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STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE DENTISTRY EXAMINING BOARD 

IN THE MATTER OF 
THE DENTISTRY LICENSE OF 

FINAL DECISION AND ORDER 
MARK L. MEHLOS, D.D.S.,, 

RESPONDENT : 

t 

The parties to this action for the purposes of Wis. Stats. sec. 227.53 are: 

Mark L. Mehlos, D.D.S. 
520 Hill Street 
Wisconsin Rapids, Wi. 54494 

Dentistry Examining Board 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison, Wi. 53708-8935 

Department of Regulation and Licensing 
Division of Enforcement 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison, Wi. 53708-8935 

The parties in this matter agree to the terms and conditions of the 
attached Stipulation as the <inal disposition of this matter, subject to the 
approval of the Board. The Board has reviewed this Stipulation and considers 
it acceptable. 

Accordingly, the Board in this matter adopts the attached Stipulation and 
makes the following: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Mark L. Mehlos, D.D.S., Respondent herein, holds a valid dentistry 
license, #2552, which was granted on July 1, 1980, and will expire on September 
30. 1991. 

2. The Department of Regulation and Licensing, Division of Enforcement 
is conducting an investigation (89 Den 003) of Dr. Mehlos' dental practice. 





3. In 1986, Dr. Mehlos performed endodontic treatment on tooth #19 of 
patient E. B.. X-rays show that treatment was only instituted on the mesial 
root, nothing was done to the distal root. 

4. In 1985, Dr. Mehlos treated-patient A. E.. Dr. Mehlos placed a post 
in tooth #13. The post was placed in such a manner that it perforated the 
mesial surface of the root. 

5. In 1984, Dr. Mehlos treated patient D. 1.. '- Dr. Mehlos placed a post 
in tooth #13. The post was placed in such a man" r that it perforated the 
mesial surface of the root. 

6. In 1988, Dr. Mehlos voluntarily sought treatment for depression. 
Prior to seeking treatment, Dr. Mehlos practiced at a time when his depression 
impaired his ability to practice dentistry. Dr. Mehlos' psychiatrist has 
recommended that Dr. Mehlos participate in ongoing therapy with a psychologist, 
and if necessary, consult a psychiatrist for prescription of anti-depressant 
drugs. At the present time, anti-depressant drugs are not necessary. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. By performing endodontic treatment on tooth #19 on patient E. B. by 
instituting treatment only on the mesial root and leaving the distal root 
untreated, Dr. Mehlos engaged in unprofessional conduct as defined by Wis. 
Admin. Code sec. 5.02 (5). 

2. By placing a post in tooth #13 of patient A. E. in such a manner 
that it perforated the mesial surface of the root, Dr. Mehlos engaged in 
unprofessional conduct as defined by Wis. Admin. Code sec. 5.02 (5). 

3. By placing a post 'in tooth #13 of patient D. 0. in such a manner 
that it perforated the mesial surface of the root, Dr. Mehlos engaged in 
unprofessional conduct as defined by Wis. Admin. Code sec. 5.02 (5). 

4. By attempting to practice dentistry when his ability to practice was 
impaired by mental or emotional disorder, Dr. Mehlos engaged in unprofessional 
conduct as defined by Wis. Admin. Code sec. 5.02 (5). 



NOW THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Mark Mehlos, D.D.S. shall 
surrender his unlimited dentistry license. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mark Mehlos, D.D.S. shall be issued a limited 
dentistry license. The limited license shall prohibit Dr. Mehlos from 
practicing endodontics and crown and bridge until the limitation is removed by 
the Dentistry Examining Board. The limitation prohibiting practicing 
endodontics shall be considered independent of the limitation prohibiting 
practicing crown and bridge. One limitation may be removed without removing 
the other. 

1 
IT IS FVRTRER ORDERED that before the limitation prohibiting the practice 

of endodontics is removed, Mark Mehlos, D.D.S. shall present evidence to the 
Dentistry Examining Board establishing that Dr. Mehlos has completed a training 
course of at least 40 hours in endodontics. The course outline shall be 
pre-approved by the Dentistry Examining Board. When submitting a course 
outline for pre-approval, the outline must include the name of the school and 
the name of the instructor as well as a description of the course he intends to 
take. If, after the Board has pre-approved the course and the faculty, the 
faculty member responsible for the training determines that Dr. Mehlos is 
competent in endodontics following less than 40 hours of training, the faculty 
member may advise the Board of Dr. Mehlos' competence in writing. If the Board 
receives such written notification, Dr. Mehlos will be considered to have 
completed the requisite training, without undergoing additional hours to fill 
out the 40 hours. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that before the limitation prohibiting the practice 
of crown and bridge is removed, Mark Mehlos, D.D.S. shall present evidence to 
the Dentistry Examining Board establishing that Dr. Mehlos has completed a 
training course of at least 40 hours in crown and bridge. The course outline 
shall be pre-approved by the.Dentistry Examining Board. When submitting a 
course outline for pre-approval, the outline must include the name of the 
school and the name of the instructor as well as a description of the courses 
he intends to take. If, after the Board has pre-approved the course and the 
faculty, the faculty member responsible for the training determines that Dr. 
Mehlos is competent in crown and bridge following less than 40 hours of 
training, the faculty member may advise the Board of Dr. Mehlos' competence in 
writing. If the Board receives such written notification, Dr. Mehlos will be 
considered to have completed the requisite training, without undergoing 
additional hours to fill out the 40 hours. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Dr. Mehlos shall continue regular treatment 
with his pyschologist for a period of two years from the date of this order. 
Dr. Mehlos shall arrange to have his pyschologist file quarterly reports with 
the Dentistry Examining Board regarding his progress. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any costs or expenses associated with complying 
with the terms of this order shall be the responsibility of Dr. Mehlos. 

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin this~ -T- day of , 1990. 

t 



STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE DENTISTRY EXAMINING BOARD 

IN THE MATTER OF 
THE DENTISTRY LICENSE OF 

STIPULATION 
MARK L. MEHLOS, D.D.S., 

RESPONDENT 

t 

It is hereby stipulated and agreed, by and between, Mark L. Mehlos, 
D.D.S., Bruce F. Ehlke, Attorney for Dr. Mehlos, and Ruth E. Heike, Attorney 
for the Department of Regulation and Licensing, Division of Enforcement, as 
follows: 

1. This Stipulation is entered into as a result of a pending 
investigation of Mark L. Mehlos' dentistry license by the Division of 
Enforcement (file number 89 DEN 003). Dr. Mehlos consents to the resolution of 
this investigation by Stipulation and without the issuance of a formal 
disciplinary complaint and hearing. 

2. Dr. Mehlos understands that by signing this Stipulation he 
voluntarily and knowingly waives his rights, including: the right to have a 
disciplinary complaint issued; the right to a hearing on the allegations 
against him, at which time the state has the burden of proving these 
allegations by clear, satisfactory, and convincing evidence; the right to , 
confront and cross-examine the witnesses against him; the right to call 
witnesses on his behalf and to compel their attendance by subpoena; the right 
to testify himself; the righ< to file objections to any proposed decision and 
to present briefs or oral arguments to officials who are to render the final 
decision; the right to petition for a rehearing; the right to appeal the final 
decision to the Circuit Court and through the court system; and to all other 
applicable rights afforded to.him under the United States Constitution, the 
Wisconsin Constitution, the Wisconsin Statutes, and the Wisconsin 
Administrative Code. 

3. The Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board has jurisdiction of this 
matter pursuant to Wis. Stats. sec. 447.03. 

4. The attached Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, Final Decision 
and Order may be made and entered in this matter by the Dentistry Examining 
Board without prior notice to any party. 

5. In the event any portion of this Stipulation or proposed Findings of 
Fact, Conclusions of Law, Final Decision and Order is not accepted by the 



Dentistry Examining Board or not entered as written, then the entire 
Stipulation and Finding of Fact, Conclusions of Law, Final Decision and Order 
shall be void and have no impact. 

6. The parties agree that counsel for either party may appear before 
the Dentistry Examining Board to argue in favor of acceptance of this 
Stipulation and entry of the attached Final Decision and Order. 

7. Based upon the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law in the 
attached Final Decision and Order, Dr. Mehlos agrees to voluntarily surrender 
his unlimited license to practice dentistry, and t& accept a limited license to 
practice dentistry. The license limitation shall be that Dr. Mehlos shall not 
practice endodontics or crown and bridge work until the Dentistry Examining 
Board has accepted proof of completion of 40 clock hours of training in 
endodontics and 40 clock hours of training in crown and bridge, including use 
of posts. The training shall be arranged by Dr. Mehlos, at Dr. Mehlos expense 
and must be preapproved by the Dentistry Examining Board. If the faculty 
member overseeing the training believes Dr. Mehlos has demonstrated competence 
in endodontics or crown and bridge prior to completion of 40 hours of training, 
the faculty member can advise the Board in writing that the full 40 hours are 
not deemed necessary. If the Board is advised in writing by the faculty member 
overseeing the training that the full 40 hours are not necessary, Dr. Mehlos 
will be deemed to have completed the required training. 

8. Based upon the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law in the 
attached Final Decision and Order, Dr. Mehlos agrees to continue seeing his 
psychologist as frequently as recommended by the psychologist for a period of 
at least two years following the date of the Order in this matter. Dr. Mehlos 
further agrees to arrange to have the psychologist file quarterly reports with 
the Dentistry Examining Board regarding his progress. 

Dated this //&ay oi , 1990. p.42 

Dated this 
qpl 

day of &$~~~~~. Mehlos 

Dated this /aA day of 44 1 , 1990. 
I 

R&X-E. Heike, Attorney for the 
Department of Regulation and Licensing 
Division of Enforcement 



NOTICE OF APPEAL INFORMATION 

(Notice of Rights for Rehearing or Judicial Review, 
the times allowed for each and the identification 

of the party to be named as respondent) 

The following notice is served on you as part of the final decision: 

1. Rehearing. 

Any person aggrieved by this order may petition for a rehearing within 
20 days of the service of this decision, as provided in section 227.49 of 
the Wisconsin Statutes, a copy of which is attached. The 20 day period 
commences the day after personal service or mailing of this decision. 
(The date of mailing of this decision is shown below.) The petition for 
rehearing should be filed with the state of Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board. 

A petition for rehearing is not a prerequisite for appeal directly to circuit 
court through a petition for judicial review. 

2. Judicial Review. 

Any person aggrieved by this decision has a right to petition for 
judicial review of this decision as provided in section 227.53 of the Wisconsin I~- 
Statutes, a copy of which is attached. The petition should be filed in 
circuit court and served UPon the state of Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board. 

within 30 days of service of this decision if there has been no petition 
for rehearing, or within 30 days of service of the order finally disposing 
of the petition for rehearing, or within 30 days after the final disposition 
by operation of law of any petition for rehearing. 

The 30 day period commences the day after personal service or mailing 
of the decision or order, or the day after the final disposition by operation 
of the law of any petition for rehearing. (The date of mailing of this 
decision is shown below.) A petition for judicial review should be served 
upon, and name as the respondent, the following: the State of Wisconsin 
Dentistry Examining Board. 

The date of mailing of this decision is ~~~ -CJ~O 

WLD : dms 
886-490 



227.49 Pelillons lor rehearlnq in conlesled cases. (1) A 
petmon for rchexmg shall no, be a prercqu~le for appeal or 
rewew. Any person aggneved by a final order may. wllh,” 20 
days after seruce of the order, file a wr~lle” pelmo” for i 
rehcx,“g which shall specify I” delad the grounds for the 
rcbcf sough, and supporllng aulhonues. An agency may 
order a rehcxmg on 11s own molmn wlhl” 20 days after 
xrvtce of a final order Thts subsecllon does no, apply lo s. 
17.025 (3) (e) No agency IS reqmred lo conducrmore lha” 
one rehearing based on a pel,llo” for reheanng liled under 
this subsectlo” I” any conlesled case. 

(2) The libng of a pelilmn for reheanng shall no, suspend 
or delay the effectwe dale of the order. and ,he order shall 
take effect on lhe dale fixed by the agency and shall co”,,“ue 
in effect unless the pelmo” is granted or unld the order 1s 
superseded. modified. or se, aslde as prowded by law. 

(3) Reheanng wdl be granled only on the baszs of: 
(a) Some matenal error of law. 
(b) Some malenal error of facl. 
(c) The dIscovery of new evidence suficie”lly strong lo 

reverse or modtfy~ the order. and which could no, have been 
previously drscovered by due ddlgencc. 

(4) Copter of pelmons for reheanng shall be served on all 
parl!es of record. Parlles may lile repbes lo the pcullo”. 

(5) The agency may order a reheanng or enter a” order 
with reference lo the pelmo” wlhout a hearing, and shall 

.dlspose of lhe pelmon wlhm 30 days after 11 is Ned. If lhe 
agency does no, enter an order dlsposlng of the peul,o” 
wlhm the 30.day penad. the pellllo” shall be deemed lo have 
been denled as of the exp~al!on of lhe 30.day period. 

(6) Upon granlrng a rehearing. the agency shall se, the ; 
ma,ler for further proceedings as soon as praclxable. Pro- / 
ceedlngs upon reheanng shall conform as nearly may be lo \ 
the proceedmgs I” a” ongmal heanng encepl as the agency 

may olherwse direct. If in the agency’s judgment. after such 
reheanng 11 appears that the ongmal decision. order or ! 
detemu”a,!on 1s I” any respect unlawful or unreasonable. the / 
agency may reverse. change, modify or suspend the same i 
accordmgly. Any dewlo”, order or delerm~nalmn made 
after such rehexmg reversing, changing. modlfylng or sus- i 
pendIng the ong,“al de,enmnal~on shall have the same force 
and efTect as a” ongmal decrslo”. order or delemu”a1lo”. 

g27.52 Judicial review; decisions reviewable. AdminIs- 
yalive decwons whnch adversely affect lhe subslanlml ~“ler- 
6,s of any person. whether by aclmn or ,“acl,o”. whether 
~Oirmallve or negative I” form, are subJec1 lo rewew as 
provtded in lhls chapter, except for the dectaons of lhe 
department of rwenue other than decnons relalmg lo alco- 
hol beverage pernuls issued under ch 125, declsmns of lhe 
dcparlme”, of employc trust funds. the com”ws~oner of 
bank!“& lhe commnsloner of credll unions. the commis- 
sioner of savl”gs and loan. the board of stale canvassers and 
those decnons of the department of industry. labor and 
human relal~ons which are sub@ lo rev~w, pnor 10 any 
judicnl re~lew, by the labor and mduslry renew commzrsm”, 
and except as otherwe provided by law. 

227.53 ParlIes and proceedlnqs 1.x review. (1) Excepl as 
olhcnwsc specifically prowded by law, any person aggneved 
by a dccno” spcaficd I” I. 227.52 shall be enl”led loJudlc!al 
renew thereof as prowded I” lhls chapler. 

(a) Proceedmgs for rewew shall be ~“sululed by rewlng a 
pmm lhcrcfor personally or by cerldied mad upon the 
wncy or one of as officmls, and fibng the pelrho” I” lhc 
offa of lhe clerk of the arcu,, cow, for lhe co”nly where the 
+dwl rewew proceedmgs are lo be held Unless a reheanng 
u rCqucs1cd under I. 227.49. oe,,,,o”s for rewew under lhls 
paragraph shall be served and liled wlh,” 30 days after the ! 
Y~VKC of lhe decnon of lhe agency upon all panes under I, 
227 48. Ka rcheanng IP requesled under I. 227,49. any par,y 
deslnng Judlnal rewew shall serve and file a petmo” for 
rC”lCw wlhm 30 days afler serwce of the order linally 

dlrposlng of lhc appbcal~o” for rchcsnng. or u,,h,” 3; d$ 
afler the tinal dlsposmo” by operauo” oi law of any such 
appbcal~on Car rehcanng. The 30.day penod for rcrwng and 
fibng a peul!on under lhls paragraph commences on rhr day 
aflcrpersonalservlce orm~d~“goflhcdec~o” by theagency 
If lhc pel~lmner IS a restden,. the proccedmgs shall be held I” 
the ctrc”~l cowl for the counly where lhe pcuuoner res,des. 
except that lflhe pel,l,o”er,s a” agency, lhe proceed,“~s shall 
be I” the cwa,, cowl for the county where the respondent 
resides and except as provided I” IS. 77.59 (6) (b), 182.70 (6) 
and 182 71 (5) (g). The proceedtngs shall be in the circml 
court for Dane county if lhe pelmoner IE a “onresldc”,. If all 
parlles sl~pulate and the cowl lo which the parnes desire lo 
lransfer the proceedmgs agrees. the proccedlngs may bc held 
in the county deslgnaled by the parlxs. If 2 or more peul~ons I 
for review of the same declsio” are filed in dxffere”, countler. 
the clrc”tlJudge for lhe county I” which a peul,on for renew 
of the decwo” was firs, filed shall delermme the venue for 
judicaal rewew of lhe de&on, and shall order transfer or 
consolidallon where appropnale. 

(b) The pellllo” shall slale the “alure of lhe pelilioner’s 
interest. the facts showng lhal pelil!o”er IS a person agl 
grieved by the decision. and the grounds spea,ied 1” s. 227.57 ; 
upon which pelmoner contends that the declston should bc 
reversed or modElied. The pelmo” may be amended. by leave 
of courl. though the llme for servmg the same has expired. 
Thepetmonshall beenl~lled,“lhe”ameoflheperro”scn~”g 
it as pelmoner and the name of the agency whose decno” is 
sough, lo be rewewed as responden,. excepl lhal I” pelmons 
for rev,ew of declslons of the I-ollowng apencles. the latter 
agency specdicd shall be lhe named rcspondenl. 

1. The lax appeals commlssio”. the deparlmenl of revenue 
2. The bankmg review board or the consumer credit review 

board, the comm,woner of bankIng 
3. The credll ““loo renew board. the commissioner of 

credll “mom. 
4. The sawngs and loan rewew board. the comm,ss,o”er of 

savmgs and loan. except If the pelmoner IS the comm,ss,o”er 
of savmgs and loan. the prevadmg parues before rhe savmgr 
and loan rewew board shall be lhe named respondents. 

(c) Copes of lhe peul,o” shall be served. personally or by 
cerldied mad. or, when serwce IS lmxly admllled m ~nllng. 
by lirs, class mad, no, laler lha” 30 days aiter lhe ,“s~,lul,o” 
of the proceeding, upon all parues who appeared before lhe 
agency I” lhe proceedtng 1” which lhe order sough, lo be 
renewed was made. 

I 

(d) The agency (excepl I” lhe case of lhe lax appeals 
comm,ssron and the bankmg rewew board. the consumer 
~rcdll review board. lhe credll ““lo” re”le\v board, and ,he: 
savmgs and loan rewew board) and all partler lo lhe procecd- 
ing before 11, shall have the nghl lo pnrlnpale I” the 
proceedings for rewew The court may pemul olhcr inler- 
esled persons lo inlervene Any person pel~lmn~ng lhe cowl 
lo ,“lervene shall serve a copy of the pel”ro” on each party 
who appeared before lhe agency and a”y addmonal parltes lo 
the Judicial rewew al least 5 days pnor lo the dale se, for 
heanng on the pel”ton. 

(2) Every person served wilh the petition ior reuc~~ as 
provided 1” lhls sectlo” and who dares 10 parl~apale I” the 
proceedings for rewew thereby ,“rl,,u,cd shall serve upon the 
petmner. with!” 20 days afler setwce of lhe pelmo” upon 
such person. a “owe of appearance clearly slaung lhc 
person’s posxlro” wlh relerence lo each malenal alle?al~on m 
the peul~o” and lo lhe alTimn”ce. ~acnlton or modi,icaon 
oflhe order or decwo” under r~wew Such “owe. other than 
by the named responden,. shall also bc served on lhe named 
responden, and the attorney general. and shall be ,iled. 
logclher wlh proofofrequred scrwcc ,hercof. wnh lheclcrk 
of lhe rewewng cowl wlhl” IO days after such scrwcc. 
Servtce of all subsequcnl papers or “oltcer m such proceeding 
need be madeonlyupo” lhcpel~l~o”era”dsuch other persons 
as have served and filed lhe “olnce as prowded I” lhts 

. subrccuc” or have bee” penmired lo ~“lcrve”e I” said pro- 
cecdmg. as pa”,er thereto. by order of ,he rcwew,“g cowl. .._- _. -. .-. 


