
SEn\.EMENT AGRESMENT BEJWEEN MISIOYBI peNT At.. BOARD 
AND S'YLVESifR PARKER. p.D.§. 

Come now Sylvester Parker, 

thls settlement agreement for the purpose of resohring the questloo of whether Ucensee's license as a dentist 

will be subject to discipline. 

waive ·tna right to a hei:lring by the 

Administrative Hearing Cornmission cf the State of MisS<:luri (~AHC~) regarding cause to discipline the 

Licensee's llcense, cmd, additionally, the rlght to a dlieipHnary hearing before the Board under§ 621,110, BSMo 

Licensee acknowledges that he understands the vahous rights and privi!eges afforded him by haw, 

including the right to a hearing ·of the charges against him; the right to appear and be represented by !ega! 

evidence; the right to cross-examine any witnesses appearing at the hearlng against him; the right to present 

evidence on 1m own behalf at the hearing; the right to a decision upon the record by a fair and impartial 

administrative hearing commissioner concerning thi!t charges pending agalflst him and, subsaq~..mntly, the light 

to a disciplinary heating before the Board at which time he may present evidence In mitigation of d!ieip!ine; and 

the right to recover attomey'sfees incurred in defending this action aga1f1St his license. Being aware of these 

rights provided him by <;~peration of law, t..ioensee Knowingly and voluntarily waives each and every one these 

rights and freely enters into this settlement agreement and agrees to abide by the terms of this document, as 

they pertain to him. 

Ucensoo acknowledges that he has received a copy of the investigative report and other documMts 

relied upon by the Board In determining there was cause to discipline his license, along with citations.to law 

and/or regulations the Boord belieVes was violated. 

For the purpose of sett!lng this dispute, Licensee stipulatas that the factual ai1egations contained ln this 

settlement agreement are true and stipulates with the Board that licensee's llcense, numbered 20070132&2 is 

subject ro disciplinary action by the Boord in accordance with the provisions Chapter 621, Cum. Supp~ 2009 

arid Chapter 332, RSMo. 









too" one aspirin per day hid l"'ied!cally controlled d!abet~, No potential ooncems related 

to that health history and surgery were di$CUSSed or recorded in the record before a 2009 

. surgical visit In September 2009, licensee ext~ ·12 teeth using give carpu!es of anesthetic 

with epinephrine. There l#e$ nQ diagnosis given in records, nor any intra or artra-oral 

examination noted. The indicate that MO patient 1 was on clindamycin at the time of 

the September 2009 visit but not 

why the teeth were extracte<~ or if altemativ~ were Offered and discaJstSed. The treatment form 

did not meet criteria for infol'ffled consent MO petienf1 had numerous offica visits with serial 

radiographs dating back to 2007. The radiOgraphs; ahcrw that the periooonbaJ oonditlon, oone 

deteriorated dramatically during thattlme period. There was no record of MO patient 1's 

perio®nm! examinattoo, periodontal trsatment or consultation at any tlmEt The record for 

October 5, 2000 mtes that "petient returning fur implant ptacement" However. there was no 

raoord of appropriate implant treatment planning, no reoord of where they were going to be 

p!~. no consentora!temativesto treatment The B.oa!tl detennined that the im~ant protocol 

irl the records was grossly inadequate. The Board also identffied grou negllgent;eand 

im:::ompetence !n MO patient 1 's treatment Add!t!ona!ly, the Board determined that records 

were not lil!Xurate or legible and were not thorough aMugh for another doctor to be able w 

understaod them. 

b. For patient MO patient 2, the records showed thatMO patient 2's medica! history Indicated that 

at the time of surgery; MO patient 2 was takU\g !evothyroxin, fluo.ldtine and!!thlum. There was 

no diagnosis information for any or the conditions forwbich MO patient 2 ~taking the: .. 

medatlons and no teoord of a consultation regarding the ment:et smtus or pouib!e epinephrine 

interaooons with thyroxin. The records for October 5, 2009 indata that Licensee oroerid four 

implants for MO patient 1t The records do not rafled informed consent, diagnosis or treatment 

plan including where licensee intended to place the impaants, etnd no treatment alternatives. 

The records for OGtober 19, 2009 reflect that implants were p!e~ced but not where they 

placed. Record$ ahso $t!ilta the lmp!ants were done with three tafPukM of uptocaine with 

epinephrine. Thera was no record of an intra or ertra-ora1· examination except one intra-oral 
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~m form with t:he bQx. for wlthln • norma! li~ Checked and no other ~nformation. The Soerd 

oorerm!ned the records were "far below arry acceptable eotanctard.~ were !$sues invo!ving 

ctenta!~medica! consultation not dealt wM and treatment plarmlng was not handled In a 

competent fashion. Fin~y, the implant procedures were grossly· Inadequate, 

c. For patient MO patient 3, there was no record. of examination, diagnosis, treatment plan 

alternatives, or lnfermed. consent There .was.one note of an inn oral examination with only .tfle 

box within normal limits checked ~ords state that on August 21, 2009, Ue«:~sae fabricated 

dentures on one day without secoru:tary lmpressions or bite registration. The tr~tment 

tectlnique was not cteariy stated in 1M records. !n Novemoox 2009, the records Indicate MO 

patient 3 had to have the~ reset and midline ~fixed" due to the "bite oolng off.* The Board 

determined the records were Inadequate as was the denture tabricaoon technique. Tr.e 

technique was ~not even reasonably adequate to expect minimally acceptable resultS." 

d. Fox patlentMO patienl4, the records show fum Ucensee remadE! existing dentures. There m 

norecord.ofwhat.prob!ems existed with the existing denture, no examination notad. no 

treatment alternatives noted and no diagnoSis. Records ror August 17, 2008 do oot indicate an 

acceptable impression technique nor is there record of how or even if the bite registration was 

made. Record of August 25, 2009 indicates ~delivery of denfures no gooo, bite off.~ REWord 

also indicates the teeth had to be reset The medical history was pOsitive for heart attack wlth 

stentplacement but there was oo mention of When. The medical history was also positive for 

ovarian cancer but no reeord of when and how it was treated. Finally, there was hlt:~tory of high 

blood pressure but no record of how high and no record of.a blood pressure one'* at any 

appointment Board determined the records were grossly Inadequate as was the treatment 

technique and no mention of any blOOd pressure moniotortng. 

e. fox patient MO patient 5, the records show no record ohm examination, diagnosis, treatment 

a:!tematives, or informed consent except for one intra oral examination rotm with only the box 

within normal !lmlts checked. Patient's mediCal nlstory indicates high blood pressure but no 

blood pressure was ever recordecL licensee fabricated dentures with no secondary ImpresSIOn 

or wax try-ln. The laboratory silt:> directed the labOratory technician to select the actual teeth to 
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be usett The Board deterrntned the records were inadequate and the treatment technique 

improper. 

t For patient MO patient 6, the patient file included no record of an examination, n() ~atment 

plan alternatives, andno record of Informed consent for one form which noted severe 

"peno$ disease. There was no record of how licensee diagnosed MO patientS and no record 

oh: perlo E"fxam. Howawr, the~ stated Llcensee emctad thi~ teth and fabricatad 

an immediate denture. The Board determined these records wt:~re lrun:lequate. 

g. For patient MO patient 7, the records show a medical history of high blood presstlfe, Hepatitis C 

and a variety of drugs with possible·oomplicatloos to anesthetic and posstble suJgical 

complications. Record doos not aver record MO patient Ts blood pressure and never 

documentt> a medical oonsu!tatioo. Licensee e:Ktractad tM!Iva teeth uslng ~n carpuies of 

~ptocaine anesthesla. The record does net Indicate why the teeth were extractad, there is no 

diagnosis, there ware no a!l:emat!W treatments records and no examination r~ed except ror 

within nonnalllmits, The radiographs do not show significant bone loss or periodontal . 

coocems. Ucen~e fabricated dentures but did not do or document a secondary impression, 

bita registration, or wax try. The Board determined thatthe reoordswere Inadequate, there was 

no medica! consultation and tmaccaptable denture techniques. 

h. For patrsnt MO patient 8., the records demonstrate that Ucensee a tooth using 

septocaine and fabricated denture$, The medical history states MOpatlent 8 was positive fur 

colon cancer with chemotherapy and radlatlon, diabeteslkklney fai!ure and one aspirin par day. 

wu no record of when he was treated for diabetes/kidney failure and no 

consultation with any physicians. There were no secondary impressions made, no bite ~rd 

and no wax try~in. Board determined the records were inadequate, there was no medical 

consultation and unacceptable denture technique. 

l. For patient MO patient 9, records indicate Licensee extracted tan teeth using ten carpules of 

anesthetic and fabricated dentures. There are no exam records except a note of "sevel' perio 

diseue" but no actual exam to show extet1t of the Also, no !flitemative treatment was 

noted. The treatment records W((frffr!J not clear regarding impresmn technique or 
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Board determtned the records were aaequaze, it was "';:,r•r>c.nr""h'"" denture 

and licensee too mucr1 anesthetic, 

j, For 10, MO 1\,MO 12, andMO 13. medical records 

documented upper and !owt:!r dentures tor Fill four nt1+,.::.nt.:; b!ood 

which was not taken and recorded in the record. ExamiMt!on 

want a new .lower denture without a basis as to the new denture. Hecords contain 

imon::u::,s!0n or wax The Board determined the records were as 

was the exam. and that it was denture on ~::ach 

k. For MO reveals that the was on 

Fosamax. !,.,!owev£tr twelve teeth were ""vtr""~"'"'r~ articaine with no 

or discussion oossible comolu::ations witn the when 

extractions and A<::o·m<>v can lead to some outcomes, There was no exam 

no tea severe was noted on the chart. No Indication of how Licensee arrived at the 

k:tnnr""''"' without an examinatlon The Board determined the records were inadequate 

based on the information and that there was no consent or consuJtation. 

For MO J 5. !'H)f feCOrd rcrH'\M&>t"! blood pressure for which MO !5 \VaS 

on mecncat!on to controL no blocd pressure was taken or noted in the record MO 

'15 26 leeth extracted of """'"'"'"'"' There was no exam notad 

the record the w1thm norma! box was checked. There was no"'"'""'"'"'" The 

r<:>dinM,;,f'\M dtd nOt ShOW SlQf'dftt::afl{ Cl!::Jfle showetd some canes but lvaGea!;)!e teeth. The 

Board determined that the records were there was a sub-standard evaluation and 

the teeth were aH extnacte:d 

m For MO 16. the medicel chart a blood 

pressure and The exam box was checked '>vith!n norma! limits'' however 

nrne teeth were extracted w1th no croohv!act•c antibiotic Amirdd"''"""' or c:cmsu!ted there 

was no blood pressure or consult consult1!1ltion 

was and the records were because of the 



1 irPn~AA's actions as descr!t>ed in oarac:raons 3 6 above constitute inf'<hmr\ .. tt:mt'lt 

or hPf1hf1Al'1£'P jr; fhe fuflCt\OnS and of a ttcensed dentist in that Licensee felled to 

records, f;;u!ed to orooerht document treatment and """''"'""""' and to have const..iltatkm 

With rnedlCEI!OfofeSS!OI as needed based on oatient's stated health 

8. Cause exists for the Board to take action Licensee's license under 

§ 332.321 states 

2. The board may cause a 
administrative commission 

any holder any or 
person who has failed to renew or has surrend~::red 
license for any one or any of the causes: 

. Of 
functions or duties of any 
l"ht:>nt«>v [.] 

Based uoon the the mat the 

the 
this 

shall thiS: 

order entered the Board in this matter under the of§ 621 RSMo The terms 

shaH Include that the denlai Ucense number 200701 .be on PROS A TION for a 

Licensee's mnh;:;tinn Licensee shZil! be entitied to 

t:~nnJ:~nt:! in the """'"H""' 332. nm\nct«>e! he adheces to aH of th,;:: terms of the 

Board SeJttf'lmAnt AclrAAmtm! 

A. sha!l take and pass me Boarti·s 
months of licensee's of "'~~-.rc"''"" 
current !aw examination no !ess than 

to the date Urrensee desires to take the examination. Licensee shall subm1t the 
re-examination fee to the Soard to the examination. Failure to take end the 
exarnlnatlon the flrst t>..ve!ve of the shaH 

the 

tl 

Of nrt\MZ>tin.h 

Licensee shall taka and 
test on the actucatlon Vv'ith a score of Jeast 80% 
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written outco!i'I.Ell use~nt ~on the education within ·180· days shall constitute a violation of the 
Board Settlement Agreement · · 

IL GENERAL REOUlREMENTS 

A licensee shall meet ·With the Board or Its representativA (l;t such nf'rles and pi:.aees as required by 
the Board after notibtlon of a required meeting. · · 

B. Licensee shall submit reports to the Misscur! Dental Soard, Sox 1367, Jetrerscn City, Missouri 
65102, stating truthfully whether he has complied with aH the terms and conditions of this Settlement 
Agreement by no later than January 1 and July 1 during each year ofthe disciplinary period, 

Licensee shall keep the Board apprised of his Ci.lrrent home and work addr~s and telephone 
numbers. Lice~ shall inform the Board within ten days of any change of home or work address 
and home or work telephone number. 

D. Ucensee shall oomply with all provisions of Dental P~ Act Chapter 332, R$Mo; all 
applicable federal and state drug laws, rules, and regulaOO!ls; and a,!Lfederal and state ctimlrlat 
Jaws. •State" here includes the state of Missouri and au other statel!i and territories of the United 
States. · · · · · · 

E During the disciplinary period, Lioonsee shall timely renew his !ioonse arid timely pay a!l fHs 
required for licensing and comply With all other board requirements ~sury to maintain 
Licensee's license in a current and active state. 

F. If at any time during thediscipl!nacy period, Licensee remm~es himself from the state dfM!sscuri, 
ceases to be :currently Uceosed 1.mder !iltOVisions of Chapter 332, or fal!s to advise the Board of his 
current place of business arid residence; the time of his absence, unlicensed status, or unknown 
whereabouts shall not be demed or mken as any the time of discipline sc impoed in 
accordance with§ 332.321.6, RSMo. 

DiJring the disciplinary period, Ucenaee shall accept arid comply with unannounced visits from tNi 
Board's reprAen~ves to monitor his compliance wtth the terms and conditions of this Settlement 
Agreement 

H. tfUcensee fails to oomply with the terms oHhis SettlementAgreement, in any respect, the Board 
may impose such additional or other discipline thatlt deems appropriate, (ir~e!uding imposltion of the 
revocation) following a hearing before the Board. 

I. This Settlement Agreement does not bind the Board or restrict the remedies avaliable to it 
oorlcefhing any other violation of Chapter 332; RSMo, by Ucensee not spoolfica!!y mentioned in. thl$ 
docu!i'I.Ellnt. 

Ill. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS 

A. Llcens.ee shall not allow h!s license to lapse. 

B. Uceru~ee shall notify, within 15 days of the ~ve date of this Settlement Agreement, all hospitals, 
nursing h~, out..patler~tcen~rs, surgiCal centers, clinic!, and all otherfacUitiea where Ll<::EiflSE!e 
practices or has privileges of licansee's disciplinary 1Utus. Notmcatioo shall be in writiriQ and 
Llcensee shall, conterrtj:)Oraneoos!y with the giving of such notice, submit a copy of the notice to the 
Soard for verlficaltion by the Board or its designated representative. 
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1. The to this "'r""""""""'.,* understand that the !v!!::>tsuw Dental Board V>Jil! this 

k."r""""m"""t as an open record of the Board as orovlded m 610, RSMo. 

2 The terms of dt'>PA.#\n...c>nt are not 

as otherwise nrf"\\11{1""" neither this settlement aareen1ent nor of Jts 

may an instrument in 

whom the enforcement ofthe or termination is 

3 '"''"'"'"""" uv'!mnAr with his heirs and do 

the its resoBJctive members and or 

any former Bo:!ftrd "'""""''h"'r" 

causes of costs and expenses. and but not 

lim!ted to. any fees expenses, any claims 

under 42 U S.C § 1 which be based upon. arise out or relat€l to 

any of the matters raised in this case. its settlement or trom the or execution of this settlement 

r~m:::wtl.-, IS SEJVerab!e from the r'>Art1f\t>e Of thIS 

settlement aoreement in that it surv;ves even in the event any (,"/JI)rt or Jaw deems this 

settlement aoreement or thereof to be votd or unenforceab!e. 

5. If no contested case has been filed Licensee has the either at the time 

the settlement a\lreement is a!! or \tJithin fifteen th~""ti'~-,ff,....~ to subrrdt the 

to the Administrative w"""''''"'rt ''"'mrmee'"'" for determination that to to the 

the license of the licensee. If 

Ucensee desires the Administrative to review this A"''""""""""""t irAn<::aA may SUbmit 

this to• Administrative Tr\Jman State Offict~ 301 

W, High P.O. Bo.x Missouri 

6. lf Licensee has revie¥\1, Ucensee Board that the Administrative 

dE:termine whether the facts set forth herein are Ucenser: s 

license and issue of act and conclusions of law tnat the facts to bv the oartias are 

for Ucansee's Effect!ve the date Adm!nistt<Jt:ve H"'"'"""'"' 
determines that the sets forth cause for Ucensee's the upon 

set forth herein sha!! go into effect 
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