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THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ST. LOUIS COUNTY, MISSOURI " "™ =
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STATE OF MISSOURI, ) e
DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES, ) RIS L Gk
FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION, )
) Case No. 11SL-DR05856
Petitioner, )
)  Div. 37
VS, )
)  IV-D No. 00721603
LARON WHALEN, )
)
Respondent. )
ORDER SUSPENDING ﬁROFESSIONAL LICENSE
On this Ci\r‘\day of g'w? , 20_{2 Petitioner

appeared by and through its attorney of record, Assistant Attorney General,
Sara E. Reeb. Respondent, Laron Whalen [appeared in person, appeared by
élttorney. Based upon the verified petition, evidence

adduced and the record as a whole, this Court makes the following findings:

1. This Court has subject Lmatter jurisdiction over this suit and
personal jurisdiction over the parties.

2. Respondent was served with the Petition to Suspend Professional
License and Notice of Intent to Suspend Professional License (Notice of
Intent) personally on September 28, 2011,

3. The Notice of Intent stated that Respondent’s barber license
number 2008032283 shall be suspended within sixty (60) days of service of
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the Notice of Intent unless Respondent: (1) paid the entire arrearage stated
in the Notice of Intent; or (2) entered into and complied with a payment plan
approved by this Court; or (3) requested a hearing before this Court.

4. As of the date Respondent was served with the Notice of Intent,
the Respondent owed a child support arrearage that was at least three
months of support payments or $2500, whichever is less.

5, Respondent has failed to pay the entire arrearage stated in the
Notice of Intent.

6. Respondent has failed t§ enter into and comply with a payment
plan approved by this Court.

7. Respondent has failed to request a hearing, within sixty (60) days
of being served with the Notice of Intent, to show cause why Respondent’s
barber license should not be suspended.

.

I < -0t
has a barber license, number 2008032283.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Respondent’s barber license, License Number 2008032283 is suspended.
Respondent shall refrain from engaging in this licensed activity.

IT IS FURTHER O ERED ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
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Boulevard, P.O. Box 1335, Jefferson City, MO 65102-1335 shall, upon receipt
of this order:

1, Determine if the licensing authority has issued a license to the
Respondent;

2. Enter the suspension of Respondent’s license as effective from the
date of this Order Suspending License;

3. Issue a Notice of Suspension to Respondent; and

4, If required by law, demand surrender of the suspended license.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Missouri Division of Professional Registration shall process this order
without eonducting an additional hearing or review.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this
Court’s order suspending Respondent’s license shall be implemented by the
Missouri Division of Professional Registration and shall continue until the
Missouri Division of Professional Registration receives notice from this Court
that this suspension has been stayed or terminated.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that any
funds paid by the Respondent to the Missouri Division of Professional

Registration for costs related to issuance, renewal or maintenance of a license
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Missouri Division of Professional Registration shall be exempt from any
liability to the Respondent for activ'lities conducted pursuant to Section
454.1008 RSMo.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUGED AND DECREED that the
Missouri Division of Professional R(;,gistration shall not modify, remand,
reverse, vacated, or stay this Court'# order suspending Respondent’s
professional license.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

costs of this action are taxed against Respondent,
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