STATE OF FLORI DA
DI VI SI ON OF ADM NI STRATI VE HEARI NGS

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
BOARD OF DENTI STRY,
Petiti oner,

Case Nos. 96-3563
96- 3564

VS.
JEFFREY BECK, D.D.S.,

Respondent .

N N N N N N N N N N N

RECOMMVENDED CORDER

Pursuant to notice, a formal hearing was held in these
consol i dated cases on February 17, 1998, before Patricia Hart
Mal ono, a dul y-desi gnated Adm ni strative Law Judge of the
Division of Adm nistrative Hearings. The hearing was held via
video tel econference, with the Petitioner and the Respondent
appearing at Fort Lauderdal e, Florida.

APPEARANCES

For Petitioner: Thomas E. Wight, Esquire
Agency for Health Care Adm nistration
Post O fice Box 14229
Tal | ahassee, Florida 32317-4229

For Respondent: Jeffrey N Beck, D.D.S., pro se
350 South State Road 7
Margate, Florida 33068

STATEMENT OF THE | SSUE

Whet her the Respondent committed the violations alleged in
the Adm nistrative Conplaints dated May 15, 1995, and April 30,

1996, and, if so, the penalty which should be inposed.



PRELI M NARY STATEMENT

I n DOAH Case No. 96-3563, the Departnment of Health® filed an
Adm ni strative Conplaint dated May 15, 1995, in which it charged
that Jeffrey Beck, D.D.S., was inconpetent or negligent in the
practice of dentistry by failing to neet the m ni num standards of
performance in the diagnosis and treatnent of patient
G J. [J. R], aviolation of Section 466.028(1)(x), Florida
Statutes, and that Dr. Beck failed to keep proper dental records
justifying his treatnent of patient G J., a violation of Section
466. 028(1)(m, Florida Statutes. Dr. Beck tinely filed a request
for an adm nistrative hearing, and the Departnent transmtted the
case to the Division of Adm nistrative Hearings for assignnent of
an Adm nistrative Law Judge.

In DOAH Case No. 96-3564, the Departnent of Health filed an
Adm ni strative Conplaint dated April 30, 1996, in which it
charged that Jeffrey Beck, D.D.S., aided an unlicensed person in
the practice of dentistry, a violation of Section 466.028(1)(Q),
Florida Statutes; del egated professional responsibilities to an
unqual i fied person, a violation of Section 466.028(1)(z), Florida
Statutes; operated a dental office in such a manner that dental
treatment was provided that was bel ow m ni num st andards of
acceptabl e performance in the community, a violation of
Section 466.028(1)(ff), Florida Statutes; and failed to include
the required disclainer in an advertisenent for free dental

services, a violation of Rule 59Q 4.003(5), Florida



Adm ni strative Code, and Section 466.028(1)(aa), Florida
Statutes. Dr. Beck tinely filed a request for an adm nistrative
hearing, and the Departnent transmtted the case to the Division
of Adm nistrative Hearings for assignnment of an Adm nistrative
Law Judge.

By order dated August 18, 1997, DOAH Case Nos. 96-3563 and
96- 3564 were consolidated, and, after several continuances, the
formal hearing was held on February 17, 1998.

At the hearing, the Departnent of Health ("Departnment")
presented the testinony of Paul Danziger, D.D.S., the
Departnent's expert; G J. J. R, a forner patient of Dr. Beck
and Robert Yastrinski, an investigator enployed by the
Department. Petitioner's Exhibits 1 through 4, 7, 9, 11, and 13
were offered and received into evidence. The deposition
transcript of E. B., a forner patient of Dr. Beck, was offered in
lieu of live testinony in a Motion to Accept Deposition in Lieu
of Live Testinony. The deposition transcript was received into
evidence as Petitioner's Exhibit 1, pursuant to Rule 1.330(a),
Florida Rules of G vil Procedure.

Dr. Beck testified in his own behal f, and Respondent's
Exhibits 2, 3, 3a, 7, 9, 12, 15, 17, and 18 were offered and

received into evidence.



The transcript of the proceedings was filed with the
Di vision of Adm nistrative Hearings, and both parties submtted
proposed findings of facts and concl usions of |aw, which have

been duly consi dered.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

Based on the oral and docunentary evi dence presented at the
final hearing and on the entire record of this proceeding, the
follow ng findings of fact are made:

1. The Departnent of Health is the state agency responsible
for regulating the practice of dentistry. Section 20.43, Florida
Statutes (1997), and Chapters 455 and 466, Florida Statutes. The
Board of Dentistry is responsible for certifying dentists for
licensure and for disciplining |icensed dentists. Sections
466. 011 and .028(2), Florida Statutes.

2. Jeffrey Beck, D.D.S., is, and was at all tines materi al
to this action, licensed to practice dentistry in Florida, having
been issued |icense nunber DN 0005517.

Patient E. B.

3. At the tinmes material to this proceedi ng, Accent Dental
Services, Inc., was a Florida corporation of which Carl os
Cast aneda owned fifty percent and Dr. Beck owned fifty percent.
Accent Dental Services consisted of a dental office and a
| aboratory for the construction and repair of dentures. At the
times material to this proceeding, the business card for Accent

Dental Services included the address and tel ephone nunber of the



busi ness and bore the follow ng nanes and desi gnations: Carlos
A. Castaneda, D.T., and Jeffrey N. Beck, D.D. S

4. Al of the incone of Accent Dental Services was, at the
tinmes material to this action, generated by the construction and
repair of dentures.

5. At the tinmes material to this proceeding, M. Castaneda
was not licensed as a dentist, and Accent Dental Services was not
regi stered as a dental |aboratory. M. Castaneda was trained to
construct and repair dentures by his brother, who operates a
dental | aboratory.

6. Accent Dental Services was open for business at | east
five days per week, but Dr. Beck was in the Accent Denta
Services office only on Wednesdays.

7. E B. first visited Accent Dental Services on Saturday,
April 2, 1994, because she had | ost her upper denture and needed
to replace it as soon as possible. She called Accent Dental
Servi ces because she saw an advertisenent in a PennySaver
magazi ne representing that the business specialized in dentures
and offered rapid service. She spoke with Carl os Castaneda, who
told her she should cone to his office an hour |ater.

8. \When she arrived at the Accent Dental Services office,
she was seen by M. Castaneda. She filled out a dental and
medi cal history form and M. Castaneda took a dental inpression
and told her that the denture would be ready on the follow ng

Monday. M. Castaneda advised her that the total cost of the



denture woul d be $750, and, at his request, E. B. paid a $100
deposit by check payable to Accent Dental Services.

9. Although Dr. Beck was identified in the PennySaver
advertisenment as the dentist affiliated with Accent Dental
Services, E. B. did not see himduring her visit to Accent Dental
Services on April 2. M. Castaneda identified hinself to her as
a dental technician and expl ained that he took inpressions and
made dentures and that Dr. Beck took care of fitting the
dentures. \Wen she asked when she woul d see Dr. Beck,

M. Castaneda told her that Dr. Beck was in the office only on
Wednesdays and that she would see himthe foll om ng Wednesday.

10. Wen E. B. returned to Accent Dental Services on
Monday, April 4, she refused to accept the denture that
M . Castaneda showed her. He told her to cone back on Tuesday.
At M. Castaneda's insistence, E. B. paid the bal ance of the $750
fee, witing a check dated April 4, 1994, in the anobunt of $650,
payabl e to Accent Dental Services.

11. E. B. returned on Tuesday, April 5, and M. Castaneda
had a new denture prepared. Wen he tried to insert the denture,
it did not fit properly, and he nmade sone adjustnents so the
denture would fit in her nouth. It needed further adjustnents,
however, and M. Castaneda told her that Dr. Beck would fit the
denture for her on Wdnesday.

12. M. Castaneda exam ned E. B. when she went to Accent

Dental Services on Wednesday, April 6. She told M. Castaneda



that she could not wear the dentures, that they were very
unconfortable. Dr. Beck then cane into the room | ooked into her
mout h, and stated that the dentures were a "very tight fit." He
then turned and wal ked out of the room |eaving M. Castaneda to
fit the denture.

13. E. B. returned several tinmes to Accent Dental Services
asking that the denture be adjusted to a proper fit.

M . Castaneda made several adjustnents, but they did not correct
the problens. E. B. did not see Dr. Beck during any of these
visits.

14. E. B. left for New York in late April 1994. She was
not able to wear the denture she had purchased from Accent Dent al
Services because it was so painful; on May 7, 1994, within a week
of her arrival in New York, she went to the dentist who had nade
her original dentures. Dr. Scharoff was not able to adjust the
denture M. Castaneda nade for a proper fit, and E. B. purchased
a new upper denture fromhimfor $1650.

15. E. B. sent a certified letter to Accent Dental
Services, listing the problens Dr. Scharoff had found with the
denture. She sent the letter registered mail, and M. Castaneda
signed for it on May 19, 1994.

16. E. B. did not get any response to her letter. Wen she
returned to Florida in Novenber 1994, she went to the Accent
Dental Services office and was nmet in the waiting room by

M. Castaneda. She told him she wanted a refund of the nonies



she had paid for the defective denture. M. Castaneda told her
to get out, and she did.

Patient G J. J. R

17. G J. J. R was first seen by Dr. Beck at the Energency
Denture Center in Hollywod, Florida, on July 19, 1993. At that
time, Dr. Beck had just recently becone associated with the
Energency Dental Center. G J. J. R had previously had contact
with Herman Castaneda, the dental technician at the Enmergency
Dental Center, who relined his denture in 1991.

18. After his July 19 visit, dentures were constructed
consi sting of an upper partial denture and a |ower full denture,
whi ch had three attachnents built into the denture. The dentures
were made at the Energency Dental Center |aboratory by Herman
Cast aneda and were fitted by Dr. Beck.

19. Although G J. J. R is satisfied with the upper
partial denture he obtained fromDr. Beck, Dr. Beck did not
adequately fit the denture. The denture was constructed with
rests which were designed to fit into rest seats cut into the
teeth adjacent to the denture. Dr. Beck did not prepare the rest
seats in G J. J. R's teeth, and the upper denture settled into
his guns. An exam nation perfornmed on October 20, 1994, by a
denti st retained by the Departnent revealed that the tissue under
t he upper partial denture was very red and swol |l en and covered
Wi th petechiae, or red spots, presenting a potential health

problem This irritation can be only partially attributed to the



fact that G J. J. R never renoves the denture. The denture
settled into the soft tissue as a result of Dr. Beck's failure to
prepare G J. J. R's nouth properly to receive the denture, and
much of the swelling, redness, and petechi ae under the upper
partial denture is attributable to this.

200 G J. J. R had three inplants inserted into the bone
of the Iower anterior segnent of his nmouth prior to his first
exam nation by Dr. Beck. These inplants were inserted by Kevin
Payton, D.D.S., and were to be used to attach a | ower full
denture. The inplants each have a buckl e which protrudes through
the gum and ERA fenal e attachnents, made of netal, sit on top of
t he buckles. The denture is attached by snapping nale
attachnments, nade of plastic and fixed into the denture, into the
femal e attachnents.

2. G J. J. R's lower full denture was not properly
fitted by Dr. Beck. The denture was attached to only the nost
anterior of the female attachnents. The two posterior nale
attachnments on the denture did not snap onto the female
attachnments on the inplants because the male attachnments were not
| ocated at the proper places on the denture. As a result the
denture was unstable, rocking back and forth in G J. J. R's
mouth with not hing nore than manual mani pul ati on. The i nproper
fit caused G J. J. R a great deal of pain

22. G J. J. R went back to Dr. Beck several tines

conpl ai ni ng about the | ooseness of the |ower denture, which



prevented himfromchewing. Utimtely, Dr. Beck told himthat
he could not do anything nore for him G J. J. R stopped
wearing the | ower denture; he did not seek out another dentist or
have anything nore done to the | ower denture.

23. Dr. Beck's records indicate that a course of treatnent
was provided for G J. J. R, although the records contain only
sketchy details of the treatnent and it is difficult to read
Dr. Beck's handwiting. The records do not contain a chart of
G J. J. R's teeth, which should have been prepared during the
initial exam nation

Il egal advertisenents

24. In the yell ow pages of the Delray Beach, Florida,

t el ephone directory dated Septenber 1994-95 an adverti senent
appeared for Al Energency Denture Service. The advertisenent
offered a senior citizen discount and free consultation by

"J. N Beck, D.D.S." No disclainer relating to the discount or
the free consultation were included in the advertisenent.

25. Accent Dental Services, Inc., advertised its services
in the yell ow pages of the Delray Beach, Florida, tel ephone
directory dated Septenber 1994-95, in which appeared the nanmes of
Zita Narvaez, D.D.S., and Jeffrey N. Beck, D.D.S. This
advertisenment offered a senior citizen discount, but it did not
contain a disclainmer relating to the discount.

26. In the yell ow pages of the Boca Raton and Deerfield

Beach, Florida, tel ephone directory dated March 1995-96, an
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adverti senent appeared for Accent Dental Services in which the
name of Jeffrey Beck, D.D.S., appeared. The adverti senent
offered free consultation and senior citizen discounts, but it
did not include a disclainer relating to the free consultation or
t he di scount.
Sunmary

27. Wth respect to Dr. Beck's operation of Accent Denta
Services, the evidence is uncontroverted that, at the tine that
E. B. was doing business with Accent Dental Services, Accent
Dental Services provided energency denture repair and one-day
service for the construction of new dentures. Dr. Beck was,
however, present in the Accent Dental Services office only on
Wednesdays, while, at the sanme tine, he expected M. Castaneda,
an unlicensed person, to keep the office open for business at
| east five days per week. By limting his tine in the Accent
Dental Services office to one day per week, Dr. Beck was not
avai l abl e to supervise M. Castaneda in the operation of the
dental office and | aboratory during the tines at issue.

28. The evidence presented by the Departnent is sufficient
to support the inference that, with respect to patient E. B.,
Dr. Beck was aware that Carl os Castaneda took an inpression of
E. B.'s jaw and constructed a denture for her in the | aboratory
on the prem ses of the dental office since he first saw E. B.
after the denture had been constructed. The evidence is

sufficient to support the inference that Dr. Beck did not furnish
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a witten work order for the construction of E. B.'s denture
since he did not see E. B. until after the denture was
constructed. The evidence presented by the Departnent is also
sufficient to establish that Dr. Beck delegated to M. Castaneda
the responsibility for fitting E. B.'s denture, since he observed
M. Castaneda fitting the denture on April 6, 1994.

29. The evidence is sufficient to establish that, with
respect to his treatnment of G J. J. R, Dr. Beck failed to
performthe basic procedure of creating rest seats on his
existing teeth, which were necessary to fit the upper parti al
denture properly. The evidence is also sufficient to establish
that Dr. Beck did not properly secure the lower full denture
constructed for G J. J. R because he failed to performthe
sinpl e and common procedure necessary to reposition the posterior
mal e attachnments on the denture to ensure that they snapped into
the posterior female attachnments on G J. J. R's inplants. The
evidence is not sufficient, however, to establish that Dr. Beck
failed to keep adequate records of G J. J. R's treatnent and
medi cal history.

30. Dr. Beck concedes that he did not include in
advertisenents of his services any disclainmers related to the
free consultations and discounts identified in the

adverti senments.
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CONCLUSI ONS OF LAW

31. The Division of Adm nistrative Hearings has
jurisdiction over the subject matter of this proceeding and of
the parties thereto pursuant to Section 120.57(1), Florida
Statutes (1997).

32. Inits Admnistrative Conplaints, the Departnent
identifies as possible disciplinary sanctions against Dr. Beck
revocation or suspension of his license or the inposition of an
admnistrative fine. Consequently, the Departnent has the burden
of proving the allegations in the Adm nistrative Conplaints by

cl ear and convinci ng evidence. See Departnent of Banking and

Fi nance, Division of Securities and | nvestor Protection v.

Gsborne Stern and Co., 670 So. 2d 932, 933-34 (Fla. 1996); Ferris

v. Turlington, 510 So. 2d 292 (Fla. 1987).

33. Chapter 466, Florida Statutes, regulates the practice
of dentistry, dental hygiene, and dental | aboratories.
Section 466.028 provides both the grounds for disciplinary action
whi ch can be taken pursuant to Chapter 466 and the penalties

whi ch can be i nposed.

34. Section 466.028(1) provides in pertinent part:
(1) The followi ng acts shall constitute

grounds for which the disciplinary actions
specified in subsection (2) may be taken:

* * %

(g) Aiding, assisting, procuring, or
advi sing any unlicensed person to practice

13



35.

dentistry or dental hygiene contrary to this
chapter or of the rules of the departnment or
boar d.

(m Failing to keep witten dental records
and nedical history records justifying the
course of treatnment of the patient including,
but not limted to, patient histories,
exam nation results, test results, and
X rays, if taken.

(x) Being guilty of inconpetence or
negligence by failing to neet the m ni mum
standards of performance in diagnosis and
treat nent when neasured agai nst general ly
prevailing peer performance .

* * %

(z) Del egating professional
responsibilities to a person who i s not
qual i fied by training, experience, or
licensure to performthem

* * %

(aa) The violation or the repeated
violation of this chapter, chapter 455, or
any rule pronul gated pursuant to chapter 355
or this chapter :

(ff) Operating or causing to be operated a
dental office in such a manner as to result
in dental treatnent that is bel ow the m ni mrum
accept abl e standards of performance for the
comunity.

Section 466.028(2) provides as foll ows:

When the board finds any applicant or
licensee guilty of any of the grounds set
forth in subsection (1), it may enter an
order inposing one or nore of the foll ow ng
penal ti es:

14



(a) Denial of an application for
i censure.

(b) Revocation or suspension of a |license.

(c) Inposition of an adm nistrative fine
not to exceed $3,000 for each count or
separate of fense.

(d) Issuance of a reprinmand.

(e) Placenent of the |icensee on probation
for a period of time and subject to such
conditions as the board may specify,
including requiring the licensee to attend
continui ng education courses or denonstrate
hi s conpetency through a witten or practical
exam nation or to work under the supervision
of another I|icensee.

(f) Restricting the authorized scope of
practice.

36. The practice of dentistry is defined in Section
466. 003(3)(a) through (d), Florida Statutes, as specifically
i ncl udi ng taking inpressions of a human jaw, constructing or
repairing dentures without a witten work order froma |icensed
dentist; placing a denture in the nouth or adjusting a denture in
the nouth; and delivering a denture to any person other than the
denti st who issued the work order for the denture.

37. Section 466.031(1), Florida Statutes, defines a dental
| aboratory as a "person, firm or corporation" who, anong other
t hi ngs, constructs or repairs dentures "to be worn in the human
mout h. " Pursuant to Section 466.032(1), a dental |aboratory nust
be registered with the Departnent. Accent Dental Services was
not a registered dental |aboratory but, rather, fell under the
provi sions of Section 466.031(2), which excludes fromthe
definition of "dental |aboratory” "any dental |aboratory

techni ci an who constructs or repairs dental prosthetic appliances

15



in the office of a licensed dentist for such dentist only and
under his supervision and work order."

38. Based on the findings of fact herein, the Departnent
has proven by clear and convi ncing evidence that Dr. Beck aided
or assisted Carlos Castaneda in the practice of dentistry with
regard to the services M. Castaneda perfornmed for E. B., in
viol ation of Section 466.028(1)(g); that Dr. Beck operated Accent
Dental Services in such a manner that the dental treatnent
provided to E. B. was "bel ow m ni nrum accept abl e standards of
performance,” in violation of Section 466.028(1)(ff); and that
Dr. Beck delegated to M. Castaneda the responsibility for
fitting EE B.'s denture, in violation of Section 466.028(1)(z).

39. Based on the findings of fact herein, the Departnent
has proven by clear and convinci ng evidence that Dr. Beck was
negligent in the dental services he provided G J. J. R, in
viol ation of Section 466.028(1)(x). The Departnent has, however,
not net its burden of proving Dr. Beck guilty of failing to keep
adequate records of the treatnent given to G J. J. R, and,
therefore, has failed to prove a violation of Section
466. 028(1) (m.

40. Rule 64B5-4.003(5), Florida Adm nistrative Code,
(formerly Rule 59Q 4.003(5)), provides that "[a]ny adverti senent
for free or discounted services nust conply with the requirenents
of Section 455.24, F.S., and nust also clearly identify the dates

that free, discounted or reduced fee services will be available."
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Section 455.24, Florida Statutes (1993), (now Section 455. 664,
Florida Statutes (1997)), provides as foll ows:

In any advertisenent for a free, discounted
fee, or reduced fee service, exam nation, or
treatment by a health care provider |icensed
under chapter 458, chapter 459, chapter 460,
chapter 461, chapter 462, chapter 463,
chapter 464, chapter 466, or chapter 486, the
follow ng statenment shall appear in capital
letters clearly distinguishable fromthe rest
of the text: THE PATI ENT AND ANY OTHER
PERSON RESPONSI BLE FOR PAYMENT HAS A RIGHT TO
REFUSE TO PAY, CANCEL PAYMENT, OR BE

REI MBURSED FOR PAYMENT FOR ANY OTHER SERVI CE
EXAM NATI ON, OR TREATMENT THAT | S PERFORVED
AS A RESULT OF AND WTHIN 72 HOURS OF
RESPONDI NG TO THE ADVERTI SEMENT FOR THE FREE,
DI SCOUNTED FEE, OR REDUCED FEE SERVI CE

EXAM NATI QN, OR TREATMENT. However, the
requi red statenent shall not be necessary as
an acconpani nent to an advertisenent of a
licensed health care provider defined by this
section if the advertisenent appears in a
classified directory the prinmary purpose of
which is to provide products and services at
free, reduced, or discounted prices to
consuners and in which the statenent

prom nently appears in at | east one place.

Based on the facts found herein, Dr. Beck has viol ated
Section 466.028(1)(aa), which provides that one ground for
discipline is "the violation . . . of this chapter, chapter 455,
or any rule pronul gated pursuant to chapter 455 or this chapter.™
The failure to include the disclainmer required by Section 455. 24
is classified as a mnor violation, and the penalty prescribed by
Rul e 64B5-13.0046(7), Florida Adm nistrative Code, for this
violation is the inposition of a $250 fi ne.

41. Rule 64B5-13.005, Florida Adm nistrative Code,

(formerly Rule 59Q 13.005), provides the disciplinary guidelines
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which are to be followed by the Board of Dentistry for major
violations. Subsection (1) of Rule 64B5-13. 005 provides:

Unl ess relevant mtigating factors are

denonstrated the Board shall always inpose a

reprimand and an admnistrative fine not to

exceed $3,000.00 per count or offense when

disciplining a licensee for any of the

di sciplinary grounds listed in subsections

(2) or (3) of this rule. The reprimnd and

admnistrative fine is in addition to the

penal ti es specified in subsections (2) and

(3) for each disciplinary ground.

42. The violations commtted by Dr. Beck are identified in
Rul e 64B5-13. 005(3), and the disciplinary guidelines for each of
the violations of Section 466.028(1)(g), (x), and (ff) range from
pl acing the |licensee on probation, restricting his or her
practice, and/or suspending his or her license. Pursuant both to
Section 466.028(3) and to Rule 64B5-13.005(3)(ee), the violation
of Section 466.028(1)(z) carries a mandatory six-nonth
suspensi on.
43. In determning the penalties reconmended herein, the

aggravating and mtigating factors identified in Rule 64B5-
13. 005(4) have been consi dered.

RECOMVENDATI ON

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact and Concl usi ons of
Law, it is RECOWENDED that the Board of Dentistry enter a final
order finding Jeffrey N. Beck, D.D.S., qguilty of violating
Section 466.028(1)(g), (x), (z), (aa), and (ff); finding Dr. Beck
not guilty of violating Section 466.028(1)(nm); and inposing the

foll ow ng penalties:
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1. Suspension of Dr. Beck's license to practice dentistry
for a period of six (6) nonths, foll owed by probation for a
period of one (1) year subject to such conditions as the Board

may specify;

2. Inposition of an adm nistrative fine in the anmount of
$4, 250; and
3. Issuance of a reprinmnd.

DONE AND ENTERED this 26th day of August, 1998, in

Tal | ahassee, Leon County, Florida.

PATRI CI A HART MALONO

Adm ni strative Law Judge

Di vision of Adm nistrative Hearings
The DeSot o Buil di ng

1230 Apal achee Par kway

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-3060
(850) 488-9675 SUNCOM 278- 9675
Fax Filing (850) 921-6847

Filed with the Cerk of the
Di vision of Adm nistrative Hearings
this 26th day of August 1998.

ENDNOTE

! The Departnent of Health was substituted for the Agency for
Health Care Adm nistration as the Petitioner in these
consol i dat ed cases by order entered August 18, 1997.

COPI ES FURNI SHED

Thomas E. Wight, Esquire

Agency for Health Care Adm nistration
Post O fice Box 14229

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32317-4229

Jeffrey N. Beck, D.D.S.

350 South State Road 7
Margate, Florida 33068
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Wl liam Buckhalt, Executive D rector
Board of Dentistry

Departnent of Health

Nor t hwood Centre

1940 North Monroe Street

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-0792
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Angela T. Hall, Agency derk
Departnent of Health

BIN A2

2020 Capital G rcle Southeast

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32399-1703

NOTI CE OF RIGHT TO SUBM T EXCEPTI ONS

Al parties have the right to submt witten exceptions wthin 15
days fromthe date of this Recormmended Order. Any exceptions to
this Recomended Order should be filed with the agency that wll
issue the Final Order in this case.

! The Departnent of Health was substituted for the Agency for

Health Care Adm nistration as the Petitioner in this case by
order entered August 18, 1997.
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