
    

 WISCONSIN  DEPARTMENT  OF   

REGULATION & LICENSING 

 

 

 

 

Wisconsin Department of Regulation & Licensing 

Access to the Public Records of the Reports of Decisions  

This Reports of Decisions document was retrieved from the Wisconsin Department of 
Regulation & Licensing website. These records are open to public view under Wisconsin’s 
Open Records law, sections 19.31-19.39 Wisconsin Statutes.  

Please read this agreement prior to viewing the Decision:  

 The Reports of Decisions is designed to contain copies of all orders issued by credentialing 
authorities within the Department of Regulation and Licensing from November, 1998 to the 
present. In addition, many but not all orders for the time period between 1977 and November, 
1998 are posted. Not all orders issued by a credentialing authority constitute a formal 
disciplinary action.  

 Reports of Decisions contains information as it exists at a specific point in time in the 
Department of Regulation and Licensing data base. Because this data base changes 
constantly, the Department is not responsible for subsequent entries that update, correct or 
delete data. The Department is not responsible for notifying prior requesters of updates, 
modifications, corrections or deletions. All users have the responsibility to determine whether 
information obtained from this site is still accurate, current and complete.  

 There may be discrepancies between the online copies and the original document. Original 
documents should be consulted as the definitive representation of the order's content. Copies 
of original orders may be obtained by mailing requests to the Department of Regulation and 
Licensing, PO Box 8935, Madison, WI 53708-8935. The Department charges copying fees. 
All requests must cite the case number, the date of the order, and respondent's name as it 
appears on the order.  

 Reported decisions may have an appeal pending, and discipline may be stayed during the 
appeal. Information about the current status of a credential issued by the Department of 
Regulation and Licensing is shown on the Department's Web Site under “License Lookup.” 
The status of an appeal may be found on court access websites at: 
http://ccap.courts.state.wi.us/InternetCourtAccess and http://www.courts.state.wi.us/wscca .  

 Records not open to public inspection by statute are not contained on this website.  

By viewing this document, you have read the above and agree to the use of the Reports of 
Decisions subject to the above terms, and that you understand the limitations of this on-line 
database.  

Correcting information on the DRL website: An individual who believes that information on the 
website is inaccurate may contact the webmaster at web@drl.state.wi.gov 

 

http://wcca.wicourts.gov/index.xsl
http://www.courts.state.wi.us/wscca
mailto:web@drl.state.wi.gov?subject=Reports%20of%20Decisions


STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE DENTISTRY EXAMINING BOARD 

I N  THE MATTER OF DISCIPLINARY 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST 

FINAL DECISION 
A. 0. BRAATZ, D.D.S., AND ORDER 

RESPONDENT 
........................................................................ 

The S t a t e  of Wisconsin, D e n t i s t r y  Examining Board, having considered 
t h e  above-captioned ma t t e r  and having reviewed t h e  r eco rd  and t h e  Proposed 
Decis ion  of t h e  Bearing Examiner, makes t h e  fol lowing:  

ORDER 

NOW, THEREFORE, i t  i s  hereby ordered t h a t  t h e  Proposed Decis ion 
annexed h e r e t o ,  f i l e d  by t h e  Hearing Examiner, s h a l l  be and hereby i s  
made and ordered  t h e  F i n a l  Decis ion of t h e  S t a t e  of Wisconsin, D e n t i s t r y  
Examining Board. Le t  a copy of t h i s  o rde r  be served  on t h e  respondent  
by c e r t i f i e d  mai l .  

A p a r t y  aggr ieved  by t h i s  d e c i s i o n  may p e t i t i o n  t h e  board f o r  
r ehea r ing  w i t h i n  twenty (20) days a f t e r  s e r v i c e  of t h i s  d e c i s i o n  pu r suac t  
t o  W i s .  S t a t s .  s ee .  227.12. The p a r t y  t o  be named as respondent  i n  t h e  
p e t i t i o n  i s  A. 0.  Braatz .  

A p a r t y  aggr ieved  by t h i s  d e c i s i o n  may a l s o  p e t i t i o n  f o r  j u d i c i a l  
review by f i l i n g  t h e  p e t i t i o n  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  c l e r k  of t h e  c i r c u i t  
c o u r t  f o r  t h e  county where t h e  j u d i c i a l  review proceedings w i l l  b e  he ld  
and se rv ing  t h e  board and o t h e r  p a r t i e s  w i th  a copy of t h e  p e t i t i o n  f o r  
j u d i c i a l  review w i t h i n  t h i r t y  (30) days a f t e r  s e r v i c e  of t h i s  d e c i s i o n  
pursuant  t o  W i s .  S t a t s .  s ec .  227,16. The p a r t y  t o  be named a s  respondent  
i n  t h e  p e t i t i o n  i s  t h e  S t a t e  of Wisconsin D e n t i s t r y  Examining Board. 

Dated t h i s  :fL day of OZ&~-+-- 1982. 



BEFORE THE STATE OF WISCGNSIN 
DENTISTRY EXAlYINING BOARD __ ............................................................... 
I N  THE MATTER OF DISCIPLINARY 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST 

PROPOSED DECISION 
A. O. BRAATZ, D.D.S., 

RESPONDENT. 
........................................................................ 

The p a r t i e s  t o  t h i s  proceeding f o r  t h e  purposes of W i s .  S t a t s .  
s ee .  227.16 a r e :  

A. 0.  Braa t z ,  D.D.S. 
1900 North Main S t r e e t  
Racine, Wisconsin 53402 

S t a t e  of Wisconsin D e n t i s t r y  Examining Board 
1400 Eas t  Washington Avenue, Room 178 
P. 0. Box 8936 
Madison, Wisconsin 53708 

Department of Regula t ion  and Licens ing  
D i v i s i o n  of Enforcement 
1400 E a s t  Washington Ave., Room 183 
P. 0. Box 8936 
Madison, Wisconsin 53708 

A hea r ing  was he ld  i n  t h e  above-captioned m a t t e r  commencing a t  
9:30 a.m. on August 2, 1982, i n  Room 179A a t  1400 E a s t  Washington Avenue, 
Madison, Wisconsin. Appearing f o r  t h e  Complainant was a t t o r n e y  Pamela M. 
S tach ,  D i v i s i o n  of Enforcement, Department of Regula t ion  and Licensing.  
Respondent d i d  n o t  appear  nor d id  anyone appear  purpor t ing  t o  r e p r e s e n t  
him. 

Based upon t h e  evidence i n  t h e  r eco rd  and t h e  p leadings  and o t h e r  
documents f i l e d  i n  t h i s  m a t t e r ,  t h e  Examiner recommends t h a t  t h e  S t a t e  
of Wisconsin D e n t i s t r y  Examining Board adopt  a s  i t s  F i n a l  Decis ion t h e  
fo l lowing  Findings  of Fac t ,  Conclusions of Law, and Order.  

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. A. 0.  Braatz ,  D.D.S., h e r e a f t e r  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  Respondent, 
r e s i d i n g  a t  1700 North Main S t r e e t ,  Racine, Wisconsin, i s  duly  l i c e n s e d  
t o  p r a c t i c e  d e n t i s t r y  i n  t h e  S t a t e  of Wisconsin pursuant  t o  l i c e n s e  
#2000712, and has  been s o  l i censed  s i n c e  1924. 

2.  On J u l y  5,  1979 Respondent ordered  and subsequent ly  r ece ived  
One Thousand (1000) 1% g r a i n  p e n t o b a r b i t a l  c a p s u l e s ,  and F ive  Hundred 
(500) 10 mg. dextroamphetamine capsu le s ,  under Bureau of Narco t i c s  and 
Dangerous Drugs r e g i s t r a t i o n  number AB 3558434. 



3.  P e n t o b a r b i t a l  i s  a  b a r b i t u r i c  a c i d  d e r i v a t i v e  c l a s s i f i e d  a s  a  
Schedule I1 Contro l led  Substance a s  de f ined  by W i s .  S t a t s .  s e c t i o n s  161.01(4) 
and 161 .16(7) (b) .  Dextroamphetamine i s  a  sympathomimetic amine w i t h  
c e n t r a l  nervous system s t i m u l a n t  a c t i v i t y ,  and is  a l s o  c l a s s i f i e d  a s  a  
Schedule I1 Contro l led  Substance,  a s  de f ined  by W i s .  S t a t s .  s e c t i o n s  161.01(4) 
and 161.16(5)(a) .  

4. A s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  W i s .  S t a t s .  s ec .  161.15, Schedule I1 Cont ro l l ed  
Substances have h igh  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  abuse,  and such abuse may l e a d  t o  
s e v e r e  psychic  o r  p h y s i c a l  dependence. 

5.  A t  some time subsequent  t o  J u l y ,  1979 ,  Respondent dispensed 
approximately 750 p e n t o b a r b i t a l  1% g r a i n  capsu le s  t o  h i s  daughter-in-law, 
Iris Braa t z ,  o the rwi se  than  i n  t h e  course  of l e g i t i m a t e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  
p r a c t i c e .  I r is  Braa t z  was n o t  a  p a t i e n t  of Respondent a t  t h e  t imes 
p e n t o b a r b i t a l  was dispensed t o  h e r ,  and s a i d  drug was dispensed wi thout  
b e n e f i t  of adequate  d e n t a l  examination o r  d i agnos i s  and wi thout  j u s t i f i c a t 2 o n  
f o r  d e n t i s t r y  purposes.  

6. Respondent dispensed dextroamphetamine capsules  t o  a  f r i e n d ,  
Helene G a i s l e r ,  o the rwi se  than  i n  t h e  cou r se  of l e g i t i m a t e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  
p r a c t i c e .  Helene G a i s l e r  was n o t  a  p a t i e n t  of respondent  a t  t h e  t imes 
dextroamphetamine was dispensed t o  h e r  and s a i d  drug was dispensed 
wi thou t  b e n e f i t  of adequate  d e n t a l  examination o r  d i agnos i s  and wi thout  
j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i n  d e n t i s t r y  procedures .  

7. Respondent knew o r  should have known t h a t  Helene G a i s l e r  was 
p rov id ing  t o  o t h e r  i n d i v i d u a l s  dextroamphetamine dispensed t o  h e r .  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The D e n t i s t r y  Examining Board has  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  t h i s  c a s e  
pursuant  t o  W i s .  S t a t s .  s ec .  447.07. 

2. Dispensing Cont ro l led  Substances o t h e r  than  i n  t h e  course  of 
l e g i t i m a t e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  p r a c t i c e  f a i l s  t o  meet t h e  minimal s t anda rds  of 
a c c e p t a b l e  d e n t i s t r y  and f a l l s  w i t h i n  t h e  meaning of conduct unbecoming 
a p r o f e s s i o n a l  person f o r  t h e  purposes of W i s .  S t a t s  Sec. 447.07(5).  

3. Conduct unbecoming a  p r o f e s s i o n a l  person c o n s t i t u t e s  unpro fes s iona l  
conduct pursuant  t o  W i s .  S t a t s  s ec .  447.07(5) (1977).  

ORDER 

NOW, THEREFORE, I T  IS  ORDERED t h a t  t h e  l i c e n s e  of A .  0 .  Braa t z ,  D.D.S. 
t o  p r a c t i c e  d e n t i s t r y  i n  t h e  S t a t e  of Wisconsin be ,  and i t  hereby i s ,  
revoked. D r .  B raa t z  s h a l l  su r r ende r  h i s  l i c e n s e  t o  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  
D e n t i s t r y  Examining Board fo r thwi th .  

I T  I S  FURTHER ORDERED t h a t  should D r .  Braa tz  apply  t o  t h e  Board f o r  
r e in s t a t emen t  of h i s  l i c e n s e ,  such r e i n s t a t e m e n t  s h a l l  no t  be  g ran ted  
u n t i l  he  has  demonstrated c u r r e n t  q u a l i f i c a t i o n  t o  p r a c t i c e  by t ak ing  an  
examinat ion i n  such d e n t a l  s u b j e c t s  a s  may be  r equ i r ed  by t h e  Board. 



O P I N I O N  

The Findings  of Fac t  h e r e i n  a r e  f u l l y  supported by t h e  evidence of 
r eco rd ,  which inc ludes  a  s igned  s t a t emen t  by D r .  Braatz  admi t t i ng  t h e  
s u b s t a n t i v e  a l l e g a t i o n s  of t h e  Complaint. Because D r .  Braa tz  f a i l e d  t o  
appear  a t  t h e  time s e t  f o r  hear ing  o r  t o  o the rwi se  c o n t e s t  t hose  a l l e g a t i o n s ,  
they  a r e  e n t i r e l y  unrebut ted .  D r .  B raa t z '  on ly  response t o  t h e  Complaint 
was a  l e t t e r  rece ived  by t h e  Hearing Examiner on May 26, 1982 i n  which 
h e  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  a t  t h e  time of t h e  l e t t e r  he  was a p a t i e n t  a t  Alvarado 
Community H o s p i t a l ,  San Diego, C a l i f o r c i a ,  a f t e r  having s u f f e r e d  a  
s t r o k e .  D r .  Braa tz  a l s o  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  he  had c losed  h i s  o f f i c e  and 
r e t i r e d  a s  of  March 1, 1982; and t h a t  h e  has  "no i n t e n t i o n  of any form 
o f  p r a c t i c e . "  

While t h e r e  i s  no reason  t o  doubt  t h e  v e r a c i t y  of D r .  B raa t z '  
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  r e l a t i n g  t o  h i s  permanent r e t i r e m e n t ,  It i s  none the l e s s  
neces sa ry  t o  t a k e  a p p r o p r i a t e  d i s c i p l i n a r y  a c t i o n  i n  t h i s  case .  This  i s  
s o  because t h e  purposes of d i s c i p l i n e  i n c l u d e  no t  on ly  p r o t e c t i n g  t h e  
p u b l i c  from f u r t h e r  a c t s  of misconduct by t h e  Respondent, b u t ,  a s  w e l l ,  
d e t e r r i n g  o t h e r  l i c e n s e e s  from s i m i l a r  a c t s  of misconduct and demonstrat ing 
t o  t h e  p u b l i c  t h e  Board's d i s p l e a s u r e  w i t h  such unpro fes s iona l  conduct.  
S t a t e  v .  Aldr ich ,  71 Wis.2d 206 (1976),  S t a t e  v. Kern, 203 iJ is .  178. -- p- P 

D r .  B raa t z '  a c t i o n s  i n  t h i s  c a s e  demonstrate  a  t o t a l  d i s r e g a r d  of 
h i s  p r o f e s s i o n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s .  I n  h i s  s igned  s t a t emen t ,  D r .  B raa t z  
states i n  r ega rd  t o  h i s  d i spens ing  of dextroamphetamine: 

t i  I gave t h e  dextroamphetamine I ordered  i n  J u l y ,  1979 t o  my g i r l f r i e n d  
Helen G a i s l e r  because she  wanted t o  l o o s e  ( s i c )  weight .  M r s .  G a i s l e r  
i n  t u r n  gave some of t h e  medica t ions  t o  he r  f r i e n d s  who a l s o  wanted 
t o  l o o s e  ( s i c )  weight.  None of them l o s t  weight*"  

I n  r ega rd  t o  h i s  d i spens ing  of p e n t o b a r b i t a l  t o  h i s  daughter-in-law, 
D r .  B raa t z  s t a t e s :  

''The p e n t o b a r b i t a l  I ordered  , . . w e r e  f o r  my daughter-in-law who 
had been i n  a  c a r  a c c i d e n t .  My daughter-in-law, Iris Braa tz ,  could 
n o t  g e t  t h e  medicat ion when s h e  wanted i t ."  

The i n d i s c r i m i n a t e  d ispens ing  of dangerous Schedule I1 Con t ro l l ed  
Substances t o  i n d i v i d u a l s  who a r e  n o t  p a t i e n t s  f o r  non-dental purposes 
simply cannot  be excused o r  j u s t i f i e d .  It i s  t h e r e f o r e  deemed t h a t  
no th ing  less than  t h e  r evoca t ion  of D r .  Braa tz '  l i c e n s e  would b e  a p p r o p r i a t e .  

Dated t h i s  4 ~ d a y  of September, i ? B i .  

~ e a r i n g  Examiner 

WRA: bdk 
172-556 


