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MEETING OF THE ARIZONA 
STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS 

MINUTES OF THE BOARD MEETING 
OCTOBER 9, 2009 

 
 
Board Members Present: 
Dr. Joyce A. Rosenthal, President 
Dr. Gregory A. Waite, Vice President 
Dr. Louis Sommerhalter 
Ms. Laurie A. Buckles, RDH 
Dr. Jack R. Cole 
Dr. Gary M. Gradke 
Ms. Catherine L. Bevers, RDH 
Dr. Bruce A. Spigner** 
Dr. Scott W. Morrison 
Mr. Jason D. Farnsworth** 
Mr. Joshua Greer 
 
Board Members Absent: 
**Dr. Bruce A. Spigner – from 8 a.m. until 3 p.m. 
**Mr. Jason Farnsworth – from 1:45 until adjournment 
 
Staff Present: 
Ms. Elaine Hugunin, Executive Director 
Ms. Nancy Chambers, Deputy Director 
Ms. Mary DeLaat Williams, Assistant Attorney General 
Mr. Christopher Munns, Assistant Solicitor General 
Ms. Colleen R. Amos, Investigations Supervisor 
Ms. Terry Bialostosky, Programs & Projects Specialist 
Ms. Nancy Elia, Licensure Administrator 
Ms. Marsha Fuentes, Legal Administrator 
Ms. Yvonne Barron, Legal Assistant 
 
NOTICE: 
 
Roll Call votes are recorded and provided as an attachment to these minutes pursuant to A.R.S. §32-3205 
which reads “If a disciplinary action requires a vote of Board members, the health professional regulatory 
Board shall conduct that vote by roll call. The Board shall maintain a record of each member’s vote.  This 
section does not prohibit a Board from using a Consent Agenda.” 
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GENERAL BUSINESS 
 
Agenda Item No. 1 – Call To Order 
 
Dr. Rosenthal called the meeting to order at 8:01 a.m.  
 
Agenda Item No. 4 – President’s Report  
 

A. Report on A.A.D.E. annual meeting. 
 

Dr. Rosenthal reported the A.A.D.E. (American Association of Dental Examiners) is now 
the A.A.D.B. (American Association of Dental Boards).  One of the new changes is a 
course on airway obstruction, which will be ready in approximately one year.  Any dentist 
who has an anesthesia permit will be required to take this course.  A point of interest 
was that Minnesota offers a dental therapist program which is similar to a nurse 
practitioner.  Additionally, Minnesota now accepts the Canadian licensees.  Also, in 
several states, the Boards are requiring their licensees to pay a fee if they are 
unsuccessful in their Board cases.  This would apply to any judicial review action or 
formal hearing in which the licensee is unsuccessful and the Board incurs costs.   

 
Agenda Item No. 5 Executive Director’s Report 

 
A. BOARD MEMBER TRAINING 

Presentation by attorney and staff regarding the following topics: 
 
VACANT 

 
B. Review, discussion and possible action regarding referral of Dr. Lucius N. Butler, IV to 

WREB as an examiner. 
 

Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to REFER Dr. Butler 
to WREB as an examiner.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
C. Alameda Crossing Dental Group – Review, discussion and possible action on staff 

recommendation to vacate vote to open an investigation. 
 

Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Ms. Buckles the Board voted to VACATE its 
vote to open an investigation.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
D. Marketplace Smiles - Review, discussion and possible action on staff recommendation to 

vacate vote to open an investigation. 
 

Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to VACATE its 
vote to open an investigation.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
E. Review, discussion and possible action regarding revised Substantive Policy Statement 

#2, Community Service Guidelines, including revised list of approved clinics. 
 

Upon MOTION and duly seconded the Board voted to ACCEPT the revised Substantive 
Policy Statement #2 and the revised list of approved clinics.  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
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F. Review, discussion and possible action regarding Investigative/Informal Interview Panel 
Checklist. 

 
Ms. Hugunin explained the checklist to the Board which was developed by one of the 
volunteer consultants to be used as a tool during investigative interviews to assist the 
panel in reviewing and evaluating the records and other documents relating to a 
complaint.  Staff has been asked to place the checklist in the Inscriptions publication as 
some dentists have begun using it in their individual practices.  Verbiage will be added to 
inform the licensee that he or she may not rely on the checklist to demonstrate 
compliance with the Dental Practice Act or standard of care in the event a complaint is 
filed with the Board. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, duly seconded the Board voted to ACCEPT the checklist 
as recommended.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
G. Review, discussion and possible action on proposed template for Non-Disciplinary 

Consent Agreement for failure to comply with a subpoena and accompanying cover letter 
and delegation of authority to Executive Director to enter into the consent agreement on 
behalf of the Board. 

 
Ms. Williams stated staff has been trying to develop ways to reduce the number of 
complaints opened by the Board for failure to comply with a subpoena.  According to 
statute, the Board has the authority to issue non-disciplinary civil penalties in those 
instances.  Ms. Williams did some research and developed the template for a consent 
agreement.  The licensee will have the option of entering into an agreement with the 
Board in lieu of having a case opened.  A $500 civil penalty will be imposed and no case 
will be opened.  The use of a consent agreement allows each instance of noncompliance 
to be handled uniformly and with consistence.  In order to implement the agreements, 
delegation must be given to the Executive Director.  
 
The Board wanted language included to let the licensee know the agreement was a one-
time option.  Any subsequent non-compliance issue would result in a case being opened.  
The Board also wanted to include registered business entities as well as licensees.   
 
Upon MOTION by Ms. Bevers, second by Ms. Buckles the Board voted to ACCEPT the 
proposed Consent Agreement with the amendments and DELEGATE authority to the 
Executive Director to enter into these agreements.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
H. Report on FY11 Budget Request.  Information only. 

 
Ms. Hugunin reported the FY11 budget request has been submitted, but the legislature 
has not yet determined what the Board’s budget will be. 

 
I. Report on mandated 15% reduction in FY10 budget.  Information only. 

 
Ms. Hugunin reported the Governor’s Office forwarded a communication which stated all 
agencies must submit a 15% expenditure reduction plan for the FY10 budget prior to 
October 9, 2009.  The plan has already been submitted and, if accepted, will be 
implemented effective January, 2010.  The Board has initiated reductions immediately to 
ensure compliance with the required reduction.  Ms. Hugunin will meet with the Deputy 
Chief of Staff, Finance Director and with the Executive Directors of the Nursing and 
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Medical Boards to discuss the challenges 90:10 Boards may face as a result of the 
mandated reductions.  Also, the agency has been informed that the 15% reduction, if 
accepted, will be permanent and thus affect the FY11 budget request. 

 
J. Annual Report to the Governor.  Information only. 

 
The information regarding the Annual Report to the Governor was provided to the Board 
prior to this meeting.  

 
K. Review, discussion and possible action regarding Board approval of the following 

physicians to render physical assessments. 
 

Bruce A. Bethancourt, M.D. 
Mark R. Wallace, M.D. 
Palliva Purohit, M.D. 
Alfredo Lim, MD 
Neil Sapin, MD 
 

Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to APPROVE the 
list of physicians.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
L. Review, discussion and possible action regarding pre-approval of the following substance 

abuse courses to satisfy Board-ordered continuing education courses. 

i. New Choices 

ii. The Center for Life Skills Development 

iii. Arizona Consulting and Counseling Services 

iv. STI – Scottsdale Treatment Institute Policies and Procedures 

v. Dynamic Living Counseling, Inc.  

vi. Community Bridges  

vii. NAADAC Approved Education Providers: 

ABC Wellness Centre 
Amity Foundation/Extension, LLC 
Ben Franklin Institute 
Byron Katie International, Inc. 
Calvary Center 
Center for Applied Behavioral Health Policy 
Cottonwood de Tucson, Inc. 
International Institute for Trauma and Addiction Professionals 
Kay Bennett 
The Meadows 
Patrick Paul and Associates 
Rio Salado College 
Sierra Tucson, LLC 
Symbionic Innovation, LLC 
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Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to ACCEPT the 
continuing education courses in Ethics and Substance Abuse for pre-approval.  MOTION 
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

M. VACANT 
 
N. Discussion regarding prescribing of Latisse by Dentists. 

 
Ms. Hugunin reported information was received that there are many dentists prescribing 
Latisse which is an ointment that is placed in the eye to promote fuller eyelashes.  Staff 
has confirmed this by checking the website www.latisse.com.  This does not fall within 
the dental practice act and staff recommends a notation in Inscriptions publication and 
on the Board’s website educating licensees that this does not fall within their scope of 
practice.  The Board has dealt with a similar issue when addressing Botox injections.  The 
substantive policy statement (#15) should be modified to include the mention of Latisse, 
specifically.  The Board has received permission from Mr. Earle, AzDA’s Executive 
Director, to reprint any columns from the Board on its website as well. 
 
**The Board directed staff to modify Substantive Policy Statement #15 to specifically 
include Latisse as one of the materials a licensee cannot utilize within the scope of 
practice. 

 
Agenda Item No. 6 – Assistant Attorney General’s Report For Board Direction & Possible 
Action 

 
A. Dr. Sam Hashemian v. ASBDE (Case 280056) 
 
B. Dr. Mu-Hun Kim v. ASBDE  (Case 280093) 

 
Ms. Williams reported no change to these JRA’s. 

   
Agenda Item No. 7 - Personnel Issues 
 

A. VACANT 
 
Agenda Item No. 8 – Request for Action on Licensure/Certificate by Examination 
 

A. Joanna Lee Knowles, RDH - Review, discussion and possible action on disclosure for 
solicitation. 

 
Ms. Knowles was present. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to GRANT licensure.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

Agenda Item No. 9 – Request for Action on Dental Assistant Radiology Certification by 
Credential – Consent Agenda  
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT certification in radiology to 
the following applicants.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
A. Elizabeth Baltierra – Certified in California 

http://www.latisse.com/
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B. Christopher Buenaventura – Certified in California 
C. Felisha P. Long – Certified in California 
D. Lourdes Cervantes – Certified in California 
E. Renee R. Pimentel – Certified in California 
F. Annaliza D. Avendula – Certified in California 
G. Olga M. Virje – Certified in California 
H. Heidi E. Lauterbach – Certified in California 
I. Sandra Ornelas – Certified in California 
J. Jessica L. Roe – Certified in California 
K. Maria D. Andrade Rodriguez – Certified in California 
L. Veronica Gonzalez – Certified in California 

 
Agenda Item No. 10 – Request for Action on Licensure by Credential 

 
A. Dr. Shlaimon T. Sawa – Board approved exam, disclosure of action taken by CA Attorney 

General for Fraudulent Billing to Medi-Cal. 
 

Dr. Sawa was present.  With regard to the pending case in California, he had an additional 
motion to settle out of court.  According to Board staff, California’s website shows Dr. 
Sawa’s complaint as pending, but no decision had been made as of this date.  Dr. Sawa’s 
additional information was dated September 1, 2009.  The Board expressed concern that 
Dr. Sawa did not voluntarily disclose the pending issue in California.  The case was filed 
based upon an allegation of insurance fraud.  The case is still open. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Mr. Greer the Board voted to SUSPEND action on 
Dr. Sawa’s application for licensure until the California matter is resolved.  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
B. Dr. James J. Herget – Board approved exam, disclosure of complaints filed in Wisconsin.  

No action was taken by Wisconsin Dental Board. 
 

Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT licensure.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
C. Dr. Jeffrey T. Meister – 1988 IN State Exam prior to a regional 

 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT licensure.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
D. Dr. Jason G. Barton – 1995 CA State Exam prior to a regional 

 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT licensure.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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Request for Action on Licensure by Credential – Clinical Examination taken more than 5 
years ago 

 
E. Shelia K. Levine, RDH – 1976 NERB Hygiene 

 
Ms. Levine was present. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT licensure.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
Request For Action on Licensure By Credential – Consent Agenda Clinical Examination taken 
less than five years ago 

 
F. Courtney N. Bordbeck, RDH – 2009 NERB Hygiene 

 
Ms. Bordbeck was present. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to GRANT licensure.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

G. Nadia R. Fattohi, RDH – 2009 NERB Hygiene 
 

Ms. Fattohi was present. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to GRANT licensure.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
H. Cara L. Simone, RDH – 2008 Florida Hygiene 

 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT licensure.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
Agenda Item No. 11 – Request for Action on Licensure by Credential – Consent Agenda – 
Board-approved Clinical Examination 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to Grant licensure by credential to 
the following applicants who have submitted documentation of successful completion of a clinical 
examination taken less than five years.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

A. Dr. Eric E. Jacobsen – 2005/2006 NERB 
B. Dr. Sarah I. Schaeffer – 2005/2006 NERB 
C. Dr. Gilberto A. Nunez – 2002 NERB 
D. Dr. David G. Carter, Jr.  – 1999 NERB 
E. Dr. Bruce E. Stewart – 1984 NERB 
F. Dr. Peter M. LoFurno – 1979 NERB 
G. Dr. Gregory P. Mathieu – 1976 NERB 
H. Dr. Theodore Zislis – 1973 NERB 
I. Dr. Jason A. Monroe – 2001 CRDTS 
J. Dr. Travis Dee Whiteley – 2004 WREB 
K. Colleen M. Ondrejcak, RDH – 2006 NERB 
L. Donna l. Tucker, RDH – 2001 NERB 
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M. Kathleen A. Smientana, RDH – 2000 NERB 
N. Tiffany M. Trapp, RDH – 1996 NERB 
O. Heather A. Lasky, RDH – 1995 NERB 
P. Deborah J. Sanford, RDH – 1987 NERB 
Q. Carolyn Stover Stewart, RDH – 1979 NERB 
R. Kimberlee M. Loutzenhiser, RDH – 2009 CRDTS 
S. Holly R. Tanner, RDH – 2005 CRDTS 
T. Tasha L. Schmidt, RDH – 2004 CRDTS 
U. Angelle R. Graham, RDH – 2003 CRDTS 
V. Judy J. Toelle, RDH – 1995 WREB 
W. Sharon I. Trotter, RDH – 1995 CA 

 
Agenda Item No. 12 – Request for Action on Application(s) for Renewal of License 
 

A. Dr. William E. Munson, Jr. - Review, discussion and possible action on disclosure of a DUI 
and related treatment; and physical disability. Review, discussion and possible action on 
opening an investigation for failure to timely report DUI. 

 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to TABLE this 
matter until the December 2009 meeting pending a comprehensive request for a substance 
abuse evaluation and OPEN AN INVESTIGATION for Failure to Timely Report an Arrest.  Mr. 
Farnsworth was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board directed staff to notify the Pharmacy Board of Dr. Munson’s history. 

 
B. Dr. Sibera Brannon - Review, discussion and possible action on disclosure of disciplinary 

action taken by Michigan Department of Community Health. 
 

Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT renewal.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
C. William M. Tudor, RDH - Review, discussion and possible action on disclosure of a criminal 

conviction for misdemeanor possession/use of marijuana; review, discussion and possible 
action on opening an investigation for failure to timely report arrest. 

 
Mr. Tudor was not present, but a character witness, Dr. Todd Smith was present on his 
behalf.  Ms. Williams informed Mr. Smith that because this was not an evidentiary hearing 
and he was not an attorney representing Mr. Tudor, no testimony would be taken from him 
at this time. 
 
The Board believed a comprehensive request for information in the form of a substance 
abuse evaluation was necessary.  Because Mr. Tudor resides in Alaska, the evaluation can 
take place there.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to issue a 
Comprehensive Request for Information to entail a Substance Abuse Evaluation, by a 
medical professional in Alaska AND OPEN AN INVESTIGATION for Failure to Timely Report 
an Arrest.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board indicated it would like this matter brought back for review at the December 
2009 Board meeting. 
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D. Dr. Michael W. Dodd - Review, discussion and possible action on disclosure of criminal 

charges relating to possession of marijuana and assault; review, discussion and possible 
action on opening an investigation for failure to timely report arrests. 

 
Dr. Dodd was present and stated he was not licensed at the time of the arrest. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT renewal and 
OPEN AN INVESTIGATION for Failure to Timely Disclose an Arrest.  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY.  

 
E. VACANT 

 
Agenda Item No. 13 – Recommendation(s) From Board MATP Medical Director 

 
HEALTH AND WELL BEING 

 
A. Dr. Dennis Day - Review, discussion and possible action on evaluation by Dr. Sucher 

and accepting interim voluntary surrender of license. 
 

Upon MOTION by Dr. Gradke, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to ACCEPT the 
Permanent Surrender of Dr. Day’s license to practice dentistry.  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
REQUEST FOR ACTION ON APPLICATION(S) FOR RENEWAL OF LICENSE 
Roll Call Vote is Required 
      The Board will review, discuss and take action regarding disclosures on renewal 

applications.  
 
B. Robert J. Freithoffer, RDH – Review, discussion and possible action on evaluation by 

Dr. Sucher related to DUI disclosure.  Tabled from the August meeting. 
 

Mr. Freithoffer was present. 
 
Dr. Sucher reported this was an isolated incident which required no further treatment 
or monitoring. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT 
renewal and OPEN AN INVESTIGATION for failure to timely report a DUI.  MOTION 
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
C. Dr. Chandan S. Walia - Review, discussion and possible action on DUI disclosure, 

evaluation by Dr. Sucher and opening an investigation for failure to timely disclose 
arrest. 

 
Dr. Walia was present and stated he was not aware he needed to report the arrest 
within 10 days. 
 
Dr. Sucher reported this was an isolated incident and no further treatment or 
monitoring was required. 
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Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT 
renewal and OPEN AN INVESTIGATION for failure to timely report an arrest.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
D. Dr. Stephen A. Kovar - Review, discussion and possible action on DUI disclosure, 

evaluation by Dr. Sucher and opening an investigation for failure to timely disclose 
arrest. 

 
Dr. Kovar was present. 
 
Dr. Sucher reported this was an isolated incident and no further treatment or 
monitoring was required. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT 
renewal and OPEN AN INVESTIGATION for failure to timely report an arrest.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
E. Dr. Leigh-Ann Schuerman - Review, discussion and possible action on DUI disclosure, 

evaluation by Dr. Sucher and opening an investigation for failure to timely disclose 
arrest. 

 
Dr. Schuerman was present. 
 
Dr. Sucher reported this was an isolated incident and no further treatment or 
monitoring was required. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to GRANT 
renewal and OPEN AN INVESTIGATION for failure to timely report an arrest.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
F. Dr. Kevin M. Harris - Review, discussion and possible action on DUI disclosure, 

evaluation by Dr. Sucher and opening an investigation for failure to timely disclose 
arrest. 

 
Dr. Sucher reported this was an isolated incident and no further treatment or 
monitoring was required. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Mr. Greer the Board voted to GRANT renewal 
and OPEN AN INVESTIGATION for failure to timely report an arrest.  MOTION 
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
G. Anita Webb, RDH – Review, discussion and possible action on evaluation by Dr. 

Sucher, opening an investigation and entrance into the MATP.  Tabled from the 
August meeting. 

 
Ms. Webb was present. 
 
Dr. Sucher reported a history of alcohol dependency which had been treated.  Ms. 
Webb has not been to alcohol anonymous nor does she have a sponsor.  There is 
also a history of depression.  Dr. Sucher believed Ms. Webb should be placed in the 
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Board’s MATP.  She already has a two-year period of recovery, so Dr. Sucher 
recommended an option for early release dependent on Ms. Webb’s recovery.   
 
In response to the Board, Ms. Webb did not understand why she should accept a 
violation simply by entering the MATP.  Ms. Williams explained to Ms. Webb that she 
has an opportunity to enter into a stipulation agreement with the Board.  The 
stipulated agreement places the licensee on probation for a period of 5 years which 
is discipline.  The Board can only impose discipline if a violation is found.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite duly seconded the Board voted to GRANT renewal upon 
admission into the Board’s MONITORED AFTERCARE TREATMENT PROGRAM with its 
usual terms and conditions AND psychiatric monitoring with quarterly reports 
submitted to the Board.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
REQUEST FOR ACTION ON LICENSURE/CERTIFICATE BY EXAMINATION   
      The Board will review, discuss and take action on the following applications. 
 
H. VACANT 
 
REQUEST FOR ACTION ON LICENSURE BY CREDENTIAL  
      The Board will review, discuss and take action on the following applications 
   
I. VACANT 
 

Agenda Item No. 14 - CONSIDERATION OF MATP CONSENT AGREEMENTS & REQUIRED 
PERSONAL APPEARANCES  
 
Agenda Item No. 14.A – VACANT 
 
Agenda Item No. 14.B – VACANT  
 
Agenda Item No. 14.C Dr. Keith Rogers 
 
Dr. Sucher reported Dr. Rogers had a history of hydrocodone dependency.  He was detoxed at Arizona 
Bridges to Recovery and completed a month of treatment at Chandler Valley Hope.  Dr. Sucher has 
evaluated Dr. Rogers and placed him in a mirror image program to the Board’s MATP.  Dr. Rogers has 
been compliant and his drug analysis tests have been negative for hydrocodone.  Dr. Sucher 
recommended Dr. Rogers be placed in the Board’s MATP under its usual terms and conditions with an 
added stipulation for restriction to schedule II and II drugs.  He also recommended Dr. Rogers continue 
with his psychiatric treatment. 
 
Dr. Rogers understood that he would be accepting a violation upon entrance into the Board’s MATP. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Mr. Farnsworth the Board voted to REINSTATE Dr. Roger’s 
license to practice dentistry and ACCEPT entrance into the Board’s MATP with its usual terms and 
conditions AND a restriction to schedule II and III drugs for a period of 2 years AND psychiatric 
monitoring for ADHD with quarterly reports submitted to the Board.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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Agenda Item No. 15 - UPDATE ON MATP PARTICIPANTS 
 
All other participants were in compliance at this time.  

 
Agenda Item No. 16 - UPDATE ON ABUSE TRACK PARTICIPANTS 
 
Agenda Item No. 16.C Case No. 280236 
    Sarah Morones, RDH 
 
Dr. Sucher reported Ms. Sarah Morones provided a specimen last month that had been substituted.  This 
means it was not urine at all.  She was subsequently re-tested and was positive for marijuana.  She has 
checked into a treatment facility and is doing well.  She has voluntarily surrendered her license to 
practice dental hygiene. 
 
Agenda Item No. 16.G Case No. 290031 
    Dr. Paul Chang 
 
Dr. Sucher reported Dr. Paul Chang had early issues with noncompliance.  He had tested positive for 
cocaine, but denied ever having used it.  Since then, he has tested positive for alcohol.  When asked, Dr. 
Chang stated it was Nyquil; however Nyquil is on the list of medications which are prohibited.  Dr. Chang 
is in treatment and has been diagnosed as chemically dependent.  He will do 90 days of treatment in a 
facility and has voluntarily surrendered his license to practice dentistry. 
 
Dr. Sucher reported all other participants were in compliance at this time and there were no outstanding 
issues. 
 
Agenda Item No. 17 - PROBATION MONITORING & REQUIRED PERSONAL APPEARANCE 
 
VACANT 
 
Agenda Item No. 18 – Other Committee Reports 

 
A. Mobile Dentistry – Dr. Greg Waite 
 

i. Review, discussion and possible action regarding draft legislation recommendations from 
the Mobile Dentistry Committee.  

 
Dr. Waite reported this committee met approximately three weeks prior to the Board 
meeting.  Mr. Dan Goldsmith, who works with Dr. Ralph Green in his mobile and portable 
dentistry program and Mr. Kevin Earle, Arizona Dental Association (AzDA) Executive 
Director, were also present to speak on this issue. 
 
Mr. Goldsmith stated mobile dentistry serves several needy children throughout the state 
of Arizona.  He agreed that informed consent must take place, but would like it to include 
verbal recorded consent as well as written.  His organization records verbal consents and 
the recordings are readily accessible.  He provided the Board with a legal brief which 
stated only one statute exists regarding written informed consent.  If the treatment will 
consist of oral surgery, written consent must be obtained.  It should be left to the 
treating practitioner’s discretion as to what type of consent is acceptable.  If the parent is 
illiterate or speaks a language other than English, verbal consent is acceptable.  In some 
instances, if verbal consent is not given, some patients would not be able to be seen.  
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Additionally, consent has been obtained over the telephone for approximately 50,000 
patients.  If the Committee will be requiring written informed consent, Mr. Goldsmith 
asked that the law include a grandfather clause so as not to hinder the progress of 
current patients.  In response to the Board, Mr. Goldsmith stated verbal consents are 
recorded and maintained on 2 separate, large hard-drive systems.  The phone call could 
be listened to at any time. 
 
Mr. Earle stated the mobile dentistry units should be subjected to the same informed 
consent procedure as any other dental practice.  There was no way to prove whose voice 
is giving the consent over the telephone or what their relationship is to the patient.  
AzDA was supportive of the initiative to require written informed consent.  This was 
important to public safety and the ability to appropriately treat children.  In response to 
the Board, Mr. Earle stated the initiative, if it were to become law, could not be applied 
to a system that was in place before the law became effective.  At this time, there are 
approximately twenty mobile dentistry units and thousands of children are being served 
by these units.  Most of the mobile units are utilizing written informed consent.  With 
regard to the children who are being presently treated by these units, most of the 
procedures require surgery.  Their oral condition is unacceptable and most need a great 
deal of restorative treatment.  While there is a significant access to dental care problem, 
AzDA was looking at other methods of providing care to these children through Arizona 
Health Care Cost Containment System (AHCCCS). 
 
In response to the Board regarding solicitation, Mr. Goldsmith stated Dr. Green goes to 
schools where there are children who are on free or reduced lunches.  If these children 
have a dentist, they are encouraged to keep that dentist.  If not, they are asked to sign 
up for Dr. Green’s program.  The children are given consent forms to take home.  Dr. 
Green works through the school nurse.  The forms given to the children ask whether 
they have a dentist or not.  Dr. Green also verifies this verbally. 
 
Dr. Waite stated all of these issues were addressed at the committee meeting.  The 
committee was concerned with both the access to care for the children and with the way 
informed consent was obtained. 
 
Ms. Hugunin recommended the Board move forward with the mobile dentistry legislation 
as presented at this meeting, with the caveat that should the Governor’s 15% budget 
reduction be enacted, the legislation cease regardless of its stage in the process.  With 
the reduction, the Board will not have sufficient funds to implement enforcement of the 
bill which includes modifying the current database and website, development of the 
appropriate forms and the issuance of licenses.  
 
Dr. Waite assured the Board that all pertinent persons would have an opportunity to 
speak and address their issues through the legislative process. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Buckles the Board voted to move forward 
with the mobile dentistry legislation as recommended with the caveat that should the 
Governor’s 15% budget reduction be enacted, the legislation cease regardless of its 
stage in the process.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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FORMAL HEARING 
 
Agenda Item No. 19  Case No. 270098 
    Dr. Rosalyn D. Keith 
 
Dr. Keith, her attorney Mr. Tonner, Ms. Williams, on behalf of the State, and Mr. Munns of the Solicitor 
General’s office were present. 
 
Ms. Williams stated the Board had already been provided with the Administrative Law Judge’s (ALJ) 
recommendation and a transcript of the hearing.  Based upon the allegations, the decision was fair.  Ms. 
Williams asked the Board to adopt the findings of fact and conclusions of law as recommended by the 
ALJ.  With regard to discipline, Ms. Williams had originally recommended a suspension in addition to the 
sanctions proposed by the ALJ; however he chose to impose a stayed revocation.  The stay would be 
lifted and the revocation would go into effect immediately upon any future violations to the Dental 
Practice Act or any noncompliance with the Board’s order by Dr. Keith.  Ms. Williams believed this 
provision would adequately protect the public and address the issues Dr. Keith has had before the Board.   
 
The terms, as recommended by the ALJ, also included a restriction of administering of any anxiolysis or 
oral sedation drugs.  Even though Dr. Keith does not have a sedation permit, the ALJ determined Dr. 
Keith exceeded the one dose, one drug exception.  In order to enforce the restriction, audits would have 
to be conducted, at Dr. Keith’s expense, to ensure those drugs are not being administered to her 
patients.  In addition to the audits, Ms. Williams asked the Board to allow its investigator to conduct 
random searches with pharmacies and drug suppliers to ensure the order is being adhered to.  This 
would also be done at Dr. Keith’s expense.  In essence, the ALJ was allowing Dr. Keith one last chance to 
prove that she can be regulated and comply with the Dental Practice Act.  In response to the Board, Ms. 
Williams stated should a revocation occur, it would be permanent but Dr. Keith would be eligible to re-
apply for licensure after a period of five years.  The suspension originally asked for by Ms. Williams was 
not length specific, but she would have preferred a minimum of a 30-day suspension.  Even though the 
ALJ did not recommend a suspension, it was still an option for the Board to consider. 
 
Mr. Tonner believed he was at a distinct disadvantage because the ALJ opinion was written as if he and 
Dr. Keith were not a part of the formal hearing.  The expert witness opinion was not included in the 
report at all and there were several other matters omitted from the report.  It is true that Dr. Keith does 
not have an oral sedation permit, but she did not administer any drug to her patients without being 
properly trained to do so.  In 2004, Dr. Keith and her staff took over twenty hours of continuing 
education through Dental Organization for Conscious Sedation (DOCS) and provided the certificates of 
completion at the formal hearing.  DOCS is similar to the American Dental Association (ADA) or the 
Academy of General Dentistry (AGD) in that it is a voluntary organization of dentists who contrive how or 
how not to properly sedate patients.  Mr. Tonner outlined DOCS protocol with regard to sedation.  At this 
point, Ms. Williams objected to the introduction of new evidence as the evidentiary hearing had already 
taken place.   
 
The Board emphasized that DOCS was not equivalent to either the ADA or the AGD.  Mr. Tonner 
responded by stating his expert witness contended DOCS was a legitimate organization.  The expert had 
testified he was asked by the AGD to speak at its meetings on behalf of DOCS.  This would indicate that 
DOCS was accepted by the AGD. 
 
Mr. Tonner argued that Dr. Keith followed DOCS protocol and the sedation should not be at issue.  None 
of the four patients in this matter were over-sedated, nor were they harmed.  Dr. Keith did take 
measured steps in order to sedate these patients.  The remaining issues were regarding some 
temporaries placed by Dr. Keith which had open margins and original patient records which became 
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damaged while in the trunk of Dr. Keith’s car.  Mr. Tonner did not believe the conduct in this matter 
warranted revocation or suspension.  
 
Mr. Munns advised the Board to forego taking testimony from Dr. Keith at this time. 
 
Ms. Williams stated the ALJ has no set template as to how his opinion should be written.  The fact 
remained that Dr. Keith did not have a permit to sedate her patients.  Because the law is specific with 
regard to sedation, harm to the patients did not need to be determined.  The conduct of administering 
sedation without a permit posed a danger to the health, safety and welfare of the patient.  In any case, 
Dr. Mansfield, witness for the State, testified he reviewed the sedation monitoring tapes and there were 
some areas of concern. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Buckles the Board voted to go into EXECUTIVE SESSION 
for Legal Advice.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
** Executive Session ** 
 
RETURN TO OPEN MEETING 
 
Upon MOTION by Ms. Bevers, second by Mr. Greer the Board voted to ADOPT the ALJ’s recommended 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Upon MOTION by Ms. Bevers, second by Mr. Farnsworth the Board voted to ACCEPT the ALJ’s 
recommended discipline AND ADD the following sanctions: a 90-day SUSPENSION; RESTRICTION of 
administering or prescribing of any Anxiolysis or Oral Sedation drugs; RANDOM RECORD AUDITS, at the 
expense of Dr. Keith, to ensure Anxiolysis or Oral Sedation drugs have not been administered to her 
patients and RANDOM SURVEYS by the Chief Investigator to both Pharmacies and Drug Suppliers, 
reportable to the Board and also at Dr. Keith’s expense.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
The Board believed the conduct in this matter was enough to warrant the inclusion of the 90-day 
suspension. 
 
Mr. Munns advised the Board of its option to determine the effective date of its order. 
 
Upon MOTION by Ms. Bevers, second by Mr. Farnsworth the board voted to ENTER THE ORDER 
EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY for the purpose of preserving the public health and safety.  Dr. Spigner was 
ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
ACTION ON CASES – Morning Agenda 
From Investigative or Informal Interview 
 
Agenda Item No. 23  Case No. 280467 
    Dr. Larry M. Blattner 
 
Mr. Blattner was present and stated he has both a dental and an osteopathic license.  Some members of 
the Board believed Dr. Blattner’s chemical dependency and infectious disease courses taken for his 
medical license should suffice for his dental license.  Ms. Chambers informed the Board the Rule states 
the sponsor of the course must be recognized.  If the continuing education was not provided by a 
recognized sponsor, the course cannot be used for license renewal.  Dr. Blattner responded the language 
on the application did not state the courses must be dental specific.  Ms. Chambers reminded him the 
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course does not have to be dental specific but it must be given by a recognized dental continuing 
education sponsor.  The course can be conducted at Arizona State University, since it is a governmental 
agency. 
 
In response to the Board, Dr. Blattner stated he is not practicing as a dentist.  He wanted to hold his 
dental license in case he decides to teach later.  At this point, he is 9 hours deficient in continuing 
education.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact and 
Conclusions of Law AND imposing NON-DISCIPLINARY CONTINUING EDUCATION of 3 hours in Chemical 
Dependency and 6 hours in Infectious Disease with 6 months time to complete.  Dr. Spigner was 
ABSENT.  Drs. Gradke, Rosenthal and Cole were OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 22  Case No. 280380 
    Dr. Peter A. Bassett 
 
Mr. Cummings, on behalf of Dr. Bassett and complainant GM along with his wife MM were present. 
 
GM stated that since the Investigative Interview (I.I.) took place, his 3-tooth bridge and two of the 
implants have fallen out of his mouth.  He believed the I.I. panel did an excellent job.  He has received a 
check for approximately $10,300, but that only represents half of what he actually paid.  He was not 
expecting the Board to award any punitive fees, but did want the Board to take Dr. Bassett’s license to 
protect the public.  MM stated this issue has taken an emotional toll on her husband. 
 
Mr. Cummings stated the crown and bridge treatment at issue in this case took place in 2002 and 2003.  
The implants were done in 2002 and the crown and bridge work was done in 2003.  The complete 
treatment was a 3-unit bridge and 13 crowns and implants.  GM developed a periodontal condition, but 
refused the periodontal referral.  In 2008, GM went to another dentist who saw the open margins.  Dr. 
Bassett offered to re-do the crowns or have another dentist re-do them at no cost, but GM refused.  He 
then offered to refund $7392 to GM, but he refused that also.  Mr. Cummings stated this case has had 
two I.I.’s.  After the first I.I., GM claimed more implants fell out and the case was forwarded to a second 
I.I with the added allegation of improper implants.  Dr. Bassett sent a check to GM in the amount of 
$10,392, based on the second I.I. panel’s recommendation, even though he did not believe the implants 
failed.  He did not know what else to do to make GM whole.  Mr. Cummings did not believe this case 
warranted more than non-disciplinary continuing education.  Dr. Bassett was originally licensed as an oral 
surgeon but returned to general dentistry.  In 2005, Dr. Bassett began to specialize in oral surgery again. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Dr. Cole the Board voted to impose NON-DISCIPLINARY 
CONTINUING EDUCATION of 6 hours in Implant Treatment Planning and 4 hours in Risk Management 
with 6 months time to complete.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  Ms. Bevers, Dr. Gradke, Mr. Farnsworth, Ms. 
Buckles and Mr. Greer were OPPOSED.  MOTION FAILED. 
 
Discussion ensued among the Board.  It would have been preferable if Dr. Bassett had been present to 
answer questions at this meeting.  This case is over 9 months old and the patient has been compensated.  
Some of the Board members would like to see more continuing education in implantology.  These 
implants were done in 2002 and were done within the community standard of care for that time period.  
There were concerns with Dr. Bassett’s record-keeping, the size and type of implants used, whether a 
surgical guide was used or not and what kind of probing was done.  All of Dr. Bassett’s actions led to the 
loss of the implants. 
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Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Dr. Cole the Board voted to impose NON-DISCIPLINARY 
CONTINUING EDUCATION of 6 hours in Implantology, 6 hours in Diagnosis and Treatment Planning of 
Implants and 4 hours in Risk Management with 6 months time to complete.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 20  Case No. 290085 
    Dr. Richard J. Calabrese 
 
Dr. Calabrese, his attorney Mr. Tonner and complainant PH were present. 
 
Mr. Tonner stated there were two office visits and two phone calls between Dr. Calabrese and PH.  The 
panel upheld the allegation of inadequate antibiotic therapy because Dr. Calabrese did not give PH any 
antibiotics, but there was no indication antibiotics were needed.  Regarding inadequate pain 
management, PH did complain of pain, but also indicated she had pills from another source.  The root 
canal was not completed by Dr. Calabrese but by another dentist who is not a dentist at the same 
practice.  The practice where Dr. Calabrese works was paid for the root canal, but PH has not been 
reimbursed.  The total amount was billed at the first office visit.  A refund of $52 was given to PH, but 
$995 is what was charged for the treatment.  In response to the Board, Dr. Calabrese stated PH was 
given $52 because the normal fee for a root canal is $995.  However, PH is a member of a PPO.  Their 
fees are $52 less than the $995 normally charged.  PH was refunded the overage of $52.  He did have 
knowledge of the billing issues, but did not do the billing.  Mr. Tonner stated the front office was in 
charge of billing and Dr. Calabrese was an associate dentist at the practice.  Root canal therapy has not 
been completed, just the partial root canal.  The $995 should never have been charged to the patient.  
Dr. Calabrese does have a responsibility for the treatment he did, but the patient was never refunded the 
money for the treatment she never received. 
 
The entity is owned by a hygienist named Shaughnessy.  This is who is responsible for the billing issues 
as the owner of the practice. 
 
Dr. Calabrese gave PH options for treatment and made proper referrals. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board directed staff to place Jammie L. Shaughnessy, RDH on the December agenda to open an 
Investigation for charging a fee for treatment that was never completed.  
 
Agenda Item No. 24  Case No. 290085 
    Dr. Garth Holyoak 
 
Dr. Holyoak, his attorney Ms. McLellan and complainant TR were present. 
 
Ms. McLellan stated Dr. Holyoak has not had any disciplinary actions on his license; however if a dentist 
practices long enough failure to diagnose will inadvertently occur.  There was insipient decay that was 
not diagnosed, but there was no harm caused to the patient.  She went to another dentist for treatment.  
Ms. McLellan asked the Board to consider issuance of a letter of concern or non-disciplinary continuing 
education. 
 
The Board reviewed the radiographs dated 4.11.08.  There was decay, but it was insipient.  There was no 
unprofessional conduct. 
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Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 25  Case No. 290143 
    Dr. Byron J. Larsen 
 
Ms. McLellan on behalf of Dr. Larsen and complainant LF were present. 
 
In response to the Board, Ms. McLellan stated there was a clinical evaluation but LF had already had 
retreatment.  This case involved a bridge from teeth 2 to 6.  Dr. Larsen was not able to complete the 
work.  Tooth #3 became infected and the root tip was extracted.  A new bridge was fabricated.  The 
patient was also undergoing periodontal therapy at tooth #2.  The dentist/patient relationship broke 
down during this time.  Dr. Larsen was compelled to obtain a restraining order against LF.  The 
permanent bridge was temporarily cemented when LF left the practice.  When he followed up with a new 
dentist, there was no retention problem with the bridge, but there was a slight open margin on #2.   The 
subsequent treating dentist did not understand this was temporary and informed LF of the open margin. 
 
The panel had an issue with the abutment tooth at #6.  They believed there should have been a post on 
tooth #6; however this tooth had previously had a root canal and Dr. Larsen believed there was enough 
tooth structure remaining.  The periodontal issues on tooth #2 were being addressed.  Ms. McLellan 
asked the Board to consider dismissal.  Dr. Larsen had done all he could for the patient and under some 
very adverse conditions. 
 
LF stated the bridge was there for several years.  Dr. Larsen told him the bridge would have to be 
removed.  The bridge went to the lab three times before it came out right.  There were several 
adjustments and he believed Dr. Larsen removed the post from tooth #6.  He asked him several times to 
put the post back, but was told this was an old practice and the post was not necessary.  The Board 
agreed the post was not necessary. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 21  Case No. 290078 
    Dr. Gregory L. Aldrich 
 
Dr. Aldrich and complainant RV were present. 
 
Dr. Aldrich stated he would have attended the Investigative Interview, however he moved and the notice 
was not forwarded.  He was employed by Accucare Dental at the time of treatment, but they would allow 
neither him nor the patient back into the facility to continue treatment. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to VACATE the previous 
Investigative Interview and REMAND to a new Investigative Interview following a Clinical Evaluation.  Dr. 
Waite was OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
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ACTION ON PREVIOUS ACTION 
 
Agenda Item No. 25A  Case No. 280400 
    Dr. Garrett Harnett 
 
Dr. Harnett and his attorney Mr. Tonner were present. 
 
Mr. Tonner introduced Dr. Jack Potts who is a forensic psychologist and has done an independent 
evaluation of Dr. Harnett.   
 
Dr. Potts stated his credentials for the record and indicated he had spoken to Dr. Harnett’s treating 
physician.  Dr. Harnett does not suffer from bipolar disorder.  Bipolar disorder does not develop when a 
person enters their fifties.  The cause must be from an organic nature when manic behavior develops 
later in life.  Dr. Harnett suffered a cerebral vascular incident in 2005 and was placed on anti-depressant 
medication.  This could have been the cause of the manic behavior. He does not believe Dr. Harnett has 
a substance abuse problem.  Dr. Potts believed Dr. Sucher used the wrong version of the Michigan 
screening test to make that determination.  There was an isolated period of instances over three years 
ago in which Dr. Harnett acted in an irrational manner due to medications.  Since then, he has continued 
to practice safely and does not need any sanctions by the Board.  In essence, Dr. Potts believed Dr. 
Harnett did not have bipolar disorder, was not a substance abuser and was able to practice safely. 
 
Mr. Tonner stated the incidents which initiated this case occurred over three years ago and there was no 
patient complaint involved.  There was no danger to the public then, and there is no danger now, 
especially since the problem has been corrected.  There is no sign of alcohol or any other abuse.  Mr. 
Tonner asked the Board to consider dismissing this case. 
 
Dr. Sucher stated there are a number of assessments of Dr. Harnett from him over the past few years.  
The alcohol use and bipolar disorder have been proven.  The assessment was done at The Meadows and 
the opinion was that Dr. Harnett does suffer from bipolar disorder.  Dr. Parker believes Dr. Harnett 
suffers from bipolar disorder type III and should be monitored by the Board.  Dr. Harnett did not 
continue treatment with Dr. Parker after his initial diagnosis.  Based on this, Dr. Sucher believed Dr. 
Harnett would discontinue psychiatric treatment if not monitored by the Board.  When Dr. Sucher met 
with Dr. Harnett on September 10, 2009, Dr. Harnett had taken Ambien the night before and admitted to 
drinking on a social basis.  The public interest and safety would be best served if Dr. Harnett was placed 
in the Board’s 2 year abuse track monitoring program. 
 
Dr. Potts stated he has personally evaluated Dr. Harnett and the statement made by Dr. Parker to Dr. 
Sucher conflicts with what he was told.  He even withdrew Dr. Harnett from mood stabilizing 
medications.  Based on his evaluation, Dr. Potts did not believe Dr. Harnett met the criteria for alcohol 
abuse.  Dr. Potts also disagreed with the report from The Meadows.  
 
Dr. Sucher stated Dr. Parker did say Dr. Harnett was relatively stable and he is easing him off some of his 
medications.  The alcohol screening test was borderline, but the report from The Meadows was definite 
regarding abuse.  Dr. Sucher could not fathom why anyone who has been treated for the conditions Dr. 
Harnett has been treated for would risk drinking or taking Ambien at all.  The Board posed this question 
to Dr. Harnett who responded the Ambien was prescribed to him by Dr. Parker and he does not drink 
often.  He did more drinking when he was in the manic state.  Dr. Potts wanted it emphasized the mania 
was medication induced. 
 
In response to the Board, Mr. Tonner stated his client would not voluntarily enter the Board’s 2 year 
abuse track program. 
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Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Mr. Greer the Board voted to go into EXECUTIVE SESSION 
for legal advice.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
** Executive Session ** 
 
RETURN TO OPEN MEETING 
 
The Board was not initially provided a copy of the Investigative Interview report.  The report was 
provided to the Board at this time and the matter was tabled until later in the afternoon. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Gradke, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to CONSIDER the Findings of Fact.  
Dr. Sommerhalter RECUSED.  Dr. Spigner and Mr. Farnsworth were ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Finding of Fact #1 AMENDED to read: 
 
1) Testimony of staff, Carlotta and Dr. Bedard, state they have not seen any erratic behaviors. 2) 
Urinalysis taken 9/12/08 shows alcohol consumption.  During workup with Meadows clinic, there were no 
more findings of positive alcohol.  Dr. Harnett admits to drinking 1-2 glasses of alcohol per week. 3) On 
page 8 of Dr. Sucher’s report dated 11/3/08, it details number of prescriptions for Klonopi 2, which the 
number of intake and prescriptions do not match.  In discussion, he does state confirmation of episodic 
abuse of benzodiazepine. 4) Letter from Dr. Parker, who Dr. Sucher recommends follow Dr. Harnett, the 
last line indicates in the recent time, no evidence of recent substance abuse. 5) On page 16 of Meadows 
report by Dr. Knowles, they did confirm alcohol abuse (dated 12/16-17/2008).  Dr. Harnett testified the 
past social behaviors were brought by the combination of alcohol and Ambien during the period of 12/05-
06/2006.  It’s stated in Dr. Knowles on page 5 on 12/18/08, bipolar disorder may have been undertreated 
for years during the social erratic behavior problems. 6) Dr. Sucher initially evaluated Dr. Harnett on 
09/18/08 during which he diagnosed him with episodic alcohol abuse and bipolar disorder and 
recommended he undergo a comprehensive evaluation at a substance abuse facility. 7) Dr. Harnett 
obtained a comprehensive evaluation at the Meadows on 12/16-17/2008, the results of which confirmed 
alcohol abuse and also possible sedative abuse and bipolar disorder. 8) Dr. Sucher did a follow-up 
evaluation on 12/20/08 and diagnosed Dr. Harnett with alcohol abuse and bipolar disorder. Dr. Sucher 
felt that Dr. Harnett could safely practice dentistry if he participated in the Board’s monitoring program 
and continued to receive psychiatric care. 9) At the Board’s August 7, 2009 meeting, Dr. Harnett agreed 
to undergo a follow-up evaluation with Dr. Sucher.  Dr. Sucher again diagnosed Dr. Harnett with alcohol 
abuse and bipolar disorder.  He reiterated his opinion that Dr. Harnett should be required to enter into 
the MATP two-year abuse track program, including continued psychiatric care and continuing education.  
Dr. Sucher believes these steps are necessary to allow Dr. Harnett to safely practice. 10) Dr. Potts 
disagreed with Dr. Sucher’s evaluations. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Gradke, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact as 
Amended.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to find a VIOLATION of A.R.S. 
§32-1201.21(c) and (n).  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board requested priors – staff reported none. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to impose CONTINUING 
EDUCATION of 4 hours in Risk Management with 6 months time to complete and entrance into the 
Board’s TWO-YEAR ABUSE TRACK MONITORING PROGRAM with its usual terms and conditions (including 
36 hours of CE in substance abuse) AND including continued psychiatric care with quarterly reports 



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS 
MINUTES OF THE BOARD MEETING 
OCTOBER 9, 2009 
PAGE 21 
 
provided to the Board by Dr. Harnett’s psychiatrist.  Dr. Sommerhalter RECUSED.  Dr. Spigner and Mr. 
Farnsworth were ABSENT.  Dr. Waite and Ms. Buckles OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
PETITION TO REHEAR 
 
Agenda Item No. 26  Case No. 280440 
    Dr. Jack I. Lipton 
 
Mr. Cummings on behalf of Dr. Lipton was present. 
 
The Board reviewer stated this petition is based on the allegations that there were irregularities in the 
proceedings which deprived Dr. Lipton of a fair hearing.   This case involved a bridge for teeth 9 and 10.  
The patient reported the bridge fell out three hours after it was cemented.  There is no proof of this but 
the patient did see someone else five weeks later.  The patient’s bruxism and hygiene contributed to the 
poor prognosis.  There was no speculation as to the adequacy of the bridge, but the decay which was 
found two years later and the root canal therapy had already compromised the bridge.  The penalty 
imposed was not excessive and the sanctions were appropriate for this case.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Gradke, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to DENY the Petition to Rehear.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
MORNING CONSENT AGENDA 
 
The following items were pulled from the Morning Consent Agenda either at the request of a Board 
Member or by the public. These items will be discussed individually: 
 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Dismissal – Consent Agenda - From Investigative 
Interview 
 
Agenda Item No. 28  Case No. 290064 Dr. Todd S. Garrett 
Agenda Item No. 32  Case No. 290164 Dr. Lawrence Emmott 
Agenda Item No. 33  Case No. 280375 Dr. Rodney W. Gore 
Agenda Item No. 40  Case No. 290094 Dr. Tracey K. Yamamoto 
Agenda Item No. 46  Case No. 290129 Dr. Deydokht Raoufi 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to DISMISS the remaining cases on 
the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Cases DISMISSED: 
 
Agenda Item No. 27  Case No. 290076 Dr. Miguel Garcia 
Agenda Item No. 29  Case No. 290049 Dr. Joseph Robert Mikulicz 
Agenda Item No. 30  Case No. 290044 Dr. Mark A. Kerr 
Agenda Item No. 31  Case No. 280408 Dr. Robert D. Sundberg 
Agenda Item No. 34  Case No. 290007 Dr. Leon B. Reed, II 
Agenda Item No. 35  Case No. 280407 Dr. Martin J. Sobieraj 
Agenda Item No. 36  Case No. 290028 Dr. Patrick T. Carter 
Agenda Item No. 37  Case No. 290061 Dr. Omaima S. Samain 
Agenda Item No. 38  Case No. 280456 Total Dental Solutions 
Agenda Item No. 39  Case No. 290083 Dr. David S. Daley 
Agenda Item No. 41  Case No. 290033 Dr. Ronald J. Moon 
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Agenda Item No. 42  Case No. 290011 Dr. John K. Swain 
Agenda Item No. 43  Case No. 290139 Dr. James H. Seib 
Agenda Item No. 44  Case No. 290135 Dr. Nam-Rene Nguyen 
Agenda Item No. 45  Case No. 290140 Dr. Anh Thu Becker 
Agenda Item No. 47  Case No. 290144 Dr. Paul J. Pease 
 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Issuance of a Letter of Concern – Consent Agenda – 
From Investigative Interview 
 
Agenda Item No. 48  Case No. 290082 Dr. Arthur J. Porter 
Agenda Item No. 49  Case No. 290120 Dr. John S. Coleman 
Agenda Item No. 50  Case No. 280474 Dr. Terrence The-Hung Yu 
Agenda Item No. 51  Case No. 290128 Dr. Deydokht Raoufi 
Agenda Item No. 52  Case No. 290137 Dr. Gordon Kenneth Wilson 
 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Issuance of Non-Disciplinary Continuing Education – 
Consent Agenda – From Investigative Interview 
 
Agenda Item No. 53  Case No. 290067 Dr. Vincent A. Rauschel 
Agenda Item No. 54  Case No. 290023 Dr. Sara S. Mosley 
Agenda Item No. 55  Case No. 290018 Dr. A. Blaine Brimley 
Agenda Item No. 57  Case No. 290141 Dr. Byron J. Larsen 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to impose NON-DISCIPLINARY 
CONTINUING EDUCATION in the remaining case on the consent agenda.  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY.   
 
Cases issued Non-Disciplinary CONTINUING EDUCATION: 
 
Agenda Item No. 56  Case No. 290081 Dr. Eldon E. Hastings  

Non-disciplinary Continuing Education of 4 hours 
in Risk Management with 6 months time to 
complete 

 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Termination/Lack of Jurisdiction – Consent Agenda 
 
Agenda Item No. 60  Case No. T-09-050 Dr. Clayton Wainwright 
Agenda Item No. 66  Case No. T-09-056 Arrowhead Dental Group 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to TERMINATE for Lack of 
Jurisdiction the remaining cases on the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Cases TERMINATED/LACK OF JURISDICTION: 
 
Agenda Item No. 58  Case No. T-09-051 Dr. Anthony J. Kohler 
Agenda Item No. 59  Case No. T-09-053 Meridian Dental Care 
Agenda Item No. 61  Case No. T-09-052 Encanto Family Dental Care 
Agenda Item No. 62  Case No. 290105 Dr. Matthew T. Smith 
Agenda Item No. 63  Case No. T-09-054 Dr. Elonia Iasku 
Agenda Item No. 64  Case No. T-09-057 Dr. Angela S. Ratnam 
Agenda Item No. 65  Case No. T-09-058 Dr. Leslie R. Fish 
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Agenda Item No. 67  Case No. T-08-059 Associated Dental Care Providers 
Agenda Item No. 68  Case No. T-09-063 Dr. Alexandre Aalam 
Agenda Item No. 69  Case No. T-09-065 Dr. Neil Miller 
Agenda Item No. 70  Case No. T-09-067 Dr. Mark R. Scilley 
 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Termination/Lack of Supporting Evidence – Consent 
Agenda – From Triage 
 
Nothing was pulled. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to TERMINATE for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence the remaining cases on the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Cases TERMINATED/LACK OF SUPPORTING EVIDENCE: 
 
Agenda Item No. 71  Case No. 290173 Dr. John Joseph Septer 
Agenda Item No. 72  Case No. 290147 Dr. Phillip L. Cooke 
Agenda Item No. 73  Case No. 290136 Dr. Ardeshir Dabestani 
Agenda Item No. 74  Case No. 290270 Dr. Kathleen L. Crowley 
 
Agenda Item No. 75 – Approval of Restricted Permit(s) (Application or Renewal) – Consent 
Agenda 
 
This item was vacant. 
 
Agenda Item No. 76 – Ratification of New Dental and Dental Hygiene Licenses – Consent 
Agenda 
 
Nothing was pulled.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to RATIFY the following licenses.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
Jeffrey J. Styskal, DDS 
    D  7853, issued:  08/06/2009 
 
Sasan B. Sani, DMD 
    D  7854, issued:  08/06/2009 
 
Derek H. Lamb, DMD 
    D  7855, issued:  08/06/2009 
 
James S. Ratcliff, DDS 
    D  7858, issued:  08/11/2009 
 
Robert G. Hodous, DDS 
    D  7878, issued:  08/11/2009 
 
Marcus Ray Pope, DDS 
    D  7880, issued:  08/18/2009 
 

 
Robert E. Patterson, DDS 
    D  7881, issued:  08/18/2009 
 
David R. Ericksen, DDS 
    D  7882, issued:  08/18/2009 
 
Mark D. Stumphy, DDS 
    D  7883, issued:  08/18/2009 
 
Michael A. Holm, DDS 
    D  7884, issued:  08/18/2009 
 
Bryan W. Harman, DMD 
    D  7885, issued:  08/18/2009 
 
Rita Rostami Asrabadi, DDS 
    D  7886, issued:  08/21/2009 
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Caroline M. Kacer, DMD 
    D  7887, issued:  08/21/2009 
 
Larry D. McIver, DMD 
    D  7888, issued:  08/26/2009 
 
Stacy R. Williams, DMD 
    D  7889, issued:  08/28/2009 
 
Matthew J. West, DMD 
    D  7890, issued:  08/31/2009 
 
Pooja B. Patel, DMD 
    D  7891, issued:  09/01/2009 
 
Justin D. Church, DMD 
    D  7892, issued:  09/02/2009 
 
Behnam Kamvari, DMD 
    D  7893, issued:  09/04/2009 
 
Elias G. Abou Khalil, DDS 
    D  7894, issued:  09/09/2009 
 
Johnathan H. Tran, DDS 
    D  7895, issued:  09/16/2009 
 
Lawlay Naeimasa Azizi, DMD 
    D  7896, issued:  09/16/2009 
 
Troy K. Lundell, DMD 
    D  7897, issued:  09/22/2009 
 
John D. Tingey, DMD 
    D  7898, issued:  09/22/2009 
 
Jonathan R. Peterson, DMD 
    D  7899, issued:  09/22/2009 
 
David E. Hoffman, DMD 
    D  7900, issued:  09/28/2009 
 
Aaron M. Olson, DDS 
    D  7901, issued:  09/28/2009 
 
Jody E. Oller, RDH 
    H  6793, issued:  10/05/2009 
 
Marianne R. Dano, DMD 
    D  7902, issued:  10/05/2009 

 
Lindsay L. Don, DDS 
    D  7903, issued:  10/06/2009 
 
Diane M. Daley, RDH 
    H  6765, issued:  08/06/2009 
 
Ashley C. Hart, RDH 
    H  6766, issued:  08/06/2009 
 
Heather K. Spoehr, RDH 
    H  6767, issued:  08/13/2009 
 
Lindsay C. Lawson, RDH 
    H  6770, issued:  08/13/2009 
 
Aleyxis R. Garcia, RDH 
    H  6782, issued:  08/21/2009 
 
Barbara L. Messer, RDH 
    H  6783, issued:  09/02/2009 
 
Rekha Kishore, RDH 
    H  6784, issued:  09/04/2009 
 
Stacie Lee Vanderpool, RDH 
    H  6785, issued:  09/09/2009 
 
Bridget M. Wright, RDH 
    H  6786, issued:  09/14/2009 
 
Natalie N. Mahaffey, RDH 
    H  6787, issued:  09/17/2009 
 
Megan A. Jeziorski, RDH 
    H  6788, issued:  09/17/2009 
 
Sonia Saeidi, RDH 
    H  6789, issued:  09/22/2009 
 
Maria C. Rosales, RDH 
    H  6790, issued:  09/28/2009 
 
Cynthia L. West, RDH 
    H  6791, issued:  09/28/2009 
 
Kelly N. Barnes, RDH 
    H  6792, issued:  09/28/2009 
 

 



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS 
MINUTES OF THE BOARD MEETING 
OCTOBER 9, 2009 
PAGE 25 
 
Agenda Item No. 77 – Approval of Consultants and Examiners – Consent Agenda 
 
Nothing was pulled.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to APPROVE the following as 
Consultants and Examiners.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 

A. Dr. Jason Zuch – Investigative Interviews, Clinical Evaluations and Anesthesia Evaluator 
B. Dr. Tannaz Z. Malekzadeh – Clinical Evaluations and Investigative Interviews 
C. Dr. Lorin Eric Jackrel – Investigative Interview and Clinical Evaluations 
D. Dr. Howard H. Polk – Investigative Interviews and Clinical Evaluations 
E. Ms. Lori Palmer – Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
F. Mr. Robert L. Weigt – Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
G. Ms. Michelle O’Hair-Schattenberg – Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
H. Ms. Gloria DeHaven Pearson – Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
I. Mr. Wayne F. Foraker – Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
J. Ms. Sandra Cady - Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
K. Mr. Charles E. Melker - Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
L. Mr. Jules L. “Vick” Viquesney - Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
M. Ms. Shirley Ann Petry - Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
N. Mr. Philip Carrano - Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
O. Ms. Tracy A. Scott – Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
P. Mr. Donald D. Hom - Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
Q. Ms. Stephanie A. Davee - Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
R. Ms. Angela M. Lopez - Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
S. Mr. Charles D. Brown - Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
T. Ms. Karen Vollmuth – Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
U. Ms. Kathryn Mara – Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
V. Ms. Darleen Treude – Public consultant, Investigative Interviews 
W. Dr. George Richard Deeb – Anesthesia Evaluator  
X. Dr. Kendrick D. Gray – Investigative Interviews and Clinical Evaluations 

 
Agenda Item No. 78 – Approval of Minutes – Consent Agenda 
 
Nothing was pulled.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to APPROVE the following minutes.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
  A. August 7, 2009 Board Meeting Minutes 
 
  B. August 7, 2009 Executive Session Minutes 
 
Agenda Item No. 54  Case No. 290023   
      Dr. Sara S. Mosley 
 
Dr. Mosley, her attorney Ms. McLellan and complainant RS were present. 
 
RS stated the bridge was placed, removed and replaced.  Dr. Mosley told her that if it “felt funny” to 
come back and she would make adjustments.  When RS returned to the practice for a cleaning, she 
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found out Dr. Mosley no longer worked there.  There was an open margin that was found once the x-ray 
was taken at a different angle.  It could not be seen on the original angle. 
 
Ms. McLellan stated the bridge was done on teeth 22 through 27 in 2006.  The margins were checked on 
the bridge a year later by a subsequent dentist and there was nothing wrong with the margins.  Dr. 
Johns continued to treat RS without any problems.  Two years later, there was an open margin.  This 
could have been caused by any reason, not necessarily due to Dr. Mosley. 
 
The Board reviewed the post-seat radiographs.  There was no open margin. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 53  Case No. 290067 
      Dr. Vincent A. Rauschel 
 
Ms. McLellan on behalf of Dr. Rauschel, complainant JC and her husband were in attendance. 
 
JC stated she went to a clinical evaluator, but the evaluator was not a prosthodontist.  The top bar is not 
right and the denture does not fit properly.  She is unable to eat with the denture. Dr. Rauschel broke her 
original lower denture.  Although she was told she would have a second impression done, she was never 
called for a second impression on the lower, so she is still wearing the lower which is too large.  She 
wakes up in the mornings with blood in her mouth.  The denture keeps getting holes in it.  She has 
received a refund for the bar, but not for the dentures.  She received $5238.  JC’s husband stated Dr. 
Rauschel should not do this type of treatment and the Board should ensure that he no longer does this 
type of work. 
 
Ms. McLellan stated the issue with the lower denture was just raised at this meeting.  It was not part of 
the original complaint and was not brought up at the Investigative Interview.  The patient received upper 
and lower dentures first, and then the plan was changed to implants a year later.  The implants were 
done and they were integrated a year later.  Dr. Rauschel did the dentures, but not the implants.  A 
referral was made to a prosthodontist who said the denture was okay.  RS waited six months to make a 
decision as to what she was going to do.  Dr. Rauschel offered to refund the patient which she accepted.  
The clinical evaluator says the work was fine.  Ms. McLellan believed this case should be dismissed.  Dr. 
Rauschel did everything he was supposed to do with regard to this patient. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Ms. Bevers, Dr. Gradke, Mr. Farnsworth, Ms. Buckles and Dr. Rosenthal were OPPOSED.  Dr. 
Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION FAILED. 
 
Upon MOTION by Ms. Bevers, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to impose NON-DISCIPLINARY 
CONTINUING EDUCATION of 6 hours in Implant Supported Dentures with 6 months time to complete.  
Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  Dr. Waite OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
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Agenda Item No. 32  Case No. 290164 
      Dr. Lawrence Emmott 
 
Dr. Emmott, his attorney Ms. Corcoran and complainant NS were present. 
 
*NS was hearing impaired and did not bring an interpreter with him to the Board meeting.  He was 
unable to coherently explain his issues in this complaint.  NS was offered accommodations, however he 
declined. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 40  Case No. 290094 
      Dr. Tracey K. Yamamoto 
 
Complainant DM was present and stated Dr. Yamamoto extracted all of her teeth.  She left a root 
fragment and made an appointment with another dentist to have the fragment removed.  DM went to 
see the subsequent dentist two weeks after the fragment was removed and she was fine.  The oral 
surgeon told her that she would not be charged, but he did end up charging her.  She asked Dr. 
Yamamoto if she would be willing to help with the expenses, but she would not help.  Now, there is a 
problem on the other side.  In response to the Board, DM stated Dr. Yamamoto did not tell her there was 
a root fragment left, nor did she refer her to an oral surgeon.  DM found a dentist on her own who found 
the root tip.  That was when she went to Dr. Yamamoto to find out if she would help with the fee. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Gradke, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 60  Case No. T-09-050 
      Dr. Clayton Wainwright 
 
Complainant AVH was present and stated he has had no cooperation from Dr. Wainwright.  He needed a 
copy of his billing records and Dr. Wainwright never completed his treatment.  He paid for the treatment 
up front, but the work was not completed.  He still has not received a copy of the billing records so he 
has no idea how much of the treatment was done.  The Board advised AVH to submit a written request 
for the records.  From that point, Dr. Wainwright has fifteen days to respond to the request. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to TERMINATE for Lack of 
Supporting Evidence.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 50  Case No. 280474 
      Dr. Terrence The-Hung Yu 
 
Dr. Yu was present. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to issue a LETTER OF CONCERN 
stating the doctor must take a full mouth series of x-rays or equivalent prior to treatment.  Dr. Spigner 
was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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Agenda Item No. 55  Case No. 290018 
      Dr. A. Blaine Brimley 
 
Ms. Corcoran on behalf of Dr. Brimley and complainant SW and her husband CW were in attendance. 
 
CW stated Dr. Brimley needs more training.  He has no business doing the treatment he has been doing.  
They were not aware Dr. Brimley was not an oral surgeon.  He assured them he was qualified and had 
done hundreds of implant cases.   SW stated she was never informed Dr. Brimley was not an oral 
surgeon, nor was she given the option of a referral to an oral surgeon.  
 
The Board expressed a concern that there was no notation in the record of an oral surgeon referral, or of 
a stint being used during treatment. 
 
Ms. Corcoran stated Dr. Brimley does a large number of implant cases.  The idea was to retrofit the 
denture, if necessary.  During this particular procedure, SW was fidgeting and complaining of pain.  At 
that point, Dr. Brimley stopped the procedure and told her she could go to an oral surgeon.  While this is 
not noted in the patient record, SW did mention this in her complaint.  SW chose to have Dr. Brimley 
complete the procedure.  Dr. Brimley never told SW he was not an oral surgeon, but did mention this to 
SW during the implant procedure.  Ms. Corcoran admitted the chart notes were scarce, but the patient’s 
testimony indicated Dr. Brimley offered a referral.  Dr. Brimley did eventually send SW to Dr. Mansfield, 
who is an oral surgeon and paid for the treatment himself. 
 
In response to the Board, Ms. Corcoran stated Dr. Brimley did not use a surgical guide.  The Board 
informed Ms. Corcoran the community standard of care is to use a surgical guide.  Ms. Corcoran stated 
Dr. Brimley did take care of the problem when he recognized there was one.  At the end of SW’s 
treatment with Dr. Mansfield, the implants were stable.  The Board reminded Ms. Corcoran, there were 
two additional surgeries prior to the end result, which were unnecessary.  All of the issues could have 
been avoided had the treatment been done in the proper sequence.  In response to the Board, SW stated 
Dr. Brimley gave her nitrous and some localized shots, but no sedation. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Gradke, second by Mr. Farnsworth the Board voted to CONSIDER the Findings of 
Fact.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Finding of Fact #4 AMENDED to read: 
 
Page 4, lower implants and full upper reline discussed 9/4/07. Dr. Brimley testifies conversation to retrofit 
existing lower denture to SDI’s.  Patient recalls this conversation.  Page 46 itemized treatment plan with 
fee to include 4 SDI’s and retrofit lower denture.  Surgical guide was indicated, but not used by the 
doctor. 
 
Upon MOTION by Ms. Bevers, second by Mr. Farnsworth the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact 
as Amended.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Gradke, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to find a VIOLATION of A.R.S. §32-
1201.21(n).  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board requested priors – staff reported one 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Gradke, second by Mr. Farnsworth the Board voted to impose RESTITUTION to the 
patient of $3200 and CONTINUING EDUCATION of 12 hours in Implant Treatment Planning and 
Diagnosis with 1 year time to complete.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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Agenda Item No. 49  Case No. 290120 
      Dr. John S. Coleman 
 
Dr. Coleman, his attorney Mr. Tonner and complainant SW were present. 
 
SW stated Dr. Coleman did not consult with her nor was he present at any of her appointments.  She 
believed this was due to personal issues.  
 
Mr. Tonner stated there were two separate practices in the same building.  Dr. LaFeber originally treated 
SW.  Dr. Coleman, as a favor to Dr. LaFeber, took over SW’s treatment when Dr. LaFeber sold his 
practice.  Dr. Coleman did talk to Dr. LaFeber who agreed to refund $3200 to SW.  SW has received the 
check, but has not cashed it yet.  The Investigative Interview (I.I.) panel recommended a letter of 
concern, but Mr. Tonner asked the Board to consider dismissing this case. 
 
In response to the Board, SW verified receipt of a check in the amount of $3200 from Dr. LaFeber.  She 
did not cash the check.  SW knew Dr. LaFeber was not an orthodontist.  She did not know Dr. Coleman 
was continuing her treatment as a favor to Dr. LaFeber.  She assumed it was a professional transfer.  She 
did go to an orthodontist who is currently treating her now.  At this point, she has an issue with Dr. 
Coleman’s professionalism.  He did not consult with her at all.  When she asked for her records, she only 
received clinical notes.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Rosenthal the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  Dr. Morrison and Mr. Greer OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 48  Case No. 290082 
      Dr. Arthur J. Porter 
 
Complainant GE was in attendance and stated her fees have been refunded.  She believed the conduct in 
this case deserved more than just a letter of concern.  She asked the Board to take action against Dr. 
Porter so that other patients will not have to experience the pain and damage she has. 
 
The Board agreed that continuing education was warranted in this case. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to impose NON-DISCIPLINARY 
CONTINUING EDUCATION of 6 hours in Tissue Management in Preparation of Crown and Bridge with 6 
months time to complete.  Dr. Cole and Dr. Spigner were ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 57  Case No. 290141 
      Dr. Byron J. Larsen 
 
Ms. McLellan, on behalf of Dr. Larsen and complainant AF were present. 
 
AF maintains her claim that Dr. Larsen’s assistant did all of the impressions for her crowns.  She 
presented the Board with additional information at this meeting.  AF did not agree with Dr. Larsen’s 
statement regarding her dissatisfaction with the crowns.  She did not have an issue with the color; her 
issue was with the size and shape.  The crowns were bulky and oversized. The dental assistant did all of 
her impressions and adjustments.  Her crowns started falling off after only three months. 
 
Ms. McLellan stated a clinical evaluation was performed on this patient.  The crowns on teeth 4 through 
11 were adequate as well as the crowns on teeth 20 and 21.  The evaluator did find decay on the crowns 
at 18 and 19.  Dr. Larsen temporized the crowns on 18 and 19 because AF did not like the shade.  The 
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temporaries on these two teeth would come off, but AF would not come back to the office to have them 
taken care of.  When AF finally returned to the office, Dr. Larsen diagnosed the decay and referred AF to 
an endodontist.   AF never returned to Dr. Larsen or to the endodontist.  Dr. Larsen has tried to please 
the patient, but she has been difficult.  He offered AF the use of an occlusal guard on three separate 
occasions, but she refused each time.  All of Dr. Larsen’s attempts to take care of AF are documented in 
his record.   
 
The Board stated there was too much going on with this case to make a determination at this time.  It 
appeared that AF had already been re-treated by the time she went to the clinical evaluation.  There is 
confusion as to who put the crowns back on.  AF stated Dr. Prost only evaluated her teeth; no treatment 
was rendered by him.  However, she did go to a dentist in New York, who placed the crowns for her.  In 
response to the Board, AF stated she would obtain the records from the New York treating dentist but 
she did not understand why the photos and radiographs from Dr. Prost were not sufficient.  The Board 
explained to AF there were questions raised and they would like to see what happened with regard to her 
treatment after Dr. Prost’s examination.  The treatment AF received in New York has effectively voided 
the clinical evaluation; there is no way to know what work was done by the New York dentist without a 
copy of his records.  AF declined to provide the Board with the name of the dentist in New York. 
  
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to TABLE this matter until the 
December 2009 meeting pending an authorization for release from AF to obtain records from the New 
York treating dentist and complete records from Dr. Prost.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 52  Case No. 290137 
      Dr. Gordon Kenneth Wilson 
 
Dr. Wilson and his attorney Mr. Tonner were present. 
 
A Board member pulled this case from the consent agenda because it appeared this matter has 
frequently been before the Board.  Mr. Tonner stated the advertisements were changed per the Board’s 
request; however the periodontists keep filing a complaint because of their personal discrepancy between 
traditional periodontal treatment and Dr. Wilson’s laser treatment. 
 
Mr. Tonner stated the issue before the Board is the definition between alternative treatment and equal 
treatment.  For example, an extraction is an alternative to root canal therapy, but the two treatments are 
not equal to each other.  Dr. Wilson has not said the treatment he provides to his patients is equal to the 
more traditional methods; he is saying it should be given as an alternative.  In his advertisements, he has 
consistently stated what his belief is and not what the standard of care is.  Mr. Tonner believed the case 
should be dismissed. 
 
The Board read excerpts from Dr. Wilson’s advertisement and stated the tenor of Dr. Wilson’s 
advertisements have been misleading. 
 
The Board’s chief investigator provided the Board with information regarding the training Dr. Wilson 
received.  In 1999, Dr. Wilson completed three days of a five-day program.  Dr. Wilson disagreed and 
stated he did complete the five-day program.  He completed it at six months and again after one year.  
He uses periodontal trays after the laser treatment, not in conjunction with the laser treatment.  He does 
this to help the patient maintain the results he has achieved.  He also stated he has never received a 
patient complaint regarding the type of treatment he uses.  He does post the results of successful 
periodontal treatments on his website. 
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Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to go into EXECUTIVE SESSION 
for legal advice.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
** Executive Session ** 
 
RETURN TO OPEN MEETING 
 
In response to the Board, Mr. Tonner stated Dr. Wilson does believe the option to use laser treatment 
should become the standard of care within the next ten years.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  Mr. Greer OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 28  Case No. 290064 
      Dr. Todd S. Garrett 
 
SV was present and stated the matter had been resolved between she and Dr. Garrett.  He has refunded 
her fees and this case should be dismissed. 
 
Upon MOTION by Ms. Bevers, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Buckles the Board voted to OPEN A NEW INVESTIGATION 
against Dr. Navan Patel for alleged Failure to Diagnose a Failed Root Canal.  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 46  Case No. 290129 
      Dr. Deydokht Raoufi 
 
Mr. Cummings was present on behalf of Dr. Raoufi.  
 
This was pulled by a Board member because the clinical notes were illegible.  Based on the written notes, 
a decision could not be made on this case.  According to A.R.S. §32-1264.A, the records must be legible. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to issue a LETTER OF CONCERN 
stating records should be clear, concise and legible.  Dr. Spigner was ABSENT.  Drs. Gradke, Waite and 
Rosenthal OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 66  Case No. T-09-056 
      Arrowhead Dental Group 
 
Complainant, DR was present and stated he wished to be reimbursed by Arrowhead Dental Group.  The 
Board informed DR this case was a fee dispute and it has no jurisdiction with regard to this matter.   DR 
responded that he has contacted several different agencies in his attempt to resolve this issue.  He has 
gone to Small Claims Court and the Attorney General’s Office. 
 
With the initial complaint, DR submitted a treatment plan with a proposed bill of $1100, but was told he 
would be charged $39.  However, DR stated he did pay the $1100 fee as requested.  The Board 
requested proof of that payment. 
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Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to TABLE this matter until the 
December 2009 Board meeting pending proof of DR’s payment of $1100 to Arrowhead Dental Group.  
MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 51  Case No. 290128 
      Dr. Deydokht Raoufi 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Mr. Farnsworth was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 33  Case No. 280375 
      Dr. Rodney W. Gore 
 
In the original material submitted by Dr. Gore, there was no treatment plan.  He has since provided the 
Board with a treatment plan. 
 
Upon MOTION by Mr. Greer, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Mr. Farnsworth was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
ACTION ON CASES – Afternoon Agenda 
From Investigative or Informal Interview 
 
Agenda Item No. 86  Case No. 280397 
      Dr. Michael Wassef 
 
Mr. Woods was present on behalf of Dr. Wassef.  He presented a calendar and other documentation to 
the Board.  As of September, Dr. Wassef completed 19 hours of continuing education, not including an 8 
hour course he attended on the day of this meeting.  The courses he found were free.  Due to Dr. 
Wassef’s waning financial situation, he must find courses that are free.  This is taking more time than 
normal.  Mr. Woods stated he was not representing Dr. Wassef and this case has “gotten out of control.”  
He is attempting to aid Dr. Wassef with this matter and is doing so free of charge.  However, Dr. Wassef 
did not contact him concerning this and other Board issues until the day before this meeting.  By the end 
of December, Dr. Wassef should have completed 73 hours of continuing education.  Mr. Woods believed 
this would satisfy the requirements.  
 
Board staff informed Mr. Woods that Dr. Wassef had two separate matters before the Board.  With 
regard to this case, Dr. Wassef has already received a three-month extension in order to complete the 
required continuing education for renewal.  Mr. Woods was requesting an additional three months at this 
time.  Mr. Woods requested the Board allow him time to familiarize himself with Dr. Wassef’s Board 
matters.  
 
Mr. Woods spoke to Dr. Wassef to find out what type of commitment he could make with regard to 
paying the restitution.  Dr. Wassef is contemplating bankruptcy.  At this point, he is able to pay $300 per 
month through December and $500 per month beginning in 2010.  At this payment schedule, Dr. Wassef 
could have the patient refunded by August of 2010. 
 
The Board informed Mr. Woods that it has never accepted a payment schedule with regard to a Board 
order.  The Board was willing to extend the time to pay, but it could not accept a payment schedule. 
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Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law and find a VIOLATION of A.R.S. §32-1201.21.(v).  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to impose an ADMINISTRATIVE 
PENALTY of $500 and 3 months to complete the previously ordered CONTINUING EDUCATION and to 
pay the previously ordered RESTITUTION.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 81  Case No. 290040 
      Dr. Gordon K. Wilson 
 
Ms. McLellan was present on behalf of Dr. Wilson.  This case involved root canal therapy on teeth 3 and 
14.  The root canals required re-treatment approximately two and one half years after the initial 
treatment was performed.  Tooth #3 had deep recurrent decay that went below the gum line.  Ms. 
McLellan believed this caused the need for retreatment of tooth #3.  The Investigative Interview (I.I.) 
panel indicated there was no diagnosis or treatment plan, but Dr. Wilson did document lesions on both 
buccal roots at the apex in the progress notes.  He also did some testing and made a notation that he 
would wait a few days on the root canal.  If there was no improvement he would proceed with root canal 
therapy.  Ms. McLellan believed that notation met the criteria for a treatment plan.  Later, when the 
patient presented for an examination, Dr. Wilson noted he would proceed with endodontic treatment.  In 
response to the Board, Ms. McLellan stated Dr. Wilson did not use a rubber dam.  On tooth #14, Dr. 
Peterson did the restoration and filled the abscess hole.  The crown was replaced on #3. 
 
The Board reviewed the radiographs and stated the fills do not go to the apex and the canals were 
under-filled. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law and find a VIOLATION of A.R.S. §32-1201.21(n).  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board requested priors – staff reported 3 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by the Board voted to impose CONTINUING EDUCATION of 12 
hours in Hands-on Endodontics, including Endodontic Record Keeping and Diagnosis with 6 months time 
to complete.  Dr. Spigner and Mr. Farnsworth were ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 85A  Case No. 290133 
      Dr. Abbas Nejad 
 
Ms. McLellan, on behalf of Dr. Nejad and complainant GW were present. 
 
GW questioned whether the issues in this case could have been avoided had Dr. Nejad taken better 
radiographs. 
 
Ms. McLellan stated this case involved the extraction of teeth 17 and 32.  The patient was only seen on 
two appointments.  The consent forms were signed on 06/07/08, which identified Dr. Nejad as a general 
dentist and offered GW the option of having an oral surgeon do the extractions.  The consent forms also 
list the possible complications including nerve injury or alteration to the nerve.  Two periapical 
radiographs were taken, but one has been lost.  The remaining periapical shows the apex of tooth #17 is 
away from the inferior alveolar canal.  GW returned to Dr. Nejad a week later complaining of numbness 
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and was referred to an oral surgeon. GW went to the oral surgeon, but did not follow-up with him until 
nine months later. 
 
The Board determined the radiographs were inadequate for the surgery that was done.  There is no 
documentation to show how much neurosensory function was lost.  Ms. McLellan argued Dr. Nejad did 
the right thing by referring GW to an oral surgeon.  The Board agreed with that point, but stated Dr. 
Nejad should have documented more than just numbness. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to impose NON-DISCIPLINARY 
CONTINUING EDUCATION of 6 hours in Radiographic Interpretation of Problems with Third-molar 
extractions with 1 year time to complete.  Dr. Spigner and Mr. Farnsworth were ABSENT.  Dr. Waite 
OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 83  Case No. 290098 
      Dr. William A. Hoskyns 
 
Complainant MK was present and stated she agreed with the Investigative Interview panel’s 
recommendation. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law and find a VIOLATION of A.R.S. §32-1201.21(n).  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board requested priors – staff reported 4 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to impose CENSURE and 
RESTITUTION to the patient in the amount of $10,103.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 79  Case No. 290070 
      Dr. Robert C. Bingham 
 
Mr. Tonner was present on behalf of Dr. Bingham and requested a new Investigative Interview.  There 
was some confusion as to who is in possession of the records.  The records are kept by Bright Now! 
Dental and Dr. Bingham does not have access to them.  Bright Now! was issued a subpoena for records, 
but failed to comply with that subpoena. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to VACATE the previous 
Investigative Interview, re-issue a subpoena for records to Bright Now! Dental and REMAND to a new 
Investigative Interview upon receipt of those records.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board directed staff to offer a Non-Disciplinary Consent Agreement to Bright Now! Dental for 
failure to comply with a Board Subpoena.   
 
Agenda Item No. 85  Case No. 290130 
      Dr. Rosalyn D. Keith 
 
Mr. Tonner was present on behalf of Dr. Keith.  This case involved Invisalign orthodontic treatment.  The 
patient paid $3000 in advance.  There was a five and a half month delay in getting the trays and when 
they arrived, the patient changed his mind about receiving treatment.  He and Dr. Keith agreed he would 
pay for the cost of the trays which was $1800 and $1200 would be refunded to him.  Dr. Keith deducted 
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charges for other procedures and reimbursed the patient $719.  Mr. Tonner believed the patient has been 
made whole and asked for a dismissal in this case. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner and Mr. Farnsworth were ABSENT.  Ms. Bevers RECUSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 80  Case No. 280427 
      Dr. Peter Rinaldi 
 
Complainant LY was present.  Dr. Rinaldi placed LY’s veneers on both the upper and lower teeth.  The 
lower veneers keep falling off, but LY has begun to have problems with the top veneers as well.  She has 
been unable to locate Dr. Rinaldi for re-treatment. 
 
The Board informed LY Dr. Rinaldi has filed for bankruptcy.  Because of this, the Board would be unable 
to order any restitution in this case. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law and find a VIOLATION of A.R.S §32-1201.21(n) and (x).  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board requested priors – staff reported one   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to impose CONTINUING 
EDUCATION OF 4 hours in Risk Management, 6 hours in Record Keeping and 6 hours in Crown and 
Bridge with 6 months time to complete.  Dr. Spigner and Mr. Farnsworth were ABSENT.  MOTION 
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 84  Case No. 290110 
      Dr. Antonio G. Lugay, Jr. 
 
None of the parties in this case were present.  Dr. Lugay sent a letter to the patient saying he would 
reimburse the fee.  The Board read the letter for the record. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board requested priors – staff reported two 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to impose RESTITUTION of 
$1626.10 to Met Life, of $368 to Delta Dental and $888.10 to the patient; and CONTINUING EDUCATION 
of 6 hours in Diagnosis and Treatment Planning and 6 hours in Crown and Bridge with 6 months time to 
complete.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 82  Case No. 290138 
      Dr. William A. Hoskyns 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law and find a VIOLATION of A.R.S. §32-1201.21(n).  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS 
MINUTES OF THE BOARD MEETING 
OCTOBER 9, 2009 
PAGE 36 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to impose RESTITUTION of 
$1372 to the patient and CENSURE.  Mr. Farnsworth was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
 
ACTION ON PREVIOUS ACTION 
 
Agenda Item No. 86A  Case No. 290024 
      Dr. Robert D. Sundberg 
 
Mr. Tonner, on behalf of Dr. Sundberg and complainant CV were present. 
 
This case was tabled from the August Board meeting pending proof of refund to the patient by Dr. 
Sundberg.  CV affirmed he did receive a check in the amount of $3000, but has not cashed it.  He 
believed he was owed more money than that.  The Board read the minutes from the August meeting and 
determined the $3000 is the amount due to CV for the treatment that was never rendered. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Spigner and Mr. Farnsworth were ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
PETITION TO REHEAR 
 
Agenda Item No. 87  Case No. 280412 
      Dr. Marcos A. Cervantes 
 
Mr. Tonner, on behalf of Dr. Cervantes and the wife of the patient were present.  Mr. Tonner stated he 
has done everything possible in order to obtain the records from the Bankruptcy trustee.  He did not 
believe any records would be available should the Board decide to send this case back for another 
Investigative Interview.  Also, the patient in this case is now deceased. 
 
The Board informed the patient’s wife that there are no records available to them in order to make a 
decision in this case.  There were records from a subsequent treating dentist which consisted of two 
pages of notes and one panorex radiograph.  The case involved an immediate upper denture, but an 
immediate denture is very difficult to assess. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to GRANT the Petition to Rehear 
and to rehear it immediately.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Ms. Bevers, Ms. Buckles and Mr. Greer OPPOSED.  Dr. Spigner and Mr. Farnsworth were 
ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED.  
 
AFTERNOON CONSENT AGENDA 
 
The following items were pulled from the Afternoon Consent Agenda either at the request of a Board 
Member or by the public. These items will be discussed individually: 
 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Dismissal – Consent Agenda - From Investigative 
Interview 
 
Agenda Item No. 90  Case No. 290134 Dr. Gordon K. Wilson 
Agenda Item No. 99  Case No. 290029 Southwest Dental Group – General Dentistry 
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Agenda Item No. 101  Case No. 290089 Dr. Manu Alexander 
Agenda Item No. 102  Case No. 290177 Dr. Spencer G. Wilson 
Agenda Item No. 104  Case No. 280084 Dr. Nafys Samandari 
Agenda Item No. 105  Case No. 290171 Dr. Benjamin L. Studebaker 
Agenda Item No. 106  Case No. 290145 Dr. Eric L. Kerbs 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Buckles the Board voted to DISMISS the remaining cases on 
the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Cases DISMISSED: 
 
Agenda Item No. 89  Case No. 290100 Dr. Gordon K. Wilson 
Agenda Item No. 91  Case No. 280454 Dr. Brian A. Lilien 
Agenda Item No. 92  Case No. 290072 Dr. Christine A. Nguyen 
Agenda Item No. 93  Case No. 290055 Dr. Tonya L. Phillips 
Agenda Item No. 94  Case No. 290086 Dr. Douglas Dewey Sewright 
Agenda Item No. 95  Case No. 290039 Dr. Stephen Samuel Baer 
Agenda Item No. 96  Case No. 290079 Dr. Barry J. Uldrikson 
Agenda Item No. 97  Case No. 290068 Dr. Steven W. Peterson** 
Agenda Item No. 98  Case No. 290108 Dr. Daniel B. Funk 
Agenda Item No. 100  Case No. 290097 Dr. David Frausto, Jr. 
Agenda Item No. 103  Case No. 290201 Dr. Paul J. Kelly 
Agenda Item No. 107  Case No. 290142 Dr. David B. Drabs 
Agenda Item No. 108  Case No. 290096 Dr. Jeffrey J. Lysdale 
Agenda Item No. 109  Case No. 290077 Dr. Robert Norman Barber 
Agenda Item No. 109A  Case No. 290101 Dr. Kelly John Cook 
 
**The Board also voted to enter into a Non-disciplinary Consent Agreement with Western Dental for 
alleged failure to comply with a subpoena. 
 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Issuance of a Letter of Concern – Consent Agenda – 
From Investigative Interview 
 
Agenda Item No. 110  Case No. 290043 Dr. Joshua B. Haslam 
Agenda Item No. 111  Case No. 280374 Dr. Navid Hajiseyed Javadi 
Agenda Item No. 112  Case No. 290091 Dr. Philip S. Johnson 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to issue a LETTER OF CONCERN in 
the remaining cases on the consent agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 113  Case No. 290109 Dr. Edward M. Byers  

Stating a comprehensive exam should be 
completed when treating a patient unless on an 
emergency basis 
 

Agenda Item No. 114  Case No. 290162 Dr. Nishith S. Shah  
Stating doctor should only bill for treatment 
rendered 
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Agenda Item No. 114A  Case No. 290106 Dr. Scott Edward Nuessle  

Stating doctor must take full mouth series of x-
rays or equivalent prior to treatment 

 
Cases that are Recommended for Issuance of a Letter of Concern – Consent Agenda – From 
Triage 
 
Nothing was pulled. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to issue a LETTER OF CONCERN and 
impose a CIVIL PENALTY on the following case on the consent agenda.  MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 115  Case No. 290123 Dr. Jill M. Carter  

Stating doctor should submit all records in her 
possession when subpoenaed.   
Non-disciplinary Civil Penalty in the amount of 
$500  

 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Termination/Lack of Jurisdiction – Consent Agenda 
 
Nothing was pulled. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to TERMINATE for Lack of 
Jurisdiction the following cases on the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Cases TERMINATED/LACK OF JURISDICTION: 
 
Agenda Item No. 116  Case No. T-09-055 Dr. Elizabeth Irene Katz 
Agenda Item No. 117  Case No. T-09-062 Dr. Barry Uldrikson 
Agenda Item No. 118  Case No. T-09-064 Dr. Ronald Walker 
Agenda Item No. 119  Case No. T-09-066 Dr. Steven Badger 
Agenda Item No. 120  Case No. T-09-068 Dr. Jeffrey H. Kootman 
Agenda Item No. 121  Case No. 290265 Dr. Mark S. Sinnard 
Agenda Item No. 122  Case No. T-09-061 General Dentistry for Kids 
Agenda Item No. 123  Case No. T-09-069 Dr. Allan K. Bernstein 
Agenda Item No. 124  Case No. T-09-070 Dr. Michael Bricker 
Agenda Item No. 125  Case No. 290244 Dr. Alexander C. Hatch 
Agenda Item No. 126  Case No. 290267 Dr. Kevin M. Harris 
Agenda Item No. 127  Case No. 290185 Dr. William H. Taylor 
Agenda Item No. 128  Case No. 280225 Dr. Michael E. Steinberg 
 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Termination/Lack of Supporting Evidence – Consent 
Agenda  
 
Nothing was pulled. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to TERMINATE for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence the following cases on the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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Cases TERMINATED/LACK OF SUPPORTING EVIDENCE: 
 
Agenda Item No. 129  Case No. 290154 Dr. Gordon K. Wilson 
Agenda Item No. 130  Case No. 290102 Dr. Gordon K. Wilson 
Agenda Item No. 131  Case No. 290099 Dr. Manuel C. Bedoya 
Agenda Item No. 132  Case No. 290088 Dr. Russell A. Rima 
Agenda Item No. 133  Case No. 290217 Dr. Cedric V. Loud 
 
Cases pulled that are Recommended for Discipline for Failure to Comply with a Board Order 
– Consent Agenda – From Triage 
 
Agenda Item No. 134  Case No. 290156 Dr. Champa R. Chatterjee 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to impose DISCIPLINE in the 
remaining case on the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Case DISCIPLINED: 
 
Agenda Item No. 135  Case No. 290155 Western Dental of Arizona, Inc.  

Administrative Penalty in the amount of $1000  
 
Cases that are Found to be in Noncompliance with Consent Agreement or Board Order – 
Open New Complaint – Consent Agenda 
 
Nothing was pulled.  
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to OPEN A NEW COMPLAINT for 
Noncompliance with a Consent Agreement or Board Order in the remaining cases on the Consent 
Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.  
 
Cases Resulting in the OPENING OF A NEW COMPLAINT: 
 
Agenda Item No. 136  Case No. 280137 Dr. Michael Wassef 
Agenda Item No. 136A  Case No. 280175 Dr. John A. Loesch 
 
Cases Reviewed for Probation Monitoring and/or Compliance Reporting – Consent Agenda 
 
Nothing was pulled. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to ACCEPT the compliance report for 
the following case.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 137  Case No. 270477 Dr. Jenny V. Wang 
 
Agenda Items that are Recommended for Review and Filing of Cases for Investigation – 
Consent Agenda 
 
Nothing was pulled. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to FILE CASES FOR INVESTIGATION 
for the following items on the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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INVESTIGATIONS OPENED FOR: 

 
Agenda Item No. 138   Dr. Daniel N. Indech   
   For alleged inadequate implants 
 
Agenda Item No. 139   Dr. Jeffrey H. Kootman 
   For alleged inadequate implants 
 
Ratification of Cases Recommended for Clinical Evaluation – Consent Agenda 
 
Nothing was pulled.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to RATIFY for Clinical Evaluation the 
following case on the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Case RATIFIED FOR CLINICAL EVALUATION: 
 
Agenda Item No. 140  Case No. 290170 Dr. Glenn Cochran Hanf 
 
Ratification of Cases Recommended for Investigative Interview – Consent Agenda 
 
Nothing was pulled.   
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to RATIFY for Investigative Interview 
the cases on the Consent Agenda.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Cases RATIFIED FOR INVESTIGATIVE INTERVIEW: 
 
Agenda Item No. 141  Case No. 290130 Dr. Rosalyn D. Keith 
Agenda Item No. 142  Case No. 290114 Dr. Alex W. Yuen 
 
Agenda Item No. 112  Case No. 290091 
    Dr. Philip S. Johnson 
 
Dr. Johnson was present and stated the Investigative Interview panel expressed a concern with his 
dental and medical history charting.  He has updated the forms he uses in his practice and provided the 
Board with examples of those forms at this meeting. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Gradke, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 106  Case No. 290145 
    Dr. Eric L. Kerbs 
 
Dr. Kerbs, his attorney Mr. Gaines and complainant KH were present. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Morrison the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Ms. Bevers ABSTAINED.  Mr. Farnsworth was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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Agenda Item No. 101  Case No. 290089 
    Dr. Manu Alexander 
 
Mr. Cummings on behalf of Dr. Alexander and complainant ME were present. 
 
ME stated she wanted her crown to be corrected.  She was willing to allow Dr. Alexander to fix it, but she 
could not locate him.  She contacted Board staff, but the address on file was the same address she had.  
She was hoping to get the crown fixed at no additional cost to her. 
 
Mr. Cummings stated Dr. Alexander treated tooth #3.  At the time, he was an employee of Gentle Dental.  
After he left, a subsequent dentist examined ME and said there was an open margin on #3.  They 
normally do not charge for retreatment if the treatment was performed by one of their employee 
dentists; however, this time they chose to charge ME.  Gentle Dental told ME she must be re-treated by 
Dr. Alexander but told her they did not know where he was.  There was a chart note entry saying not to 
disclose Dr. Alexander’s location to ME.  They were going to charge ME an additional $1000 to retreat the 
tooth.  Dr. Alexander did offer to retreat the tooth at the Investigative Interview and was still willing to 
do so. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 104  Case No. 280084 
    Dr. Nafys Samandari 
 
Mr. Cummings on behalf of Dr. Samandari and complainant LB were present. 
 
LB stated she first went to Dr. Samandari for root canal therapy.  She was approached for a procedure to 
whiten her teeth.  She has been in pain ever since the procedure.  She now has TMJ issues and is unable 
to find anyone willing to work on her teeth.  She is unable to pay for TMJ treatment. 
 
Mr. Cummings stated the Investigative Interview (I.I.) panel recommended dismissal of this case.  The 
treatment plan was to correct some esthetic issues with LB’s smile and cross bite.  Crowns were placed 
temporarily and Dr. Samandari made LB a bite guard, but she did not wear it.  He then referred her to an 
endodontist.  LB saw the endodontist but did not continue treatment with him.  She has since gone to 
two other dentists who have given her the same treatment plan as Dr. Samandari, including the bite 
guard.  The I.I. panel believed if any of the three dentists were allowed to complete the treatment, LB 
would not be in the condition she is in now.  This is now almost four years later and LB has still not had 
any other work done. 
 
In response to the Board, LB stated she did not have the money to continue treatment at this point.  One 
of the subsequent dentists referred her to all of the other dentists.  She did end up going to an 
endodontist who recommended endodontic treatment on tooth #3.  LB stated she just does not have any 
additional funds to complete the treatment. 
 
In response to the Board, Mr. Cummings stated LB has received all of the treatment by Dr. Samandari 
that she paid him for.  She must get her bite stabilized before anything further can be done.  There has 
been no indication that any of the work Dr. Samandari has done is inadequate.  The crowns were 
temporarily cemented so it is possible that some of them have come off.  LB stated she has tried to wear 
the night guard but it is too uncomfortable.  She is still in temporaries. 
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A Board clinical evaluation was performed.  The evaluator did not find the treatment rendered by Dr. 
Samandari to be adequate.  Mr. Cummings stated there were several different doctors records involved in 
this case which is why the I.I. panel did not simply defer to the evaluator’s report.  The crowns that were 
found faulty by the evaluator were crowns that had been re-cemented by dentists other than Dr. 
Samandari.  LB is still in a lot of pain and is still wearing the temporaries because she will not wear the 
splint to correct her bite.  Yes, LB has been compliant in that she has followed through with the referrals, 
but until her bite is corrected, there is nothing anyone can do. 
 
LB said she went to a different dentist for a second opinion and to find out why she was in so much pain.  
She went to Dr. Samandari several times over a period of two months, but he only told her she was 
healing. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison, second by Dr. Rosenthal the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of 
Supporting Evidence.  Dr. Gradke RECUSED.  Ms. Bevers and Ms. Buckles OPPOSED.  Mr. Farnsworth was 
ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 90  Case No. 290134 
    Dr. Gordon K. Wilson 
 
Ms. McLellan on behalf of Dr. Wilson and complainant LC were in attendance.   
 
The Board informed her that Dr. Wilson has declared bankruptcy and if a violation was found, restitution 
would not be part of its order. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Waite the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Mr. Farnsworth was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board directed staff to offer a Non-Disciplinary Consent Agreement to Dr. Eric Petterson for failure 
to completely comply with a Board subpoena. 
 
Agenda Item No. 102  Case No. 290177 
    Dr. Spencer G. Wilson 
 
Mr. Smith on behalf of Dr. Wilson and complainant AS were present. 
 
AS appeared with a container filled with fourteen silicone tubes that she had vomited.  She alleged Dr. 
Wilson had somehow accidentally left these tubes in her stomach.  AS provided the Board with 
background information regarding her mental and medical issues.  She believed Dr. Wilson was 
responsible for the tubes because he was the last person to provide treatment to her.  She began to 
vomit the tubes seven and a half weeks after her visit with Dr. Wilson.  AS did not agree with the 
Investigative Interview panel recommendation for dismissal. 
 
Mr. Smith stated Dr. Wilson performed an extraction of tooth #18 without any incident.  A week later, AS 
vomited up a piece of silicone.  There is no record of Dr. Wilson having used any silicone material during 
the extraction.  Mr. Smith urged the Board to accept the panel’s recommendation for dismissal. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite and duly seconded the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Mr. Farnsworth was ABSENT.  Dr. Morrison RECUSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
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Agenda Item No. 99  Case No. 290029 
    Southwest Dental Group 
 
Ms. McLellan on behalf of Southwest Dental Group and complainant EA were present. 
 
EA stated she filed this complaint on behalf of her elderly mother.  She went to Southwest for a cleaning, 
but was charged for periodontal maintenance and irrigation.  EA maintained her mother was not 
periodontally involved and advised her not to receive an irrigation procedure.  When her mother refused 
the irrigation, Southwest refused to treat her.  Her mother should not have been charged $25 for the 
irrigation procedure. 
 
Ms. McLellan stated billing irregularities was the only allegation made in this case.  The patient was 
placed in periodontal maintenance because of her past history.  When the patient informed Southwest 
that she no longer wanted the irrigation procedure, she was offered a periodontal referral and a discount 
for the treatment.  Due to the patient’s probe scores, Southwest did not feel comfortable doing just a 
cleaning.  Ms. McLellan asked the Board to consider dismissing this case. 
 
EA stated her mother had never received periodontal treatment in the past; however the health history 
form which was completed by her mother indicated previous periodontal issues.  The Board reviewed the 
radiographs and confirmed there was obvious bone loss.  Additionally, the patient was being seen every 
four months.  To be seen that often would indicate she was being seen for periodontal therapy.  The 
Board informed EA that most offices do charge for irrigation and some charge more than $25 for that 
treatment. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Rosenthal the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Mr. Farnsworth was ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 105  Case No. 290171 
    Dr. Benjamin L. Studebaker 
 
Complainant RS was present and stated during the process of treatment at Gentle Dental, he and his wife 
experienced several infections.  He was unsure as to whether something was done wrong to cause those 
infections, but they were being billed for the treatment of the infections.  The end result was that the 
treatment for two teeth cost him $3300.  Because of the cap placed on his tooth, he has had to pay a 
great deal of money for another dentist to fix the errors Gentle Dental has made.  He tried to settle with 
Gentle Dental on his own, but nothing was done until he filed the complaint.  His wife had to have seven 
different surgeries to correct the problems she had.  He did not attend the Investigative Interview 
because he almost decided to drop the complaint, but it occurred to him that he was still being billed 
improperly.   
 
The Board reviewed the radiographs and determined nothing was wrong with the endodontic treatment.  
Teeth 18 and 19 had deep caries and it was noted in the record that these two teeth may require root 
canal therapy.  The treatment itself did not cause the infections.  RS responded that he was still billed for 
things he should not have been.  For example, he cracked one of his teeth and when he went to have it 
fixed, the wrong tooth was treated.  Gentle Dental charged him for the repair to the wrong tooth and 
charged him again in order to fix the correct tooth. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Dr. Gradke the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of 
Supporting Evidence.  Mr. Farnsworth was ABSENT.  Dr. Waite OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
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**The Board directed staff to place Gentle Dental on the December Board meeting to open an 
investigation for alleged billing irregularities. 
 
Agenda Item No. 110  Case No. 290043 
    Dr. Joshua B. Haslam 
 
Dr. Haslam and his attorney Mr. Tonner were present.   
 
The Board informed Dr. Haslam it is against Federal law to write a prescription using someone else’s 
name.  Dr. Haslam understood it was wrong. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to CONSIDER the Findings of 
Fact.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Finding of Fact #1 AMENDED to read: 
 
Dr. Haslam obtained a controlled substance by misrepresentation. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Rosenthal the Board voted to ACCEPT the Findings of Fact as 
Amended.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to find a VIOLATION of A.R.S. §32-
1201.21(c).  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
**The Board requested priors – staff reported none 
 
Dr. Gradke made a motion for Continuing Education of 20 hours in Appropriate Prescription Writing and 
20 hours of Community Service however the motion died due to lack of a second. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Rosenthal the Board voted to impose COMMUNITY SERVICE 
of 16 hours and the JURISPRUDENCE EXAM with 4 months time to complete.  Mr. Farnsworth was 
ABSENT.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Agenda Item No. 111  Case No. 280374 
    Dr. Navid Hajiseyed Javadi 
 
Mr. Tonner, attorney for Dr. Javadi was present for questions. 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Waite, second by Dr. Rosenthal the Board voted to DISMISS for Lack of Supporting 
Evidence.  Dr. Sommerhalter and Mr. Farnsworth were ABSENT.  Dr. Morrison OPPOSED.  MOTION 
PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 134  Case No. 290156 
    Dr. Champa R. Chatterjee 
 
Mr. Tonner was present on behalf of Dr. Chatterjee.  He stated Dr. Chatterjee was ordered to complete 
two separate areas of continuing education and pay restitution to the patient.  The restitution has been 
completed and one of the continuing education courses.  Due to underlying health issues with Dr. 
Chatterjee, Mr. Tonner asked the Board to consider extending more time for Dr. Chatterjee to complete 
the remaining continuing education without the imposition of an administrative penalty. 
 



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS 
MINUTES OF THE BOARD MEETING 
OCTOBER 9, 2009 
PAGE 45 
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Morrison and duly seconded the Board voted to impose completion of the 
previously ordered Continuing Education within 6 months.  THE MOTION WAS WITHDRAWN. 
 
Staff informed the Board the recommendation in this case was made by a Triage panel.  
 
Upon MOTION by Dr. Rosenthal, second by Ms. Bevers the Board voted to FORWARD to an Investigative 
Interview.  Mr. Farnsworth was ABSENT.  Dr. Waite OPPOSED.  MOTION PASSED. 
 
Agenda Item No. 143 – Members of the Public 
 
 None 
 
Agenda Item No. 144 – Associations 
 
 None 
 
Agenda Item No. 145 - Future Agenda Items 
 

Add a consent agenda item for those cases that will appear before the Board for failure to timely 
disclose an arrest. 

 
Agenda Item No. 146 – Next Meeting Date 
 
 December 4, 2009 
 
Agenda Item No. 147 – Adjournment 
 
Dr. Rosenthal adjourned the meeting at 4:45 PM. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Minutes APPROVED at the October 5, 2007 Board Meeting 
 
 
 
Elaine Hugunin, Executive Director 
 
 


