BEFORE THE MISSOURI
STATE BOARD OF COSMETOLOGY AND BARBER EXAMINERS
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STATE BOARD OF COSMETOLOGY }
AND BARBER EXAMINERS, )
Petitioner, - %
v. % Case No. 15-1298 CB
JOHN PATTERSON, %
Respondent. %
ORDER OF THE MISSOURI

STATE BOARD OF COSMETOLOGY AND BARBER EXAMINERS
DISCIPLINING THE BARBER OPERATOR LICENSE OF JOHN PATTERSON

On or about Novemb'er 25, 2015, the Administrative Hearing Commission entered its
Deféult Decision in the case of Missouri Board of Cosmetology and Barber Examiners v John
Patterson, Case No. 15-1298 CB. In that Default Decision, the Administrative Hearing Commission
found that Respondent John Patterson’s barber operator license (license # 2010002622) is subject
to disciplinary action by the Board pursuant to § 328.150.2(5), (6), (12) and (13), RSMo.

The Board has received and reviewed the record of the proceedings. before the
Administrative Hearing Commiésion, including the properly pled complaint filed before the
Administrative Hearing Commission on August 17, 2015 and the Default Decision of the
Administrative Hearing Commission. The record of. the Administrative Hearing-Commission,
inciuding the properly pled complaint and Defaﬁlt Decision, is incorporated herein by reference in
its entirety. »

Pursuant to notice and §§ 621.110 and 328.150.3, RSMo, the Board held a hearing on May
B 16, 2016, at approximately 9:00 a.m., at the Division of Professidnal Regi;tration, 3605 Missouri

Boulevard, Jefferson City, Missouri’ 651{)2,: for the purpose o_f determining the appropriate

! All statutory references are to Missouri Revised Statutes 2000, as amended, unless otherwise indicated.




disciplinary action against Respondent’s license. The Board was represented by Legal Counsel
Jamie Cox. Respondent received proper notice and opportunity to appear and did appear in person
vﬁthoﬁt legal counsel. After being present and considering all of the evidence presented during the
hearing, the Board issues the following Findings of Facts, Conclu_sions of Law and Order.
L.
Based upon the foregoing the Board hereby states:
. FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

L The Board is an agency of the state of Missouri creéted and established pﬁrsuant to
§ 329.015,-RSMo, for the purpoée of licensing all persons engaged in the praétice of barbering and
cosmetology in this state. The Board has contrpl and supervision of the licensed occupations and
eﬁforcement of the terms and provisions of Chapters 328 and 329, RSMo.

2. The Board hereby adopts and incorporates by reference the properly pled
complaint and Default Decision of the Administrative Hearing Commission in Missouri Board of
Cosmetology and Barber Examiners v. John Patterson, Case No. ‘15-1298 CB, in its entirety. In that
Default Decision the Administrative Hearing Commission détermfned that the Board filed a
properly pled complaint before the Administrative Hearing Commission on or abogt August 17,
2105, that Patterson was personally sé-rved_with the complaint and that Patterson never filed an
answer or otherwise responded to the complaint. |

- 3. In its Default Deciéion, the Administrative Hearing Commission determined there
was cause to discipline Patterson’s license pursuant to § 328.150.2(5), (6), (12) and (13), RSMo, as
established i_n-the'properly- pled complaint, as.a result of Patterson operéting_uiithout a current and

~ active barber opérgtqr license and operating aﬁ unlicensed barber rental space at Mane Eveﬁ"t
Beauty & Barbefe 8380 Olive Béulevard, St Louis,‘ Missouri.
4, .'I.‘he ‘Board | set this matter for disciplinary hearing and served notice of the

disciplinary hearing upon Respondent in a proper and timely fashion. Board Executive Director




Emily Carroll testified at the May 16, 2016 hearing. Carroll testified that Patterson renewed his
barber operator license on December 29, 2015 and it is now current and active and Patterson

obtained a barber shop license on January 12, 2016.

I_I.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
5. This Board has jurisdictidn over this ‘proceeding pursuant to §§ 621.110 and
328.150.3, RSMo. |
6.  The Board expressly adopts and incorporates by reference the Conclusions of Law

contained in the Default Decision issued by the Administrative Hearing Commission and the
proﬁerly pled compiaint, in Missouri Board of Cosmetology and Barber Examiners v. John Patterson,
Case Nb. 15-1298 CB, and hereby enters its Conclusions of Law consistent therewith,

7. As a result of the foregoing, and in accordance with the Admini;strative Hearing
Commission’s Default Decision on November 25, 2015, Respondent’s barber operator license is-

subject to disciplinary action by the Board pursuant to § 328.150.2(5), {6), (12) and (13), RSMo.

8. The Board has determined that this Order is necessary to ensure the protection of
the public. |
IIL.
ORDER

Having fully considered all the evidence before the Board, and giving full weight'to the .-
Default-Decision of the Administrative Hearing Commission, as well as the cui*rept Circumstahces of
Fatterson’s licenses and that.Patterson appeared before the Board at the May 16_; 2016 disciplinary a
hearing, the Bqa?_d ORDERS, pu_rsuaﬁt to its statutory discretion, that no discii:nline bé taken against
the barb:er_operator license (license no. 2010002622) éf John Patterson. |

- The B'o'arci will maintain this Order as an openand ‘public 'recorci of the B.oard as proﬁided in

Chapters 328, 329, 610 and 324, RSMo.




¥
SO ORDERED, EFFECTIVE THIS ﬁ_ DAY OF JUNE, 2016,

MISSOURI STATE BOARD OF COSMETOLOGY v
AND BARBER EXAMINERS

Emily R. Car“roll, Executive Director




