<investigations 59,735.66 73,750.03 {14,014.37)
73650-4 - Staff Travel & Per Diem 101.92 750.00 (648.08)
73650-7 - Miscellaneous Investigation Exp 2,408.80 500.06 1,908.84
73650-6 - Reimb Investigation Expenses (62,582.05) (56,250.00) (6,332.05)
Total 73650 - Investigations/Complaints 11,516.91 31,797.65 (20,280.74)
60002  Infection Control Inspection
60002-1 - Initial Inspection Expense 1,779.17 2,087.53 {308.36)
60002-2 - Reinspection Expense 95.84 206.25 {110.41)
60002-3 - Random Inspection Expense 0.00 206.25 (206.25)
60002-4 - Travel Expense 519.17 787.50 (268.33)
Total 60002 - Infection Control Inspection 2,394.18 3,287.53 (893.35)
Total Expense 229,832.46 245,207.62 (15,375.16)
Net Ordinary Income 59,296.44 45,780.92 13,515.52
Other Income/Expense
Other Income
40800 - Interest Income 95.18 137.53 (42.35)
Total Other Income 95.18 137.53 (42.35)
Net Other Income 95.18 137.53 (42.35)
Net Income Over Expenses 59,391.62 45,918.45 13,473.17

Unaudited-For Management's Use Only
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CODA

Commission on Dental Accreditation

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

October 16, 2015

Ms. Debra Shaffer-Kugel
Executive Director

Nevada Board of Dental Examiners
6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Ste. A-1
Las Vegas, NV 89118

Dear Ms. Shaffer-Kugel:
RE: State Board Participation on Accreditation Site Visits

This letter is to notify you that the institution(s) listed below have indicated a willingness
to have a representative of the state board participate in the Commission on Dental
Accreditation’s 2016 on-site evaluations of the following advanced dental education
program(s): ‘

Allied Education Site Visits:
Truckee Meadows Community College
Reno, NV
September 22-23, 2016

Appointment Process and Reimbursement: In accordance with the attached policy
statement for state board participation on site visit teams, the state board of dentistry is
requested to submit the names of fwe representatives who are current members of the
board for each site visit listed. The Commission will then ask the institution to select one
of the individual to participate on the visit. You will be notified when the institution has
selected a representative. Prior to the visit, the representative will receive an
informational packet from the Commission and the self-study document from the
institution. The state board is responsible for reimbursing its representative for expenses
incurred during a site visit.

Confirmation of State Board Participation Form (to be returned): Each program that
has elected to invite the board of dentistry is identified on the attached Confirmation of
State Board Participation Form(s). The board of dentistry is requested to complete this
form, as described above.

Please note: The Confirmation of State Board Participation Form(s) must be
returned by the due date indicated on each form. If communication is not received
from the state board by this date, it will be assumed that the state board is unable
to participate on the site visit.



Page 2

Conflicts of Interest. When selecting its representatives, the state board should consider
possible conflicts of interest. These conflicts may arise when the representative has a
family member employed by or affiliated with the institution; or has served as a current or
former faculty member, consultant, or in some other official capacity at the institution.
Please refer to the enclosed policy statements for additional information on conflicts of
interest.

Time Commitment. It is important that the selected representative be fully informed
regarding the time commitment required. In addition to time spent reviewing program
documentation in advance of the visit, the representative should ideally be available the
evening before the visit to meet with the team. Only one state board representative may
cover each visit to ensure that continuity is maintained; it is desirable that the
representative be present for the entire visit.

Confidentiality and Distribution of Site Visit Reports: Please note that, as described in
the enclosed documents, state board representatives serving on a team must consider the
site visit report confidential. Release of the report to the public, including the state board,
is the prerogative of the institution sponsoring the program.

If I can provide further information regarding the Commission and its activities related to
dental education site visits, please contact me at 1-800-621-8099 extension 2672 or
baumannc@ada.org . Thank you in advance for your efforts to facilitate the board's
participation in the accreditation process.

Sincerely,

(o Baarane

Catherine Baumann
Manager, Advanced Specialty Education
Commission on Dental Accreditation

CB/sp

cc: Dr. Catherine Horan, Manager, Pre-Doctoral Education, Commission on Dental
Accreditation (CODA)
Ms. Jennifer Snow, Manager, Advanced Specialty Education
Ms. Peggy Soeldner, Manager, Postdoctoral General Dentistry Education, CODA
Ms. Patrice Renfrow, Manager, Allied Education Programs, CODA
Ms. Alyson Ackerman, Manager, Allied Program Reviews, CODA
File

Enclosures: CODA Confirmation of State Board Participation Form(s)
Policy on State Board Participation and Role During a Site Visit
Policy on Conflict of Interest
Policy on Public Disclosure and Confidentiality
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OSAP CORE Dental Infection Control Boot Camp™ 2016

OVERVIEW | PROGRAM | LOCATION | ATTENDEES [ REGISTER | EXHIBITORS

Overview

The OSAP Dental Infection Contrel Boot Camp™ is a core educational course covering
all the basics in infection prevention and safety. The OSAP Boot Camp is a crucial
building block for every dental professicnal with infection control responsibilities.

The course runs from Monday through Wednesday, January 11-13*, 2016 in Atlanta,
GA and offers up to 24 hours of CE credit plus a comprehensive resource binder,
checklists, tocls and much more.

Space is limited so it is important to register early,
Back to Top

Program

Mational and infernational experts in infection prevention and patient safety will deliver a
fast-paced, comprehensive curiculum. The course starts at B am on Menday, January
%1 and concludes at 5:30 pm on Wednesday, January 13 for civilians, *Federal
Services attendees will have braakout sessions on Thursday morning, January 14,

Click HERE for the Boot Camp curiculum. Information on the facully, agenda,
continuing education and ofher details regarding the educational program will be posted
in Cctober.

For a description on the difference between the Dental Infection Contro! Boot Camp and
the June Annual Conference, Click HERE,

Back to Tep
Location

The 2018 OSAP Denlal Infection Control "Boot Camp™ will be held in Atlanta, GA at the
Wesiin Atlanta Perimeler North. Click HERE for details including the special QSAP
discounted room rate and more.

Back to Tep

Afttendees

This course is targeted to;

Infection contral coordinators in busy dantal practices
Educators responsible for infection prevention and safety instruction
Compliance officers in group practices and on dental boards

OSAP InfoBites

WPy Sign up for one frae menth of
M infecticn prevention updates.

Sign Up Today

Member Benefits

‘ Understand which membership s
right for you and enjoy complete
access 1o our educational content.
Learn More

Tool Kits

X

OSAP toolkits are one of our most
valued member resources.
View a sample toolkit

Calendar

Press

=]

Check out all the infection preveation
events for the upcoming months.
View Calendar

OSAP isin the news as the infaction
pravention keader.
Learn More

Federal service employees responsible for infection control in their duty stations (NOTE: there will be additional breakout

sessions for Air Force, Army, Navy, Coast Guard, Public Health Service and Veterans Administration attendees - ¢lick

HERE for details including uniform and paperwork requirements)

http://www.osap.org/?page=2016BootCamp

Federally Qualified Heaith Center (FQHC) personnel responsible for infection control
Consultants and sales representatives who want to demonstrate a CORE level of infection control competency

11/5/2015



OSAP 2016 Boot Camp - OSAP Page 2 of 4

Back o Tep
Registration

The 2016 OSAP CORE Infection Contral Boot Camp offers 24 hours of continuing dental education (CDE) credit. Federal Service
personnel may qualify for an additional 4 hours of CDE credit. Space is limited so it is best to register sarly.

2016 Basje Training
January 11-13, 2016 Atlanta, GA — Register Early and Save
Received between Received after
Registration Fees Qctober 1 - December 6, December 7, 2015
2015
OSAP Members and
Federal Senvice Personnel 400 475
[Non-members [575 [sB50
ddiional Attendees from Same ’$300 I$375
Facili

Click here to register today!

Deadlines for hotel and course registration:

* Menday, December 7, 2015
» After December 7, 2015, there will be a 575 surcharge to register if space is available,

Cancellations received in writing by Decemhber 21, 2015 are eligible for a refund. A $75 administrative fee will be applied to all refunds.
Cancellations received after Decemnber 21, 2015 are not eligible for refunds.

Special Accommodations

If you require special accommadations to participate in the 2016 OSAP CORE Infection Centrol Boot Camp, please include a description
of your needs along with your registration.

Permissions

OBAP offers registrants contact information to facititate networking after the course. By registering, you give OSAP permission to include
your name and contact name in the list. If you do not wish o be included in the list, email your exclusion request to office@osap.org by
December 7, 2015,

OSAP takes photos during the course. By registering, you give QSAP permission to use any images taken at the course in which you
appear, as well as any written comments you submit on evaluation forms,

Contact Information
If you have questions about the program, logistics, or registration:

Email: Office@QSAP.org
Phone: +1 (410) 571-0003 | US & Canada: +1 (80D) 298-8727 | Fax: +1 (410) 571-0028
Mailing Address: PO Box 6297 | Annapelis, MD 21401 | USA

Back to Top

Exhibitors

OSAP will feature a special vendor fair on Wednesday, January 13, Exhibiting personnel also will be invited to demonstrate their
preducts during breaks on January 13. OSAP Corporate members receive a special discounted rate. Note - exhibit space is
limited so register easly.

Click HERE for more information.

Back 1o Tap

QOSAP Disclaimer | Please natify ourwebmaster of any problems with this websile.
OSAP thanks its Super Sponsors for their support in 2015. Sponsorship dees netimply endorsement by CSAP of a company’s praducts o 5ervices.

AR unicies  CROSSTEX |morecrs_ CTDD  WHORYSCHED' corve

HEALTHCARE'

- e uitaneatt o
KenTotalCare PATI'ERSON*SCZU@@ P

DENTAL e cmid teei

Assaciation Management Seftwara Pewered by YourMembership.com® :: Legal

http://www.osap.org/?page=2016BootCamp 11/5/2015
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Federation of Associations of Regulatory Boards
Home Abaut Us. Membership Canferences Programs Requlatory Job Board

Share this page

2016 FARB Forum Clearwater Beach, FL

Usermame
Welcome to the 2016 FARB Forum
Registration Page! A
Il" : ‘iw FARB's 40th Annual FARI;F&;mm will be Januar;;é-;'iZEMG at tin‘a S;ﬁuﬁ;; :EI Remember
*‘\‘I in Clearwater Beach, Flerida. me ‘

e

i‘ Signin §I

Forgot my password or my
usemame

Create a new accourit

...2016 FARB Forum Agenda

Thursday, January 28, 2:30 pm—7:00 pm
Early Registration

Thursday, January 28, 3:00 pm — 7:30 pm ~ OPTIONAL SESSION
Comprehensive Regulatory Training

Friday, January 29, 8:30 am — 5:15 pm
Session Topics:
The Econemics of Regulation
Public Perception of Regulation
Practice and Credential Terminalagy
Mobility and Portability: Statistical, Legislative, Legal and Regulatary Board Perspectives
Maobility Models
Top Regulatory Cases

Friday, January 29, 5:15 pm - 6:15 pm
FARE Receplion

Saturday, January 30, 8:30 am —12:15 pm
Sessfon Topics:
Online Applications
Technology and Board Meelings
New Legislalion Affecling the Regulatory Community

Sunday, January 31, $:30 am - 11:30 am
Session Topics:

Execulive Sessions

Criminal Prosecufions

Advisory Opinions

For a complete agenda and detailed conference information, download our conference brochure.

....Reservations
Attendees are responsible for securing their own ho'e! reservations.

Reservations may be made by conlacting the Sandpear directly:
The Sandpear

500 Mandalay Avenue

Clearwater Beach, Florida 33767

Reservations: 877-726-3111 or 727.674-4111

www.Sandpearl.com

FARB has reserved a block of rooms at the Sandpearl specifically for Forum attendees, yet rooms sl out quickly and
may be sold out before the deacline. Please make your hotel reservations promaptly.

https://www.imis100us2.com/farb/SharedContent/Events/Event_Display.aspx?EventKey... 11/10/2015



Event Display - 2016 FARB Forum Clearwater Beach, FL ‘ Page2 of 2

Flease refer to the FARB group code 1601FA when making your resarvations 1o ensure you get the reduced room rate
of $209,00 per night. If you would like to extend your reservalion pre- or post-conference, please call the reservation
Ine.

The hotel reservation deadline is Tuesday, January &, 2016. Hotel reservations made afler this dale are subject fo
availability and rate increase,

Hatel cancellations must be made no later than Wednesday, January 20, te avoid the canceliation charge of one
night's room and tax.

We recommend Supershuttle for your transportation needs at the Forum. You can use this dedicated reservation link
far a! i i ular fare. Click here for more information.

Please note: You must be logged in to register. If you are
registering someone else you must be logged info the
atfendee's account. Please contact FARB if you need
assistance with your FARB account.

When  1/28/2016 - 1/31/2016

Contact Us

The Federation of Asscciations of Regulatory Boards
1466 Techny Road

Northbrook, Jlincis 60062

(847) 559-3272

farb@farb.org

Connect With Us

g’ ‘5 Likeuson :
i Facebook * Click to visit Lock Up A License

& Capyright 2014 Federation of Assaciations of Requlatary Boards (FARB)

https://www.imis100us2.com/farb/SharedContent/Events/Event_Display.aspx?EventKey... 11/10/2015



To: Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
Re: Request for Formal Petition before the board

Date: 08/20/2015

My name is Travis Sorensen license # $2-130. | am writing to request a petition before
the board on September 18th, 2015 regarding the duration of the probationary period placed on
- my license as a result of the stipulation agreement | entered into on June 19th, 2015.

Thank you

Travis Sorensen DDS
S2-130

| Received
| / | AUG 2 b 2015
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“N'EVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL

TRAVIS M. SORENSEN, DDS,

= P = . WP . T ¥, U '-b-_z:«

STATE OF NEVADA
BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

EXAMINERS, | Case No. 74127:02779
Cornplainant,
" DISCIPLINARY .STIPULATION
Ve | AGREEMENT

Respondent.

—t

NRS 631 3475 MaIp;actlce professmnal 1ncompetence distiplinaiy action in anothér state; substandar‘
;procurement or admlmstratlon of controlled substanee or dangerous drug, mebnety or. ada—lctlon BrosS 1",

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between TRAVIS ‘M.,
SORENSEN, DDS (“Respondent” or “Dr. Sorensen”); and the NEVADA STATE BOARD @F .
DENTAL EXAMINERS (the “Board”); by and through A. TED TWESME, DDS, Discipliﬁ'ary :

Screemng Officer (“DS0O”), and the Boatd’s legal counsel, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ., of the law

firm MORRIS, POLICH & PURDY, LLP asfollows via this Disciplinary Stipulation Agr eement

4

(“Stipulation Agréement” or “Stipulation”):

.,

1. Via a Notice of Investigative Complaint & Request for Recoids dated 'February 12, 201’5

(“Investlgatlvc Complaint™), the Board not1ﬁed Respondent that at a properly noticed meetmg»on

prd:

|| -authorized rcgardm_g whether Respondent possibly violated NRS 631.3475(7).}

! NRS 631.3475(7) provides:
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DET ey 044 0300

The Investigative Complaint was preceded by the Board receiving information 'ori-;"br "
about January 20, 2015, that Respondent had sought in-patient treatment for possible addictjqnl :
of controlled substances that are generally administered to patients needing either génér'_al*'
‘émesthesia and/or conscious sedationt in Respondent’s Nevada dental practice. This ipfonn'at?if()n'
was subsequently confirmed and acknowledged by Respondent. |

Accordingly, on January 23, 2015, Respondent provided written acknowledgment and’
agreement to the following:

1. You [Respondent] voluntarily agreed to immediately surrender your
General Anesthesia Permit GA183 issued by the Board on April 25, 2014.

2. With regards to your SpGClaIty dentist I1censc issued to you by the Board
(Oral and Maxﬂlofamal Surgeon; specialty llcense numbeér 52-130; speclalty
license date: 06- 27—2014) y6u voluntafily agreed that-effective mnnedlately you
would cease practicing dentistry and/or oral and miaxillofacial surgery in the state
of Nevada.

3. You voluntarily agreed that you will prov1de in writing to the Board at
least five (5) days’ notice of your intent to resuine the practice of dentistry and/or
oral and maxillofacial surgery in the state of Nevggg.

4. You advised that you are currently seeking in-patiént treatment for
possible addlcnon of controlled , substances that ‘are generally administered to
patients needmg gither general anesthesia afid/or -conscigus sedation in your
Nevada dental practice.

Id.,pg 1.

2. On February 25, 2015, the Board received Respondént’s written response dated February

25,2015, in regards to the Investigative Complaint.

‘3. On February 26, 2015, the Board received certain records regarding Respondent frém .

Junsafe or.unreliable as a practitioner, or such gross immorality as tep’lds to bﬁng reproach upon the dental‘prqfegj;sjigg;-
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Highland Ridge Hospital.
4, On March 2, 2015, the Board received a copy of a contract between Respondent and
:ﬁroi’essional R_eaéhiil'ngevada-’Recovery Network (PRNi'PRN) dated March 2, 2015.

5. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, DSO, A. Ted Twesme, DDS,
finds for this matter and not for any other purpose, including any subsequent civil action, |

Respondent violated NRS 631.3475(7) relative to Respondent’s addiction to a controlled

substance as more fully addressed in the documents referenced above.

ot [— S

6. Respondent admits to the findings of the DSO, A. Ted Twesme, DDS, contdined ‘i |

Paragraph 5 and admits for this matter and not for any other purpose, iﬁcluding any subsequent

—

civil action if this matter were to proceed to a full board hearing, a sufficient quantity and/ot |

_—
e

quality of evidence could be proffered sufficient to meet a preponderance of the evideilee

15 standard of proof demonstrating Respondent violated the statutory provision(s) noted above'in
lﬁ Paragraph 5.
17
18, 7. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, the findings of the Disciplinaty
19; Secreening Officer, end the admissions by Respondent contained in Paragraph 6 above, he
20 parties have agteed to resolve the pending investigations jpursuant to the following disciplinary |
21’f terms and conditions:
22 j
o3 A. Pursuant to NRS 631 350(1)(d)(h) Respondent shall be placed on probatlon and‘ihls :
24
25
26 perlod Respendent $ practlce shall be Sup

(- Pa e3'o"f1-5‘
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1 keeplng and dental treatments, including but not limited-to patients who receive geifei: 1
. ancsthesia. Such superv151on and monitoring shall mclude but will riot be lirnited ito,
2 personally observing the tréatment rendered to those patients who receive general -
3 anesthesla

4 B. 'In the event Respondent 1o longer -practices, dentlstry in the-State of Nevada prlor"ﬁto_f
5 completron of the above-referenced probatlonary penod the probatlonary penod shall e
- tolled. Tn the event the probatmnary period is tolled because Respondent does not: prac e -
6 in the State of Neévada and the- terms and condltlons of this Stiphldtion Agreement are not .
: satisfied (i.e., including completmn of the probatlonary perlod) within fouir (4) years*'of ‘
7 adoption of thrs Stlpulatlon Agreement by the Bodrd, Respondent agrees his license‘to
2 practice dentistry in Nevada ‘Will be deemed- Voluntarlly sutréndered with dlscnplmary

' action. Theredfter the Board’s Executive Director without any further action or heanng ;
9 by the. B0a1d shall issue an Order of Voluntary Surrender with disciplinary action and
réport same o the National Practltloners Data Bank ;

10

11 C. Pursuant to NRS 631 350(1)(d) Respondent shall exéctite a HIPAA compliant release in
i favor of the ‘Board ‘and its agents/attorneys w1th regards to any and all information

12|l regardmg the contract“between Respondert and Professiohal Reachlng Nevada-Recovery .

13" Network (PRN-PRN) dated March 2, 2015,

1 4 D. Pursnant to NRS 631 350(1)(d) during the probatlonary perrod the following terms and
_ conditions shaII apply with regards to Respondent s a 1strat10n of general anésthesid
15 or deep sedation (subject to an edrlier cessatlon/modrﬁcatlon as more fully addlessed“

below):
16 ‘
17 1. Respondent shall submit an applrcat_ron to the Board for a gen 5]
. anesthesia penmt If Respondent s apphcatlon for a general ang; "thesm _permit (% zf& ii
18] permiit”) is approved/granted it is -spec1ﬁcally agreed and ackn ' ledged that the GA .
lé permlt shall immediately be subject to the following tarins and corditions: .
26 Ca Respondent’s GA permit shall -be utilized by Respondent for he -
] sole purpose of elnploymg a -certified reglstered furse ane thetist (“CRNA™ 4o .
21 admmlster general anesthema or deep sedatlon 0T - conscrous sedatlon to patlents with .
2
23|
24
27, . /
A Page 4 of 15
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below 1egard1ng requnements for same) w1thout the CRNA bemg physmally presentz
the room Wwith Respondent. '

b. After twelve (12) months from the adoption of this St1pu1at1on¥by j
the Boaid, assummg there are no v101at10ns of any-of® the p1ov1s1ons coritainied in-

perrmt shall contmue for the remamder of the dufaflon of the probatlonary peuod o1
pursiant to furiher order of the Board.

of an Ordler of Revoked by the Board’s ﬁxeeu 1_ve Dlrector Thereafter Respondent m
request after one (1) yeat from’ the date of the Qtder of Revoeatlon stbmit an apphcat
for 11cense assuming Respondent is in compllance with - aIl other terms, and COIldIth

this st1pu1at1on Respondent~, aives any nght to seck _]ud1e1a1 rev1ew mcludmg 111_]11110
relief from any.coutt of competerit junsdlctlon ihcluding a Nevada Federal District.C
or'Nevada State- Dls‘mct C urt to reinstate his privi ge to pract' e !dentlstl'y in the S
of Neva_da.'gKéfspondeﬁt- shall al8o beres'p”ons1b for any ¢osts "o ftormdy’s fees incur
in the event the Board has to seek mjunctlve relief to prevent Respondent from practlc
dentistry. dunng the penod Respondent s license is automancally tévoked:

Pursuant'to NRS 631. 350(1)(d) dur_' ig the preba "onary ‘period, the following ¢ additi
terms  and € ndmons shall 2] _ply 10 Résporident (subject to an edl
cessatlon/modlﬁcatlon as niore fully addressed ‘below):
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: e 'hlS pr1v1leg-e‘ to practlcé denflstry in thé State 6f'Nevada pendifg a fih

Page 6 of 15

aives -any hght"-to seeks _]lldIClal. }GVIGWg )




i,

e - T S T

—

i

M.
0o}

Mforris: P:ﬂr:h & Pnrdy LLE
S0 'Ranr:hu Dnve, Suite 17 ]
A oS Wegds; Nevada 89106

[y
oo b

¢spondent’s initials

However, in the event any Options Proglam test and/or patch 1nd1ca
presénce of controlled substances (rot pursuant to a valid prescrlptron)
illegal dmgs/substances such mfonnatlon/documents shall bécome & p
record and may be used in conneétion with any subseqhent proceedings involv g
Respondent.

-p

2. After twelve (12) months from beginning the Options Program, Af
Respondent has teceived no positive tésts and/or hds had fo comprlsed/tarnpered pate
(as more fully addressed herem) Résporident miay. petltlon the Board to be removed
the Optlons Program requireriient (assuming thére are no other violations of any of the

provisions contained in this Stlpulatron)

a. If a petrtron submitted by Respondent to be released from !the

2

year probatlonary perrod the Board-
d1scret10nary authorlty to Order Responde it
and/or urine tests/analysis (as more fully addr ssed he1e1n) Testmg/analys1s shall
be for controlled, non-prescribed, arid/ot illegal drugs/substdhces.

-b. If a petrtron subrmtted by Respondent to be released from rthe--:?_ -

docurnents and mformatlon and/or HIPAA comphant release in favor of
Board w1th regards to the testmg fac111ty and test/analysrs resnlts ;

Re‘pondent s ’1\16ense to pract1ce dentrstry in the State of Ne

AN
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1
2 pendency of the hearmg before. the Board Respondent waives any r1ght~to‘ :
3 séek judicial feviéw to reinstate h1s prlvﬂege to practice dentistry in the
1 State of'Nevada pendlng a final Board hearlng
4 :
: 2. In the event ReSpondent after personal service falls 40 |
5 present ‘himself foi random drug t_"?"tmg, within four (4) hotis when-
6 ordered by thé Executive Dlrector c ‘Executlve Drrector w1thout ﬁ y
fuither hearing or action by the. -Board , shall issue an Order suspend;ng,
7 Respondent’s license -to p1actrce dentlstry in the State of Nevada
2 Thereafter, Respondent may request a hearing before the Board:io
reinstate Respondent s license to practice dentlstry m Nevada Burmg ;the
9 pendency ¢ of the hearmg before th' o ‘
: scek judrc1al Teview 1o remstate hi
10 Stite of Nevada pending-a fifial Boatd he 1ng If respondent is planmg ‘on.
1l beinig out of the state of Nevada or, Wﬂl not be available for te St g
| Respondent must in writing - 1nforrn’th : Board’s Execytive Director of any |
12 such unavallablllty at least forty- -eighit (48) hours in advance
13 3. Respornident authorlzes reportshnfonnatron generated from-
14 the random drug itest to be furnlshed,_ 10, the Executrve Director of jthe -
R Board All reparts submiitted to the jExecutlve "Dlrector of the Board sh 1l
15 rémain confidential. Howevel in’the €vent Respondent tests positive:for |
an 1llega1 or controlled substances 1o prescnbed o Respondent siich et
16 results shall become a publlc record and may | be used in contgction w1th
17 any. subsequent proceedlngs mvolvmg Respondent
18 F. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1)(d), during the probationaty period, the following addrtlonal '
19' terms and cofiditions shall apply to Respondent
20 1. Respondent shall not prescrlbe more than twenty (20) units of a controlled
substance to a patient for each treatinent date.
21 :
' 2. Respondent shall not otder more than 250 cc of 0.05 mg/cc of fentanyl in
22 any thirty (30) calendar day péricd.
23 3. Respondent shall ut1hze only one (1) suppher for anesthesra medlcano‘ S. -
24 Respondent shall provide the Board Wi address, and ¢o )
4 supplrer Respondent shall angd- does ‘Het
2% eceive .and geview information and,
Féll medication supplrer(s) Re spondent: shall
Ly Page 8 of 15-
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1 and information from and with regards to Respondent s anesthesia medications suppl"‘r.
' Respondent shall also authotize that a .copy of each drug order ‘from any and; ,1'14.
2 desighated suppliex(s) will be sent to A. Ted Twesine, DDS, DSO so that diiig
3 inventories can be verified during onsite inspections.
4 If Respondent intends to change supphers for anesthesia medleatlons Respondent D
shall advise the Board’s Bxecitive Director in ‘writing -and provide an ‘appropriate -
5_ - anthorization for documents/information for the new suppher in favor of the Board {as
6 referenced above). Infonnatmn to be prov1ded to the Board’s Executive Director shall
include:
7
g a, the name, address, and contact information of the current supplier
b. the beginning date and end date forthe current supplier
9 C. the name, address, and contact information for the new supplier
ICt d. the beginning date for the new supplier
1 4. All anesthesia medications and controlled substances shall be stored 1 ina
' cabmet/safe secured by a keyed and/or combm“ ti_on lock.- ThlS requlrement apphes 0
12 each office location where Respondent p ctices dentlstry and/or where dhe,
administration of general anésthésia may be performed by Respondent or, as niore fill ly
13 addresséd above, by a CRNA. Respondent shall ;provide 2 list of all facilities/sites dnd
14 their addresses where he will be superwsmg GRNA administéred general anesthe 2’
and/or conscious sedation. All sich locations mitist have currefit-site certification by 1the
15 Nevada State Board of Dental Examirers for the admlmstratlon of general anesthesia. ,
16 5. ReSpondent also agrees that the, only person who will have access to. ;fhe
17 drug lock boxes will be Dr. Ross Stokes a eq" e_ntly fully hcensed _"dentlst in Neva .
_ and/or the: CRNA(s) that have prev1ously ‘been’ de51gnated the Re_, ondent unde;
18 terms anid conditions noted above i this Stlpulatlon Responden fiirther agrées. th f
L inventory of all general anesthesia and/or conscigus sedation ‘drigs will be kept -at. € h
19 office by Dr. Ross Stokes and/or the desighatéd CRNA(S) Siich inventories shall €0 '
20 the ddte and amount of drugs removed and!or transferred to another facility for p: ent
- use. Addmonally, the. de31gnated CRNA(S) shall “keep an. ac¢urate;drug log that list
21 patlent's nare, date of admifiistration, amounts given to the patlent and any amounts ¢
were properly dlscarded These logs shall bé-képt in the drug lock box at each SIte : _
22 shall be available for mspectlon with or w1thout prior notlce durmg normal workzng:;_
23| hours by the Executive Director of the Nevada State Board 6f D lental Examiners anﬁ/ |
: an agent appoinited by the Bodtd.
24 :
6. Respondent acknowledges and agrees that uppn receipt -by the Box i
25 Executive Director of substantial evfdence tha "_Wespondent has VJOlatcd 0T fa: ed
26 coinply with’ any of the {érins and conditions o Paragraphs’ TFA., THD., T 3., 7’F
27| 1 |
K Page 9 of 15
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i
1 and/or 7 i 08 S Respondent agrees his license to practice dentlstry in the State of Nevada',
: shall be automatrcally suspended without any further-action of the Board other than he-
2 issuance of an Order of ‘Suspension by the Board s Exécutive Director. Therej
3 Respondent may request, in writing; a hearing before the Board to reinstate Respondent 5 ‘
license. However, prior to a full Board heanng, Respondent waives any right to seek
4 _]lldICIaI 1evlew mcludmg 1njunct1ve reljef> from any court of . -competent JUIISdICtIOIl
r mcludlng a Nevada Fédetal District Coiirt or Nevada State District Cdurt to remstate aLh1s :
3 pr1v1lege 1o p1aetlce dentlstry in the State of Nevada pendmg a final Board heanng ;
6 Respondent shall also be: 1espon31b1e for-any costs of attorney s fees iriclured in the event |
I the Board has to seek mJunetlve relief to prevent 'espondent from plactlclng dentlstry'
7 during the period Respondent’s licehse is automati¢ally suspended.
& G. Pursuant to NRS 631.350(1)(d), Respondent further agrees during the above-referenteéd .
9 probationary penod wherein Respondent 18 praetlemg dentistry in the State of Nevada r
. Respondent shall maintain a daily log containing the following information for afiy -
10 patlent(s) who receive anesthesia:
H ].  Natie of patient
19| Date treatmerit tommenced
13,‘ 3. Surgical tredtiment peiforined
14 The, daily log shall be made available during normal business hours without notice. In
addrtton durmg the above—referenced probat1onary period, Respondent shall mail to? the
15 Board 1o later than the fifth (Sth) day of the'month a copy of the daily log(s) for xthe‘
k precedlng calendar month (for example by May 5 Respondent shall mail to the Boaid.a
16 ‘ (heremafter monthly log mai 1i
17 1equ1rement ). Respondent ao}mowledges faltur 10 comply With the monthly log malv;
' requlrement shall be an-admission”of unprofess nl conduet In add1t1on failut
18|[ miaintaid and/or provide the’ datly log upon request by an agent of the Board shall ber _
- admlssmn of unprofess1ona1 conduct. Upon receipt of substan‘nal evidénce that
12 Respondent has either failed t¢ comiply with the-m nthly log miailing requiremnent, fa11ed
20 to maiiitain or has refused to prov1de the daily, log upon request by an agent asmgnedfby _
the Bxe(:utlve Enector of Respondent has refuséd, to provide copies wof: patient recpﬂrd_ ,
21 requested by the agent assigned by the Exectitive ldi_rector Respondent -agrees his hcense .
L to practlee denttstry in the ‘State of Nevada shall I3 automatICally suspended w1thout?:a§~ ny
22 further action of the Board other thafi ‘the 1sSuanee of aii Order of Suspension byiithe
23 Executrve Dlrector Thereafter, Respondent may request in wrltrng, a heanng before ;
» Board fo reinstate Re_s' on'de_n’t’s ,Iieense. .ﬂoweyer, pﬁqr to a .=fu'1_l .Boird hea 1
24 Respondent wa1ves any nght to seek lldlClal rev1ew 1nclud1ng mjunctlve relief from
25
26
27 . .
o Page 10 of 15
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a‘ 1 .attorney s fees incurred in the event the Board hag to seek injunctive relief to -
_ Respondent from practlcmg dentlsuy durmg the “period Respondent s hce.___, ¢
2 automatlcally suspended
3
4
6
7 :

g rnust be made payable to the Nevada State Boald of ‘Dental Exannners and malled :
= dn'ectly to 6010 S. Riinbow Blvd., Suite Al, Las Végas, Nevada 89118.
9
i L
10
11
12
13
14
15
16|)
17
L competent Jurisdiction, 1nclud1ng a Nevada Federa District Court or a Nevada St
19 District Couit to reinstate her licénse prior to cuting aty défault on the amounts: “due & A
20 owing a$ addressed above
21 J. In the event Respondent fails to cure any defaulted payments within forty-five (45) days il
2 of the default Respondent agees the amount iy be reduded t6 _]udgment -
23 K. Respondert walves any right to have any amount(s) owed pursuant to this Stlpulatlon
: dlscharged in bankruptcy s '
CG)NSENT .
Reéspondert thas read all of the prov1smns contamed in thi$ Stlpulanon Agreement "’s d
Page 111 15
6 ’Oﬁdent_’s initials , [&



agrees with them in their entirety.

9. Respondent is aware by entering into this Stipulation Agreement he is waiving cef’t}i’iﬁ :
rvaluable dne process rights contained in, but not hmlted {o, NRS 631, NAC 631, NRS 233B- and i -
NAC 233B.

10. Respondent expressly waives any right to challenge the Board for bias in dccid_if:f;‘g |
whether or not to adopt this Stipulation Agreement in the event this matter was to proceed to a
full Board hearing.

11, Respondsnt and the Board agree any statements and/or documeritation made or
‘considered by the Board during any properly noticed open mectﬁlg to determine whether.to .
adopt or reject -this Stii)ulaiﬁon Apgreement are privileged settlement negotiations and therc’fére',
$uch statements or documentation may not be used in any subsequent Board hearing or judi,é'iibi |

review, whether or not judicial review is sought in either the Siate or Fedefal District Court.

12.  Respondent acknowledges he has read this Stipulation Agreement. Respondeit
‘ackiowledges he has ‘béen advised li¢-has the right to lﬁave this matter reviewed by indepehti;{a%fﬁt »
‘Gounsel and he has-had ammiple opportunity to seek independerit couinsel. Respondent has been
'~spec1ﬁcally informed he should seék independent counsel and adv1cc of independent counsel
*would be in Respondent’s best interest. Having been advised of his right to independent counsel

‘as well as had the opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent hereby acknowledgeg he |

|| is has voluntarily chosen not seek and/or retain independent counsel. Notwithstand:fﬁg,
ReSpondent specifically admits and dcknowledges his understanding of the terms and COIldIthIlS _:

|| of this Stlpulatlon Agreement. Respondent’s initials: Z S

1113, Respopder’it. ackriowledges he is consenting to this Stipulation Agreement voluutaffi!y, '

44,

without coetcion er dutess and. in the exercise ofhet own frée will. R
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14, Respondent acknowledgés no other promises in reference to the provisions contained-in | -

O 66 1 Ohy L b L LY

|| and understands its terms and acknowledges he has signed and initialéd of his own free will: and .

{j without undue influetice, coercion, duress, or intimidation.

fhis Stipulation Agreement have been made by any iagjent, -employee, counsel or any person

‘:afﬁli{a-ted with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examinérs.

15.  Respondentacknowledges the provisions in thi§ Stipulation Agreement contain the e11t1re
agreement between Respondent and the Board .and:the provisions of this Stipulation Agreefﬁ‘éhi »

can only be modified, in writing, with Board approval.

16.  Respondent agrees in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation Agreement, he hereby
Wwaives-any and all rights to seek judicial review or otherwise to challenge or contest the valic':iit}; :

of the provisions coiitained herein,

17.  Respondent and the Board agree none of the parties shall be deeined the drafter of this :
Stipulation Agreement. In the event this Stipulation A_ﬂg’i‘éement is construed by a court of law:or
equity, such court shall not construe it or any provis’i_gje hereof against.any party as the dreaﬁer: :
The parties heieby acknowledge all parties have coﬁt;‘iﬁuted substantially and materially to the )

préparation of this Stipulation Agreement.

18. Respondent specifically acknowledges by his mgnature ‘herein and by her initials at the
bottom of each page (arid at Paragraph 12 above) of this Stlpulanon Agreement, he has 1ead

19.  Responderit acknowledges in consideration of executioh of this Stlpulanon Agleement

_Respondent hereby releases, rermses and forever dlscha1 ges the State of Nevada, the Board and ‘

REghprdent’s initials




. et

if any.

20.  Respondent acknowledges in the cvent the Board adopts this Stipulation Agreemerit; it
midy be considered.in any future Board proceeding(s) or judicial review, whether such ]udlclal

Teview is peiformed by either the State or Federal District:Court(s).

21,  This Stipulation Agreement will be considered by the Board in an open meeting: Tt.i§ |
-understood and stipulated the Board is free to accept or reject this Stipulation Agreement and if it
is rejected by the Boird, the Board may take other and/or- further action as allowed by st_at’ii?ce,- _

‘regulation, and/or appropriate authority. This Stipulation Agreement will only become effebtiire '

10 when the Board has approved the same in an open meetmg Should the Board adopt ’chls‘2
11 Dlsclphnary Stlpulatlon Agreement, such adoptlon shall be con31dered a final disposition of al
12 gontested case and will become a public record and is reportable to the National Practltm;; ] '
13 Data Bank.
14
05 DATED this lé day of __ ,
16 B R
19 éﬁﬁl’sm &oténsen, DDS
1 8 Respondent
19
1| APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT
20
22 A Ted Twesme DDS
23; ‘Elsmplmary Scréening Office
2% this }(,‘9 day of \)U M ,2015.
2K
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BOARDACTION
This Disciplinary Stipulation Agreement in the matter captioned as Nevada State ‘Board
of Dental Examiners vs. Travis M. Sorensen, DDS, case no. 74127-027:79 was (check
appropriate action): 7
Approved ¥ Disapproved
‘by a vote of the Nevada State Board of Dental Exan.]iners at a properly noticed meeting v
DATED this / 1 dayof Jun€. 2015
Tlmothy T. Pifither DﬁS - President
NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

HAWDDOCS\3336\38211\LV161185.D0CKv2
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ORIGINAL

STATE OF NEVADA
BEFORE THE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL
EXAMINERS, Case No. 74127-02832

Complainant, ,

CORRECTIVE ACTION
V8. NON-DISCIPEINARY
' STIPULATION AGREEMENT

ERIKA J. SMITH, DDS,

Respdndent.

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between ERIKA J. SMITI,
DDS (“Respondent” or “Dr. Smith”), by and through her attorney, BERNA L. RHODES-FORD,
ESQ. of the law firm RHODES-FORD & ASSOCIATES, P.C., the NEVADA STATE BOARD
OF DENTAL EXAMINERS (the “Board”), by and through BRADLEY ROBERTS, DDS,
Disciplinary Screening Officer (“DSO™), and the Board’s legal counsel, JOHN A. HUNT, ESQ,,
of the law firm MORRIS, POLICH & PURDY, LLP as follows via this Corrective Action Non-

Disciplinary Stipulation Agreement (“Stipulation Agreement” or “Stipulation”):

JULY 18. 2012, CORRECTIVE ACTION STIPULATION AGREEMENT

1. On May 11, 2012, Respondent entered into a Corrective Action Stipulation Agreement
with the Board in case no. 11-02285 which was approved by the Board on July 18, 2012, which,

in pertinent part, provides:

1. On June 6, 2011, the Board notified Respondent of a verified complaint received
from Sunshine Flores on behalf of Minor, Shawn Wainwright. On June 20, 2011, the
Board received an answer to the complaint filed on behalf of the Respondent by Andras
F. Babero, Esa.

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

Officer, Bradley Roberts, DDS, applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial
evidence as set forth in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729

(_QJ , Page 1 0of 13 M
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P.2d 497, 498 (1986); and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060,
881 P. 2d 1339 (1994), see also NRS 233B.135(3)(e), but not for any other purpose,
including any other subsequent civil action, finds there is substantial evidence that
Respondent failed to maintain proper records of pediatric patient Shawn Wainwright in
violation of NAC 631.230(1)(c).

3. Applying the administrative burden of proof of substantial evidence as set forth
in State, Emp. Security v. Hilton Hotels, 102 Nev. 606, 608, 729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986);
and see Minton v. Board of Medical Examiners, 110 Nev. 1060, 881 P. 2d 1339 (1994),
see also NRS 233B.135(3)(e), Respondent without admitting to the opinion of the
Disciplinary Screening Officer contained in paragraph 2, acknowledges for settlement
purposes only, if this matter were to proceed to a full board hearing, substantial evidence
exists that Respondent failed to maintain proper records of pediatric patient Shawn
Wainwright in violation of NAC 631.230(1)(c). :

Id., at 1:20 to 2:12 (emphasis in original).

PATIENT. SHERRY WEST

2. Via a Noftice of Complaint & Request for Records dated September 9, 2014, the Board
notified Respondent of a verified complaint received from Sherry West. Via letter dated
September 20, 201[4], Respondent’s attorney was advised that his request for an extension to file
an answer to Ms. West’s verified complaint was granfed to and including October 10, 2014. On
October 10, 2014, the Board received a writien response (w/enclosures) dated October 10, 2014,
from Respondent’s attorney in response to Ms. West’s verified complaint, a copy of which was
provided to Ms. West on October 22, 2014. On November 13, 2014, the Board received dental
records from Dr. Steven DeLisle regarding Ms. West, pursuant to the DSO’s request, copies of
which were provided to Ms. West and Respondent on November 14, 2014. On or about
November 25, 2014, the Board received a copy of the daily schedules from Dr. Smith for the
period April 1, 2014, to May 30, 2014, pursuant to the DSO’s request, copies of which were

provided to Respondent and her attorney.

s

3. Based upon the limited invesﬁgation conducted to date, DSO, Bradley Roberts, DDS,
believes for this matter and not for any other purpose, including any subsequent civil action,

Respondent violated NAC 631.230(1)(c) with respect to treatment rendered to patient, Sherry

& M
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West;

A. Respondent’s delivery of four (4) quadrants of scaling and toot planing was
unacceptable. Respondent completed (4) quadrants of scaling and root planing in just
over one (1) hour. Respondent’s daily schedule indicates the patient was only scheduled
for one (1) hour to complete four (4) quadrants of scaling and root planning.
Respondent’s daily schedule also indicates Respondent scheduled several other
procedures immediately after treating this patient.

B. Respondent prepared Teeth #7, 8, 9, and 10 for porcelain fused to metal crowns
during a scheduled one (1) hour appointment. At the end on the one (1) hour appointment
Respondent commenced treatment on the next patient. At the next (1) hour appointment
Respondent permanently cemented crowns on Teeth # 7, 8, 9, and 10.  The next day the
crown for tooth #10 came loose while the patient was eating and the crown was
swallowed. Respondent took a new impression to replace the swallowed crown for tooth
#10 and while doing so the other three (3) permanently cemented crowns detached in the
impression for the new crown for tooth #10. Those three (3) crowns, Teeth #7, §, and 9
were again cemented permanently by Respondent. Respondent refused to deliver the
replacement crown for Tooth #10 because Respondent wanted payment prior to
completing treatment. Respondent’s crowns placed on Teeth #7, 8, and 9 were ill-fitting
due to open and short margins as observed by the DSO and recorded in the notes of the
subsequent treating dentist.

PATIENT. TIMOTHY CARLO

4. Via a Notice of Complaint & Request for Records dated May 5, 2014, the Board notified
Respondent of a verified complaint received from Timothy Carlo. On June 17, 2014, the Board
sent Respondent a letter regarding not having received a response regarding Mr. Carlo’s verified
complaint. On July 18, 2014, the Board received a written response (w/enclosures) dated July 17,
2014, from Respondent’s attorney in response to Mr. Carlo’s verified complaint, a copy of which
was provided to Mr, Carlo on August 11, 2014, On November 21, 2014, the Board received
Respondent’s account ledgers and EOBs regarding Mr. Carlo, pursuant to the DSO’s request,
copies of which were provided to Mr. Carlo, Respondent, and Respondent’s attorney on
November 25, 2014. On or February 20, 2015, the Board received dental records regarding Mr.
Carlo from Dr. Arin Louisignont, pursuant to the DSO’s request, copies of which were provided

to Mr. Carlo, Respondent, and Respondent’s attorney on February 25, 2015. On or February 23,
Page 3 of 13
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2015, the Board received dental records regarding Mr. Carlo from Dr. David Fife, pursuant to the
DSQO’s request, copies of which were provided to Mr. Carlo, Respondent, and Respondent’s

attorney on February 25, 2015.

5. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, DSO, Bradley Roberts, DDS,
believes for this matter and not for any other purpose, including any subsequent civil action,
Respondent violated NAC 631.230(1)(c) with respect to treatment rendered to patient, Timothy
Carlo:

A. Respondent’s build-ups performed on Teeth #13, 14 and 18 were unacceplable.

Respondent left decay under the buildups performed on Teeth #13, 14 and 18. The
remaining decay is noted by the subsequent ireating dentist.

B. Respondent’s failed to take periapical radiographs of the teeth that were prepared.
Without such radiographs, Respondent could not know if the teeth in question had any
periapical pathology that would indicate the need for endontic therapy.

C. After placing temporary crowns on Teeth #13 and 14 the patient complained of
discomfort and sensitivity. Despite knowing of the patient’s compliant, Respondent
failed to take periapical radiographs to determine if Teeth #13, and 14 may require
endodontic treatment.

PATIENT, TIMOTHY WIGCHERS

6. Via a Notice of Complaint & Request for Records dated October 10, 2014, the Board
notified Respondent of a verified complaint received from Timothy Wigchers. Via letter dated
October 23, 2014, Respondent’s attorney was advised that his request for an extension to file an
answer to Mr. Wigchers’ verified complaint was granted to and including November 7, 2014. On
November 14, 2014, the Board received a written response (w/enclosures) dated November 14,
2014, from Respondent’s attorney in response to Mr. Wigchers® verified complaint, a copy of
which was provided to Mr. Wigchers on December 2, 2014. On or February 19, 2015, the Board
received dental records regarding Mr. Wigchers from Dr. Kevin Deuk, pursuant to the DSO’s
request, copies of which were provided to Mr. Wigchers, Respondent, and Respondent’s attorney

on February 25, 2015.

Page 4 0of 13
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7. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, DSO, Bradley Roberts, DDS,
believes for this matter and not for any other purpose, including any subsequent civil action,
Respondent violated NAC 631.230(1){c) with respect to treatment rendered to patient, Timothy
Wigchers:

A. Respondent failure to complete treatment because of the patient’s financial
inability was unacceptable.

B. Respondent record keeping for this patient was unacceptable. The patient’s record
indicates charges for crowns already completed. The patient’s record reflect charges for
treatment on dates when the patient was not even in the office. The patient’s records
failed to indicate the payments made by the patient. Respondent’s records for this patient
do not memorialize any of the conversations with patient regarding insurance problems.

8. Respondent, without admitting to the opinions of the DSO, Bradley Roberts, DDS,
contained in Paragraph 3 (ve: Patient, Sherry West), Paragraph 5 (re: Patient Timothy Carlo),
Paragraph 7 (re: Patient, Timothy Wigchers) acknowledges for this matter and not for any other
purpose, including any subsequent civil action, if this matter were to proceed to a full board
hearing, a sufficient quantity and/or quality of evidence could be proffered sufficient to mect a
preponderance of the evidence standard of proof demonstrating Respondent violated the
regulatory provisions noted above in Paragraph 3 (re: Patient, Sherry West), Paragraph 5 (re:

Patient Timothy Carlo), and Paragraph 7 (re: Patient, Timothy Wigchers).

9. Based upon the limited investigation conducted to date, the findings of the Disciplinary
Screening Officer, and the acknowledgements by Respondent contained in Paragraph 8 above,
the parties have agreed to resolve the pending investigations pursuant to the following non-

disciplinary corrective terms and conditions:

A. Respondent’s dental practice shall be monitored for a period of twelve (12) months from
the adoption of this Stipulation (“monitoring period™). During the monitoring period,
Respondent shall allow either the Executive Director of the Board and/or the agent
appointed by the Executive Director of the Board to inspect Respondent’s records during

:‘ Page 50f 13
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normal business hours to insure compliance of this Stipulation. During the monitoring
period, Respondent’s practice shall be monitored regarding scaling, root planning,
crowns, record keeping, and billing practices. Such monitoring shail include, but will not
be limited to, personally observing the treatment rendered to patients receiving scaling,
root planming, and crowns and regarding the office’s record keeping, and billing
practices. Respondent further acknowledges the Disciplinary Screening Officer and or an
agent appointed by the Executive Director may contact patients regarding scaling, root
planning, crowns, record keeping, and billing practices.

. In the event Respondent no longer practices dentistry in the State of Nevada prior to

completion of the above-referenced monitoring period, the monitoring period shall be
tolled. In the event the monitoring period is tolled because Respondent does not practice
in the State of Nevada and the terms and conditions of this Stipulation Agreement are not
satisfied (i.e., including completion of the monitoring period) within two (2) years from
the adoption of this Stipulation Agreement by the Board, Respondent agrees her license
to practice dentistry in Nevada will be deemed voluntarily surrendered with disciplinary
action. Thereafter, the Board’s Executive Director without any further action or hearing
by the Board shall issue an Order of Voluntary Surrender with disciplinary action and
report same to the National Practitioners Data Bank.

. Respondent further agrees during the above-referenced monitoring period wherein

Respondent is practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada, Respondent shall maintain a
daily log containing the following information for patients receiving scaling, root
planning, and crowns:

Name of patient

Date treatment commenced
Explanation of treatment
Pre and Post radiographs

I LY p —

The daily log shall be made available during normal business hours without notice. In
addition, during the above-referenced moniforing period, Respondent shall mail to the
Board no later than the fifth (5th) day of the month a copy of the daily log(s) for the
preceding calendar month (for example: by May 5, Respondent shall mail to the Board a
copy of daily log(s) for the month of April) (hereinafter “monthly log mailing
requirement”). Respondent acknowledges failure to comply with the monthly log mailing
requirement shall be an admission of unprofessional conduct. In addition, failure to
maintain and/or provide the daily log upon request by an agent of the Board shall be an
admission of unprofessional conduct. Upon receipt of substantial evidence that
Respondent has either failed to comply with the monthly log mailing requirement, failed
to maintain or has refused to provide the daily log upon request by an agent assigned by
the Executive Director, or Respondent has refused to provide copies of patient records
requested by the agent assigned by the Executive Director, Respondent agrees her license
to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall be automatically suspended without any

Page 6 of 13
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further action of the Board other than the issuance of an Order of Suspension by the
Executive Director. Thereafter, Respondent may request, in writing, a hearing before the
Board to reinstate Respondent’s license. However, prior to a full Board hearing,
Respondent waives any right to seek judicial review, including injunctive relief from any
court of competent jurisdiction, including a Nevada Federal District Court or Nevada
State District Court to reinstate her privilege to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada
pending a final Board hearing. Respondent shall also be responsible for any costs or
attorney’s fees incurred in the event the Board has to seck injunctive relief to prevent
Respondent from practicing dentistry during the period Respondent’s license is
automatically suspended.

. In addition to completing the required continuing education, Respondent shall obtain an

additional forty (30) hours of supplemental education as follows:

1 Ten (10) hours re: scaling and root planning
2. Ten (10) hours re: crowns
3 Ten (10) hours re: record keeping and billing practices.

Information, documents, and/or description for the above-referenced supplemental
education must be submitted in writing to the Executive Director of the Board for
approval prior to attendance. Upon the receipt of the written request to attend the
supplemental education, the Executive Director of the Board shall notify Respondent in
writing whether the requesied supplemental education is approved for attendance.
Respondent agrees fifty percent (50%) of the supplemental education in each category
shall be completed through attendance at live lecture and/or hands on clinical
demonstration and the remaining fifty percent (50%) of the supplemental education in
each category may be completed through online/home study courses. The cost associated
with this supplemental education shall be paid by Respondent. All of the supplemental
education must be completed within nine (9) months of the adoption of this Stipulation
by the Board. In the event Respondent fails to complete the supplemental education set
forth in paragraph 9.D. within nine (9) months of adoption of this Stipulation by the
Board, Respondent agrees her license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada may be
automatically suspended by the Board’s Executive Director without any further action of
the Board other than the issuance of an Order of Suspension by the Executive Director.
Upon Respondent submitting written proof of the completion of the supplemental
education and paying the reinstatement fee pursuant to NRS 631.345, Respondent’s
license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada will automatically be reinstated by the
Executive Director of the Board, assuming there are no other violations of any of the
provisions contained in this Stipulation. Respondent agrees to waive any right to seek
injunctive relief from any Federal or State of Nevada District Court to prevent the
automatic suspension of Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada
due to Respondent’s failure to comply with Paragraph 9.D. Respondent shall also be
responsible for any costs or attorney’s fees incwrred in the event the Board has to seek
injunctive relief to prevent Respondent from practicing dentistry during the period

Page 7 of 13 @
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H.

Respondent’s license is automatically suspended.

Respondent agrees within ninety (90) days of adoption of this Stipulation Agreement by the
Board, Respondent shall reimburse the Board for the cost of the investigations and cost
associated in enforcing the terms and conditions of probation in the amount of this Six
Thousand Six Hundred Forty-Two and xx/100 Dollars ($6,642.00). Payment shall be made
payable to the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners and mailed directly to 6010 S.
Rainbow Blvd., Suite Al, Las Vegas, Nevada 89118.

Respondent agrees to reimburse Patient, Sherry West, in the amount of One Thousand Four
Hundred Thirty-Two and xx/100-Dollars ($1,432,00). Relative to Ms. West. Respondent
shall also waive any balance, if any, and withdraw any and all collection efforts, if any such
efforts have been initiated regarding Ms. West. Payment of the $1,432.00 shall be made with
thirty (30) days of the Board adopting this Stipulation. Respondent shall deliver/mail to the
Board (6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Suite Al, Las Vegas, Nevada 891 18) check made payable to
Sherry West.

Respondent represents she has to reimburse the patients’ insurance provider(s) any monetary
benefit(s) Respondent has received. Relative to matters regarding Mr. Carlo, Respondent
shall also waive any balance, if any, and withdraw any and all collection efforts, if any such
efforts have been initiated regarding Mr. Carlo.

Respondent agrees to reimburse Patient, Timothy Wigchers, in the amount of Four Hundred
Thirty-Three and xx/100 Dollars ($433.00). Relative to matters addressed above regarding
Mr. Wigchers. Respondent shall also waive any balance, if any, and withdraw any and all
coliection efforts, if any such efforts have been initiated regarding Mr. Wigchers. Payment of
the $433.00 shall be made with thirty (30) days of the Board adopting this Stipulation.
Respondent shall deliver/mail to the Board (6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Suite Al, Las Vegas,
Nevada 89118) check made payable to Timothy Wigchers.

In the event Respondent defaults (which includes failure to timely pay) any of the payments
set forth in Paragraph 9 and any of its subparts, Respondent agrees her license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada may be automatically be suspended without any further
action of the Board other than issuance of an Order of Suspension by the Board’s Executive
Director. Subsequent to the issuance of the Order of Suspension, Respondent agrees to pay a
liquidated damage amount of Twenty Five and xx/100 Dollars ($25.00) for each day
Respondent is in default on the payment(s) of any of the amounts set forth in Paragraph 9.
Upon curing the default of the applicable defaulted payment contained in Paragraph 9 and
paying the remaining balance in full of any defaulted provision, paying the liquidated
damages and payment of the license reinstatement fee, Respondent’s license to practice
dentistry in the State of Nevada will automatically be reinstated by the Board’s Executor
Director, assuming there are no other violations by Respondent of any of the provisions
contained in this Stipulation Agreement. Respondent shall also be responsible for any costs
or attorney’s fees incurred in the event the Board has to seek injunctive relief to prevent

Page 8 of 13
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EH

Respondent from practicing dentistry during the period in which her license is suspended.
Respondent agrees to waive any right to seek injunctive relief from any court of competent
jurisdiction, including a Nevada Federal District Court or a Nevada State District Court fo
reinstate her license prior to curing any default on the amounts due and owing as addressed
above. :

Respondent agrees to retake the jurisprudence test as required by NRS 631.240(2) on the
contents and interpretation of NRS 631 and the regulations of the Board. Respondent shall
have ninety (90) days, commencing upon adoption of this Stipulation by the Board, to
complete the jurisprudence test. Respondent, upon adoption of this Stipulation shall receive a
username and password to enable Respondent to access the online Jurisprudence
Examination. In the event Respondent fails to successfully compiete the jurisprudence test
within ninety (90) days of adoption of this Stipulation, Respondent agrees his license to
practice dentistry in the State of Nevada shall be automatically suspended without any further
action of the Board other than issuance of an order by the Executive Director. Upon
successful completion of the jurisprudence test, Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in
the State of Nevada will be automatically reinstated, assuming all other provisions of this
Stipulation are in compliance. Respondent agrees to waive any right to seek injunctive relief
from any Federal or State of Nevada District Court to prevent the automatic suspension of
Respondent’s license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada due to Respondent’s failure
to comply with Paragraph 9.J. Respondent shall also be responsible for any costs or
attorney’s fees incurred in the event the Board seeks injunctive relief to prevent Respondent
from practicing dentistry during the period Respondent’s license is automatically suspended.

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

Respondent waives any right to have any amount(s) owed pursuant to this Stipulation
discharged in bankruptcy.

. Respondent is contemplating not actively practicing dentistry in the State of Nevada. It is

agreed that prior to the completion of the monitoring period referenced above, Respondent
may voluntarily surrender her license to practice dentistry in the State of Nevada, pursuant to
NAC 631.160 and the Board shall be required to accept Respondent’s voluntary surrender
pursuant to NAC 631.160 if, and only if, Respondent has successfully and timely completed
the terms and conditions of this Stipulation referenced in Paragraphs 9.D. 9.E., 9.F, 9.G,,
9.H., and 9.J. and, if and only if, there are no new verified complaints submitted to the Board
subsequent to the adoption of the Stipulation by the Board. In the event Respondent
surrenders her license voluntarily pursuant to the terms and conditions of this Paragraph,
such swrrender shall be deemed non disciplinary and will not be reported to the National
Practitioners Data Bank.

CONSENT

Respondent has read all of the provisions contained in this Stipulation Agreement and:
Page 9 of 13
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agrees with them in their entirety.

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

12. Respondent expressly waives any right to challenge the Board for bias in deciding
whether or not to adopt this Stipulation Agreement in the event this matier was to proceed to a

full Board hearing.

13. Respondent and the Board agree any statements and/or documentation made or
considered by the Board during any properly noticed open meeting {o determine whether to
adopt or reject this Stipulation Agreement are privileged settlement negotiations and, therefore,
such statements or documentation may not be used in any subsequent Board hearing or judicial

review, whether or not judicial review is sought in either the State or Federal District Court.

14. Respondent acknowledges she has read this Stipulation Agreement. Respondent
acknowledges she has been advised he has the right to have this matter reviewed by independent
counsel and she has had ample opportunity to seek independent counsel. Respondent has been
specifically informed she 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 the opportunity to seek independent counsel, Respondent has retained BERNA
L. RHODES-FORD, ESQ. of the law firm RHODES-FORD & ASSOCIATES, P.C., as her
attorney and has reviewed this Stipulation with her attorney. Respondent specifically
acknowledges she understands this Stipulation’s terms and terms and conditions and agrees with

the same.

15. Respondent acknowledges she is consenting to this Stipulation Agreement voluntarily,

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

@ , Page 10 of 13
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16.  Respondent acknowledges no other promises in reference to the provisions contained in
this Stipulation Agreement have been made by any agent, employee, counsel or any person

affiliated with the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners.

17.  Respondent acknowledges the provisions in this Stipulation Agreement contain the entire
agreement between Respondent and the Board and the provisions of this Stipulation Agreement

can only be modified, in writing, with Board approval.

18.  Respondent agrees in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation Agreement, she hereby
waives any and all rights to ‘seek judicial review or otherwise to challenge or contest the validity

of the provisions contained herein.

19.  Respondent and the Board agree none of the parties shall bé deemed the drafter of this
Stipulation Agreement. In the event this Stipulation Agreement is construed by a court of law or
equity, such court shall not construe it or any provision hereof against any party as the drafter.
The parties hereby ackubwledge all parties have contributed substantially and materially to the

preparation of this Stipulation Agreement.

20.  Respondent specifically acknowledges by her signature herein and by her initials at the
bottom of each page of this Stipulation Agreement, she has read and understands its terms and
acknowledges she has signed and initialed of her own free will and without undue influence,

coercion, duress, or intimidation.

21.  Respondent acknowledges in consideration of execution of this Stipulation Agreement,
Respondent hereby releases, remises, and forever discharges the State of Nevada, the Board, and
each of their members, agents, employees and legal counsel in their individual and representative
capacities, from any and all manner of actions, causes of action, suits', debts, judgments,
executions, claims, and demands whatsoever, known and unknown, in law or equity, that
Respornident ever had, now has, may have, or claim to have against any or all of the persons or

entities named in this section, arising out the complaint(s) of the above-referenced Patient(s).
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Morris Polich & Purly, LLT
500 5. Rancho Drive, Suile 17
Las Veuas, Nevada 89106
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22. Respondent acknowledges in the event the Board adopts this Stipulation Agreement, it
may be considered in any future Board proceeding(s) or judicial review, whether such judicial

review is performed by either the State or Federal District Court(s).

23. This Stipulation Agreement will be considered by the Board in an open meeting. It is
understood and stipulated the Board is free to accept or reject this Stipulation Agreement and if it
is rejected by the Board, the Board may take other and/or further action as allowed by statute,
regulation, and/or appropriate authority, This Stipulation Agreement will only become effective
when the Board has approved the same in an open meeting. Should the Board adopt this
Disciplinary Stipulation Agreement, such adoption shall be considered a final disposition of a
contested case and will become a public record and is not reportable to the National Practitioner
Data Bank.
DATED this /< day of ﬂfﬁl == 2015

o S

Erika J. Shitlf, DDS
Respondent

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT

By M%ﬂé (?M this %day of %34,/5’— ,2015.

Betha L. Rhodes-Ford, Esq.
Rhodes-Ford & Associates, P.C.
Respondent’s Counsel

/
this /./fz;/day of A{gﬁ&}?ﬁm , 2015,

B/VC//M%
ohn A unt, Esq.
Morris’ Pohch & Purdy, LLP

Boa1d Counsel
«?

PPROXED 48 30 EGRM AND CONTENT

2 { /< 4 : "7/

By 4// // ; M/,/ this ¢ 7 dayof /Yl 44 ¢ ,2015.
Bradley Roberts, DDS /

Disciplinary Screening Officer
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BOARD ACTION

This Corrective Action Non-Disciplinary Stipulation Agreement in the matter captioned

as Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners vs. Erika J. Smith, DDS, case no. 74127-02832 was

(check appropriate action):
Approved /( Disapproved

by a vote of the Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners at a properly noticed meeting

DATED this ﬁ day of S "3704""/4’2/015.

ot

Timothy T. Pinth:er), DDS - President
NEVADA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS

HAWDDOCS\3336\38274\LV 168276.00CK Y2
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6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg. A, Ste. 1
Las Vegas, NV 89118
(702) 486-7044 « (800) DDS-EXAM - Fax (702) 486-7046

Current Phone

wish to reactivate my inactive Dental / Dental Hygiene (circle one) license number

3{,53_, which was placed on inactive/retired status on . I certify {choose one below):

T 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 fegs, You will need to contact the Board office for
confirmation of the correct fees to pay;
2. Provide a Tist 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 (courses must be completed within the previous 12 months):
a, For Dentists reactivating, 20 credit hours are required {of those 20, a 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, 2 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, Tetired, etc.) to practice dentistry or
dental hygieng, 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;

X I have not maintained an active license and practice (no active license and not working) for one or more years outside the
state of Nevada during the period my Nevada license has been inactive or retired;
Requirements for reactivation are:

1. For licenses on inactive/retired status for less than 2 years:
a. Complete items (1) through (5) above.

2. For licenses on inactive/retired status for 2 years or more:
a. Complete items (1) through {5) above;
b. Pass such additional examinations for licensure as the Board may prescribe.

ify that during the period of Ja\’l € 7—0 13 through ND\I . 20 1 5 {the period my license was inactive/retired), [ had
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 fo contact any person, firm, service,
agency, or the like to obtain information deemed necessary or desirable by the Board to verify any information contained in
my application to reactivate my inactive/retired license based upon this affidavit, 1 acknowledge I have a continuing
responsibility to update all information contained in this application until such time as the Board takes action on this
application. Failure of an applicant to update the information prior to final action of the Board is grounds for subsegquent

disciplinary action.
SIGNATURE OF LICENS 4 DATE MUV U/Hb% q , 2015
Y - 7
SUBSCRIBED TO AND SWORY BEFORE ME, this 4 dayof N ovearkh & ,20055 .
SEAL
NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR SAID COUNTY AND STATE .

ADAM A. SHHEINER r-. e ., -((‘—‘ﬂ tﬂ’;‘ﬁ(-’(( a

NOTARY PUBLIC 4 Rev 102013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

#7500089, COMMISSION EXP. 03/31/2019



=%\ Nevada State Board of Dental Examiners
34 6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg. A, Ste. 1
2 7 Las Vegas, NV 89118

(702) 486-7044 » (800) DDS-EXAM » Fax (702) 486-7046

VOLUNTARY SURRENDER OF LICENSE

STATEOF Newda

cOUNTY OF Udsonnme,

I, 674,@,51 /4 %@t S , hereby surrender my Nevada

Dental.{Dental Hygiene (circle one) license number 5.2"'& "/ on / 6 ﬂ‘L day of
’ 20/9.

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.

Licenseg-Signaturg” -~

ﬂ/é{/fo"‘
7

Date

otary Signature y

)fiélsee Current Mailing Address:

}@hon

Received
0CT 2 3 2008
NSBDE

0272013



Nevada State Board of Dental Fxaminers
6010 S. Rainbow Blvd., Bldg. A, Ste. 1

Las Vegas, NV 89118

(702) 486-7044 + (800) DDS-EXAM « Fax (702) 486-7046

LIMITED LICENSE PERMIT APPLICATION

License Number:

" Nevada System of ngher Education

University of Nevada Las Vegas m College of Southern Nevada |:|
Roseman University of Health Sciences I:l Truckee Meadows Community College I:I
Educational Facility Address: City: State: Zip:

1001 Shadpu) LN Mo 7414 Las VECAS NV 89100

Telephone:

PRIVATE PRACTICE
** CANNOT EXCCEED 16 HOURS PER WEEK**

Practice Name: __ (LeNErAations Dentnal

Practice Address: City: State: Zip:
CYH80 L. HDahara ANE. Lab VE(AD NV 89117
“y~relephane: Fax: Email:

ENDORESMENT CERTIFICATION OF DEAN/PROGRAM DIRECTOR FOR LIMITED LICENSE PRIVATE PRACTICE

I HERBY CERTIFY that approval has been granted for %FQDC& s Z E yg 41 (name of applicant)
to enter into private practice pursuant to NRS 631.271 (3)(4) at the location identified above, for hours not to
exceed 16 hours per week.
OFFICIAL SEAL OF ACCREDITED | ‘w
DENTAL SCHOOL OR UNIVERSITY Mﬂ/
ORIGINAL SIGKATURE OF DEAN / PROGRAM DIRECTOR (No stamped signatures)
G’{ Alo ﬁO West

Printed name of Dean / Program I'Jlrector and date

The following information and documentation must be received by the Board office prior to consideration of permit:.R eceived
1. Complete and sign application form;
. N 5ep 3 0 20%
Endorsement signed from dean/program director;

2
3 Submit Certified Verification of Licensure Letter from ALL States you are licensed (other than Nevada) NSBDE
T ) {Please have these letters mailed directly to the Board Office;

Submit Current National Practitioners Data Bank (NPDB) Self Query Report.
**ADDITIONAL LOCATIONS REQUIRE SERPARATE PERMIT APPLICATON**
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