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NOTICE OF A REGULAR MEETING 
 

THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY  
WILL HOLD A REGULAR MEETING 

Thursday July 12, 2018, at 12:00 p.m. 
The public is invited to attend telephonically.  

(712) 451-0223, Access code: 292304 

If you wish to view the meeting materials along with the Board meeting, log in online! 
https://join.freeconferencecall.com/cjenkins49 

 
 

Pursuant to NRS 241.020(6) PLEASE TAKE NOTICE: (1) Items on the agenda may be taken 
out of order; (2) Two or more agenda items may be combined for consideration; and (3) At 
any time, items on the agenda may be removed from the agenda or discussion of the items 
may be delayed. 
 
*INDICATES ACTION MAY BE TAKEN. 

* * * * * 
1.   Public Comment.  TELEPHONE ONLY 
Public Comment will be received prior to the commencement of the regular meeting.  If no one appears to 
address the Board, the Board will proceed with its regular meeting at 12:00 Noon.  A time limit may be set for 
each individual wishing to address the Board.  Action will not be taken on any issues presented, either in forum 
or during the Board Meeting.  In accordance with the Nevada Open Meeting Law, any issue requiring action will 
be placed on the agenda for a future Board Meeting. 

 
2. Welcome and Call to Order, Roll Call 
 
3.* For Possible Action.  Consideration of minutes of April 27, 2018 meeting 

(materials attached) 
 
4.* For Possible Action. Consideration of Complaint 18- 04 re: Bela Svoboda, O.D. 

Remediation Period (materials attached) 
 a. Report and review of compliance with Order. 
 b. Determination of next steps. 

mailto:admin@nvoptometry.org
mailto:cjenkins@nvoptometry.org
https://join.freeconferencecall.com/cjenkins49


 

 

 

 

2 

 

5.* For Possible Action.  Consideration of Application of Huyen Nguyen, O.D. for 
Licensure (materials attached) 

 
6.* For Possible Action.  Consideration whether just and sufficient cause exists to 

hear complaints (materials attached) 
a. Complaint 18-12, 18-13- Corporate structure 
b. Complaint 18-14, 18-15- Corporate structure 
c. Complaint 18-18- Office conditions 
d. Complaint 18-19- O.D. behavior 
e. Complaint 18-20- Technician prescribing 
f. Complaint 18-21- Advertising 

 
7.* For Possible Action.  Agency Financial Review and FY 2019 Budget (materials 

attached)  
 a. Presentation of FY 2018 Financial Report 
 b. FY 2019 Budget for consideration, modification and approval. 
 
8.* For Possible Action.  Executive Director’s report (materials attached) 
 A.  Licensing report 
 B.  Bill Draft Request status 
 C.  June 2018 ARBO Conference Insights 
 D.  Other reports/information. 
 
9. Announcements and requests for future Board consideration (No action to be taken) 

10. Public Comment.   TELEPHONE ONLY 

 A time limit may be set for each individual wishing to address the Board.  Action will not be taken on any issues 
presented, either in this forum or during the Board Meeting.  In accordance with the Nevada Open Meeting Law, 
any issue requiring action will be placed on an agenda for a future Board Meeting. 

11. Adjournment.   

 

This notice was posted at the board office, on the board website (nvoptometry.org), the State of 
Nevada Public Notices website, and in the following locations: 
 
Carson City Courthouse   885 East Musser Street, Carson City, NV 
Office of the Nevada Attorney General  1325 Airmotive Way, Suite 340, Reno, NV 
Office of the Nevada Attorney General  555 East Washington Ave. #3900, Las Vegas, NV 
Douglas County Courthouse   1616 8th Street, Minden, NV 
 
THE BOARD IS PLEASED TO TAKE REASONABLE MEASURES TO ACCOMMODATE PERSONS WITH 
DISABILITIES WHO WISH TO ATTEND THE MEETING.  PLEASE CALL EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
CAREN C. JENKINS AT (775) 883-8367 IN ADVANCE TO MAKE ARRANGEMENTS. 

https://nvoptometry.org/
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MINUTES  
THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 

REGULAR MEETING 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018, beginning at 8:30 a.m. 

AGENDA 

 Welcome and Call to Order, Roll Call.
President Young called the meeting to order at 8:30 am at the Hampton Inn and Suites in Las 

Vegas, Nevada..  All members present, along with staff: Caren C. Jenkins, Executive Director, Deputy 
Attorney General Mike Detmer, Board Counsel, and guests: Candace Herling, Esq. appearing for Dr. 
Youssef, Natalie Shaba, O.D., Mark Lee, O.D. and Cassandra Gyortios for Jeannette Belz & Associates.. 

 Public Comment.   No public comment was offered.

 1.* For Possible Action.  Consideration and adoption of minutes of February 20, 2018 meeting
Dr. Smith moved to approve the minutes as presented, seconded by Dr. Austin.  Approved unanimously.

2.* For Possible Action.  Evidentiary hearings, Petitions for Declaratory Orders & 
determinations on Complaints (Materials may be available** ). 

*A.  Complaint 18-03 – Amel Youssef, O.D., Lic.  449 - Advertising - Evidentiary Hearing
For Respondent:  Candace C. Herling, Esq., Alverson Taylor Mortensen & Sanders.
For Complainant/Board:  Caren C. Jenkins, Esq., Executive Director, Nevada Board of
Optometry.
Deputy Attorney General Sophia Long, Counsel to the Board

Executive Director Jenkins introduced Dr. Youssef’s counsel, Candace Herling, Esq. of Alverson Taylor 
law firm, summarized the proposed stipulated settlement of Complaint No. 18-03 and recommended 
the Board adopt the settlement.  Ms. Herling commented that she and Dr. Youssef had carefully 
reviewed the proposed stipulation, offered that her client already had pulled non-conforming 
advertising on the internet and had agreed to the terms of the stipulation, including the financial 
penalty and the additional education.  Ms. Jenkins advised the Board that the stipulated settlement 
encompasses and resolves all current outstanding complaints received regarding Dr. Youssef. 

Member Johnson asked for minor clarifications, Dr. Austin asked for information regarding the 
licensees efforts to correct the advertising, Dr. Young noted that even if a licensee hires an outside 
agency, the licensee is responsible for the message to the public, and Dr. Austin mentioned that future 
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complaints or information regarding non-compliance may cause the penalty imposed to increase 
substantially. 

Motion by Drew Johnson, seconded by Dr. Austin to accept the stipulated settlement to resolve 
the complaint.  Unanimous vote in favor of the motion. 

*B.  Complaint 18-04 – Bela Svoboda, Jr., O.D., Lic. 314 - Patient Records - Status Report after
hearing
The Board reviewed material received from Dr. Svoboda, and asked the Executive Director

follow-up with the licensee to assist and clarify the requirements of the order.  Member Johnson 
requested a copy of one of the certified letters that had been returned, bearing a postmark.  Dr. Young 
expressed interest in the licensee’s efforts to remove or change the information on his former website.  
Dr. Austin was perplexed why the licensee could not re-activate his telephone number.  Ms. Jenkins 
agreed to reach out to Dr. Svoboda with a request for this information, and clarify the information the 
Board will need to find that Dr. Svoboda has complied with the Order. 

*C.  Complaint 18-16- Just & Sufficient Cause - office configuration and separation from optical

Motion by Dr. Young, seconded by Dr. Austin that just and sufficient cause exists to forward this 
matter for investigation and hearing.  Unanimous favorable vote. 

*D.  Complaint 18-17- Just & sufficient Cause - advertising and LASIK
Motion by Dr. Austin, seconded by Dr. Smith that just and sufficient cause exists to forward this

matter for investigation and hearing.  Unanimous favorable vote. 

*E.  Petition for Declaratory Order brought by Mark Lee, Lic. No 390 regarding propriety of
prescribing and selling a new ophthalmic device. 

Allergan Corporation asked the Nevada Optometric Association to request information from the 
Board related to optometrists prescribing and/or selling a new intra-nasal medical device known as 
TruTear, which claims to assist with dry eye.  Dr. Lee asked the Board to clarify the statutes and 
regulations as they apply to such devices and others, like home monitors for intra-ocular pressure 
testing and other non-invasive items. 

Dr. Austin stated that ophthalmic products are already addressed in statute, and are allowed.  
There is no potential for abuse of the TruTear device and NAC 636.55 and 636.150 allows optometrists 
to refer patients to similar items. 

Dr. Smith moved to declare that medical devices that do not require a prescription that treat 
ophthalmic issues may be sold and/or prescribed by optometrists.  Seconded by Dr. Austin.  Approved 
unanimously. 

3.* For Possible Action. Executive Director’s report 
*A.  Consideration of Mobile Optometry practice model for underserved Nevadans.  Dr. Natalie Shaba
presented her ideas regarding the issue, and, after significant discussion, the matter was tabled until
after the Executive Director attends the ARBO conference.
*B.  Banking, Audit & Bookkeeping - acceptance of one-year audit report.  Ms. Jenkins presented various
materials, and members expressed concern regarding the increased operational costs of the board and
other economic factors.
*C.   Proposed revised Board Policies for Board Approval - withdrawn
D. Miscellaneous reports - none



4.* For Possible Action. Subcommittee on Statute and Regulation Review - Report and final Work 
Session (by Dr. Smith and others, Materials may be available ** ) 
*A.  Review and adoption of statutory changes to be proposed to Legislative Drafters.  Dr. Smith and
Executive Director Jenkins went through each proposed change to NRS 636.  Following the
presentation and taking in all members’ ideas and concerns, a final proposed statutory changes
document was approved for drafting by the Legislative Counsel Bureau.  Ms. Jenkins will provide
reports on progress as it happens.

B. Discussion of bill introduction strategy, forming alliances with interested entities and legislator,
lobbyist & community education efforts before the measure is heard.  Agenda item withdrawn.

5. Announcements and Board Member requests for future Board consideration. None.

6.* Adjournment. President Young adjourned the meeting at 1:50 pm. 

 Public Comment.  None.

Approved by Board Vote on ______________________________________________________ 
_________________________________ Caren C. Jenkins, Executive Director 
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April 26. 2018 
 
Bela Svoboda, O.D. 
Via email only at nneyecare@wmca.net 
 
 
 
Dear Dr. Svoboda: 
 
At the Board meeting on April 17, 2018, I provided your status report to the 
Board.  As you are aware, the Board outlined rather specific requirements and 
timelines in its Order. 
 
The Board is extremely concerned about the actions you reported, as they do 
not seem to follow the details in the Order.  The Board asked me to 
communicate its concerns, and ask you to provide the following right away: 
 

1. Copy of a letter or postcard you sent to a patients regarding accessing 
their patient records, and an envelope bearing the postmark. 

2. A copy of the letter you sent to a patient via certified mail, with its 
envelope showing it was undeliverable, bearing the postmarks, along 
with evidence of the follow-up you did to obtain communication with 
that patient. 

3. Evidence that your website is inaccessible to you to revise the 
information, or that you made an effort to have it taken down by a web 
service. 

4. Evidence that you attempted to reactivate the office telephone line. 
5. Information regarding your compliance with the terms of the Order. 

 
Please provide this information to the Board within 7 days. 
 
Thank you, 

Caren C. Jenkins, Esq. 
Caren C. Jenkins 
Executive Director 

mailto:cjenkins@nvoptometry.org
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From: Caren Jenkins
To: nneyecare@gmail.com
Cc: Admin; fannywchanod@gmail.com
Subject: Letter from Dr. Svoboda to Dr. Chan
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 9:09:00 AM

Dr. Svoboda:
 
I received a copy of your letter to Dr. Chan (see attached).  I understand that when Dr. Chan severed
her ownership in and service to Northern Nevada Eye Care, you became the sole owner of the
practice.  Therefore, your practice is the custodian of the patient records, rather than the
optometrist who served those patients.  YOU must provide the records to those patients directly. 
Not through Dr. Chan, regardless of her former access to them.  If my understanding is incorrect, I
apologize.  I have only the information you provided to me.
 
You should receive the board’s Order from the hearing by email today.
 
Caren C. Jenkins, Esq. 
Executive Director
 
Nevada State Board of Optometry
P.O. Box 1824
Carson City NV 89702
775-883-8367 - office
775-305-0105 – fax
www.nvoptometry.org
 

**** CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE****
The preceding e-mail message (including attachments) contains information that may be confidential, be protected by the
attorney-client or other applicable privileges, or constitute non-public information.  It is intended to be conveyed only to the
designated recipient(s).  If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender by replying to this
message and then delete it from your system.  Use, dissemination, distribution or reproduction of this message by
unintended recipients is not authorized and may be unlawful. 
 

 

From: Admin 
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2018 7:25 AM
To: Caren Jenkins
Subject: FW: letter from Dr. Svoboda to Dr Chan
 
 
 
From: fanny chan [mailto:fannywchanod@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2018 9:53 PM
To: Admin
Subject: letter from Dr. Svoboda to Dr Chan
 
Hello,
 
Thanks for talking with me on the phone yesterday.  Here is a copy of the letter I had just

mailto:cjenkins@nvoptometry.org
mailto:nneyecare@gmail.com
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received from Bela Svoboda.
 
I want to clarify that I did not go to the Lovelock office after I left Northern Nevada Eyecare
to download any patient files.  I do not have access to the office at that time due to my turning
in all the keys to Helena, the office manager at the time.
 
I wanted to help Helena release records as I realized she was inundated.  I had access to the
Cloud for one day so I did help her release records.  But I was locked out the next.  I was
trying to ask Helena to call ThinkSmart to let me have access again as I could not call them
myself because I am no longer an owner of the company.  But Helena was too busy to get to it
and I guessed she complained to Dr. Svoboda something about me texting her.  So I received a
text from Dr. Svoboda telling me to leave Helena alone and do not bother her with my
requests, of which I gladly complied.  
 
Please let me know if I need to provide any more information to facilitate this release of
records.
 
Thank you
Fanny Chan O.D.





PATIENTS FILES PRINTED OUT TO DATE 

1 DONALD S. 
2 MICHELL S 
3 CHRIS S 
4 MAXM 
5 JOEL M 
6 APRILP 
7 CHERYL C 
8 KARINA C. 
9 ERICH 
10 MARIA S 
11 UNIQUE G 
12 KARINA A 
13 LORI C 
14 PURDY T 
15 KEVIN L 
16 JAKE S 
17 KAZMIN R 
18 FRAMCISCO M 
19 TIMO D 
20 DARLENE M; 
21 HEATHERM. 
22 CHRIS L 
23 HARLAND H 
24 JOSE V 
25 ELIZABETH H 
26 SCOTT B 
27 KARRIEG 
28 DANIELL W 
29 KEYING. 
30 MARIA P 
31 AZUSENEA H 
32 JESSICA G 
33 DAWN D' 
34 NICOLE L 
35 KEVINl 
36 DAWN D_ 
37 SONIA C 
38 DARLENEH 
39 GARYH 
40 LINDAL 
41 CONNIEH 
42 ALYSSAM 
43 CONSTANCE F 

I • ' . ! • 
''· � I 

This document was redacted by the Board after receipt from Dr. Svoboda to protect patient information.



















































































THIS DOCUMENT WAS REVIEWED AT THE BOARD MEETING ON APRIL 17, 2018 

 

  



THIS DOCUMENT WAS REVIEWED AT THE BOARD MEETING ON APRIL 17, 2018 

 



From: Sam Draper
To: Caren Jenkins
Subject: Questions
Date: Thursday, May 31, 2018 4:06:30 PM

Hi Caren,
      I have some questions for you regarding Dr. Svoboda.   Regarding the phone being
reinstated.  Bela had a new phone number put in place, when the offices closed. He posted
the number on the doors of the offices and posted it on Facebook.  The old numbers have
become available again but are quite expensive to reinstate.  We are needing to know how
long he needs to keep the phones on or if the new phone would be enough since he did
advertise the new number?

      I also have a question about the files.  Are there alternate ways for Dr. Svoboda to hand
the files?  Our rural area and transient communities make getting the files to former clients
quite difficult. 

      Thank you for the help!

 
Thank you,
Samantha Draper, Paralegal
Miller Law Inc.
Phone (775) 623-5000
Fax (775) 623-5060
115 W 5th Street,#7
Winnemucca, NV 89445
 
 
NOTE: This e-mail transmission, including any attachments, is intended only for the named recipient(s)
and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under
applicable law. If you have received this transmission in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please
notify the sender immediately by return e-mail and permanently delete this transmission, including any
attachments.
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From: Northern Nevada Eyecare
To: Caren Jenkins
Subject: Re: Svoboda email address
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 1:12:20 PM

I have printed the attatchment and will give it ti Bela. Will also give him the instruction for
written progress report. I will email it to you if that is acceptable.

Respectfully
Louise

On Fri, Mar 23, 2018 at 9:25 AM, Caren Jenkins <cjenkins@nvoptometry.org> wrote:

We emailed the Order After Hearing to the nneyecare@gmail.com address.  Was it received?  I’ve
attached a copy.

 

It would be prudent for Dr. S to provide a written update outlining his progress to the Board at its
next meeting.  The Progress Report must be received by April 9 to be included in the Board
packet.

 

Caren C. Jenkins, Esq. 

Executive Director

 

Nevada State Board of Optometry

P.O. Box 1824

Carson City NV 89702

775-883-8367 - office

775-305-0105 – fax

www.nvoptometry.org

 

**** CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE****

The preceding e-mail message (including attachments) contains information that may be confidential, be protected by the
attorney-client or other applicable privileges, or constitute non-public information.  It is intended to be conveyed only to the
designated recipient(s).  If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender by replying to this
message and then delete it from your system.  Use, dissemination, distribution or reproduction of this message by
unintended recipients is not authorized and may be unlawful. 
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tel:(775)%20305-0105
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From: Northern Nevada Eyecare [mailto:nneyecare@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2018 8:55 AM
To: Caren Jenkins
Subject: email

 

Caren Belas personal rmail is not workinh. please send emails to this address

Is there anytging immediate he needs to address. Thank you for your help.

 

Respectfully

Louise

--

Northern Nevada Eyecare, Ltd.

PO Box 1309

Winnemucca, NV 89446

775-623-5211

-- 
Northern Nevada Eyecare, Ltd.
PO Box 1309
Winnemucca, NV 89446
775-623-5211

mailto:nneyecare@gmail.com
tel:(775)%20623-5211


















From: Caren Jenkins
To: nneyecare@wmca.net
Cc: Sam Draper (samdraper@millerlawinc.us)
Subject: RE: RECORDS
Date: Wednesday, June 6, 2018 11:27:00 AM

Please contact the appropriate state/federal agency regarding patient records.  I am unable to offer
legal advice.  You may wish to request an opinion from Dr. Svoboda’s attorney.
 
Caren C. Jenkins, Esq. 
Executive Director
 
Nevada State Board of Optometry
P.O. Box 1824
Carson City NV 89702
775-883-8367 - office
775-305-0105 – fax
www.nvoptometry.org
 

**** CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE****
The preceding e-mail message (including attachments) contains information that may be confidential, be protected by the
attorney-client or other applicable privileges, or constitute non-public information.  It is intended to be conveyed only to the
designated recipient(s).  If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender by replying to this
message and then delete it from your system.  Use, dissemination, distribution or reproduction of this message by
unintended recipients is not authorized and may be unlawful. 
 

 
From: Northern Nevada Eyecare [mailto:nneyecare@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 6, 2018 10:34 AM
To: Caren Jenkins
Subject: RECORDS
 
Caren,
Would you please answer a question for me?  Is the doctor required to keep patients files even
though he has sent them a copy or can he send them the original. This is for my information so
I can do the right thing. Your help would be much appreciated.
 
Respectfully
Louise

--
Northern Nevada Eyecare, Ltd.
PO Box 1309
Winnemucca, NV 89446
775-623-5211

mailto:cjenkins@nvoptometry.org
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Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #
24902490

Name

Nguyen

Huyen

M

Ms

Social Security Number

586-52-5703

Current Address

1010-b Florin Road
 Sacramento, California 95831

 United States
 Map It

Permanent Mailing Address, including postal code if different from current address listed above

1010-b Florin Road
 Sacramento, California 95831

 United States
 Map It

Identify Preferred Mailing Address

Permanent

Identify each maiden name, surname, or any other names or aliases you have been known by or used, and identify the reason for your name
change.

Huyen Nguyen

Place of birth (City, County, State, other jurisdiction, Country)

Saigon, Viet Nam

Date of Birth

10/09/1965

Telephone Numbers

(916) 393-2020

E-Mail Address

huyen@siteforsoreeyes.net

Are you a citizen of the United States?

Yes

Do you intend to seek entry into the United States for the purpose of performing labor as a healthcare worker, other than an optometrist?

http://maps.google.com/maps?q=1010-b+Florin+Road+Sacramento%2C+California+95831+United+States
http://maps.google.com/maps?q=1010-b+Florin+Road+Sacramento%2C+California+95831+United+States
mailto:huyen@siteforsoreeyes.net


Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #
24902490

No

Have you ever served in the Military?

No

Military Occupation Specialty/Specialties?

Not applicable

Has your spouse ever served in the Military?

No

Military Occupation Specialty/Specialties?

Not applicable

1. Name of Last Secondary School Attended

Southern California College of Optometry

Location of Last Secondary School Attended

Fullerton, CA

Year of Graduation

1993

Name of College/University

Southern California College of Optometry

Southern California College of Optometry

Dates of Attendance

From - To

08/88 - 05/90

From - To

08/88 - 05/93

Graduated

Yes

Yes

Degree/Major

Biological Science

Doctor of Optometry



Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #
24902490

Jurisdiction

CA

GA

TX

License Number

10148T

OPT001424

4917T

Date of Issuance

09/15/1993

12/14/1993

06/13/1993

Status

Revoked

Lapsed

Expired+1

1. Have you ever had an application for any professional license refused or denied by any licensing authority?

No

2. Have you ever been refused or denied the privilege of taking an examination required for any professional licensure?

No

3. Have you ever voluntarily surrendered your optometry license?

Yes

4. Have you ever allowed your optometry license to lapse, or had a limited license issued by any optometric authority?

Yes

5. Have you ever voluntarily surrendered any other professional license?



Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #
24902490

No

6. Have you ever allowed any other professional license to lapse, or had a l imited license issued by any other licensing authority?

No

7. Have you ever been the subject of disciplinary action with regard to your optometry license?

Yes

8. Has your optometry license ever been revoked?

Yes

9. Have you ever had any other professional license revoked?

No

10. Have you ever been the subject of disciplinary action by any licensing agency with regard to any other professional license?

No

11. To your knowledge, have any unresolved or pending complaints been filed against you by any optometric licensing authority?

No

12. Have you ever had a registration issued by a controlled substance authority revoked, suspended, surrendered, limited, or restricted?

No

13. Have you ever voluntarily surrendered a registration issued by a controlled substance authority?

No

14. Has your application for accreditation by the DEA ever been denied?

No

15. Has the DEA ever disciplined your certification, or have you ever voluntarily surrendered it, allowed it to lapse, or had a limited certificate
issued by the DEA:

No

16. Is there any disciplinary action pending against you by any licensing jurisdiction, drug enforcement agency, or any state drug
enforcement authority?

No

17. Have you been charged with or convicted (including a nolo contendere plea or guilty plea) of a felony (or criminal offense in any state or
federal court (other than minor traffic violations) whether or not sentence was imposed or suspended?

No

18. Have you ever been pardoned from a felony (or criminal) conviction?

No

19. Have you ever had a record expunged from a felony (or criminal) conviction?

No



Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #
24902490

20. Have you ever been charged with or convicted (including a nolo contendere plea or guilty plea) of a violation of any federal or state drug
law(s) or rule(s) whether or not sentence was imposed or suspended?

No

21. Are you being treated or have you, in the last 5 years, been treated for drug or alcohol addiction or participated in a rehabilitation
program?

No

1. Name of Business/Institution

iOptical Inc.

Address/Phone Number of Business/Institution

1010-b Florin Road, Sacramento, CA 95831, 916-393-2020

Dates of Employment

04/01/2015

Job Title

Officer

Name of Supervisor

Self

Reason for termination/resignation

I am still working for myself.

2. Name of Business/Institution

In Focus Optometry

Address/Phone Number of Business/Institution

1010-b Florin Road, Sacramento, CA 95831, 916-393-2020

Dates of Employment

10/01/1995

03/31/2015

Job Title

Owner

Name of Supervisor

Self

Reason for termination/resignation

I am still working for myself. I only changed the business name.

1. I currently have no obligation for child support



Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #
24902490

Yes

2. I am currently obligated by Court Order for the payment of child support

No

3. No arrearage exists on the child support obligation

No

4. Currently there is an arrearage on the child support obligation

No

5. I am currently repaying a child support arrearage pursuant to an agreement with the District Attorney or other public enforcement agency,
and my ongoing monthly payment is current

No

By submitting this information and checking this box, I affirm that each document is complete and correct and that all information contained in
this submission is true under the pains and penalties of perjury and the requirements of NRS Chapter 636 and NAC Chapter 636 and Nevada
law generally.I also acknowledge that if I have directed or authorized a person to complete or submit this information on my behalf, I, the
optometrist licensed by the Nevada Board of Optometry, am fully responsible for the content of the submission.

Name

Huyen Nguyen

Date

05/29/2018

Billing Address

1010 Florin Road Ste B
 Sacramento, California 95831

 United States
 Map It

Credit Card

Visa
 XXXXXXXXXXXX7689

I have read all questions, answers and statements and know the contents thereof. I hereby certify, under penalty of perjury, that the information
furnished on this application are true, accurate and correct.

Order

http://maps.google.com/maps?q=1010+Florin+Road+Ste+B+Sacramento%2C+California+95831+United+States


Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #Application for licensure as a Nevada Optometrist : Entry #
24902490

ProductProduct QtyQty Unit PriceUnit Price PricePrice

Application/Examination fee 1 $450.00 $450.00

Processing Fee (3.5%) 1 $15.75 $15.75

 Total $465.75



NotesNotes

QBMS (Intuit)

added on May 28, 2018 at 12:46 am

Payment has been completed. Amount: $465.75. Transaction Id: PI0164718323.



Agenda item 5:  Application of Dr. Nguyen for licensure. E.D. notes. 

1. Remember, the Board’s articulated purpose is to protect the public and maintain the 
integrity of the profession. 
 

 NRS 636.010  Legislative declaration.  The practice of optometry is hereby declared to be a 
learned profession, affecting public safety and welfare and charged with the public interest, and 
therefore subject to protection and regulation by the State. 
      [1:208:1955] 

Dr. Nguyen has not been found to have affected a patient’s health or safety, but has been found 
to have improperly billed for optometric services by the California Board.  Additionally, the CA 
Order shows that Dr. Nguyen failed to follow an order issued by that licensing board for an 
extended period. 

 
2. Our licensure requirements do not, on their face, appear to preclude Dr. Nguyen from 

obtaining a Nevada license. 
 
  NRS 636.150  Requirements for obtaining license.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 
636.206 and 636.207, any person applying for a license to practice optometry in this State must: 
      1.  File proof of his or her qualifications; 
      2.  Make application for an examination; 
      3.  Take and pass the examination; 
      4.  Pay the prescribed fees; and 
      5.  Verify that all the information he or she has provided to the Board or to any other entity 
pursuant to the provisions of this chapter is true and correct. 
      [38:208:1955] — (NRS A 1993, 2867; 2015, 3015, 3893) 

      NRS 636.155  Proof of applicant’s qualifications.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 
636.206 and 636.207, an applicant must file with the Executive Director satisfactory proof that 
the applicant: 
      1.  Is at least 21 years of age; 
      2.  Is a citizen of the United States or is lawfully entitled to reside and work in this country; 
      3.  Is of good moral character; 
      4.  Has been certified or recertified as completing a course of cardiopulmonary resuscitation 
within the 12-month period immediately preceding the examination for licensure; and 
      5.  Has graduated from a school of optometry accredited by the established professional 
agency and the Board, maintaining a standard of 6 college years, and including, as a prerequisite 
to admission to the courses in optometry, at least 2 academic years of study in a college of arts 
and sciences accredited by the Association of American Universities or a similar regional 
accrediting agency. 
      [39:208:1955] — (NRS A 1969, 98; 1977, 1565; 1993, 2867; 2015, 3016, 3893) 

 

3. The following may be material in determining her “moral character” qualifications. 

NRS 636.206  Expedited license by endorsement: Requirements; procedure for issuance. 
      1.  The Board may issue a license by endorsement to engage in the practice of optometry to 
an applicant who meets the requirements set forth in this section. An applicant may submit to the 

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec206
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec206
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec207
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/67th/Stats199313.html#Stats199313page2867
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/78th2015/Stats201528.html#Stats201528page3015
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/78th2015/Stats201535.html#Stats201535page3893
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec206
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec206
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec207
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/55th/Stats196901.html#Stats196901page98
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/59th/Stats197707.html#Stats197707page1565
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/67th/Stats199313.html#Stats199313page2867
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/78th2015/Stats201528.html#Stats201528page3016
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/78th2015/Stats201535.html#Stats201535page3893


Agenda item 5:  Application of Dr. Nguyen for licensure. E.D. notes. 

Board an application for such a license if the applicant holds a corresponding valid and 
unrestricted license to engage in the practice of optometry in the District of Columbia or any 
state or territory of the United States. 
      2.  An applicant for a license by endorsement pursuant to this section must submit to the 
Board with his or her application: 
      (a) Proof satisfactory to the Board that the applicant: 
             (1) Satisfies the requirements of subsection 1; 
             (2) Is a citizen of the United States or otherwise has the legal right to work in the United 
States; 
             (3) Has had no adverse actions reported to the National Practitioner Data Bank within 
the past 5 years; 
             (4) Has been continuously and actively engaged in the practice of optometry for the past 
5 years; 
             (5) Has not been disciplined and is not currently under investigation by the 
corresponding regulatory authority of the District of Columbia or any state or territory in which 
the applicant currently holds or has held a license to engage in the practice of optometry; and 
             (6) Has not been held civilly or criminally liable for malpractice in the District of 
Columbia or any state or territory of the United States; 
      (b) An affidavit stating that the information contained in the application and any 
accompanying material is true and correct; and 
      (c) Any other information required by the Board. 
 
 











































































































































NEVADA STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY

CHEN K. YOUNG, O.D.   Post Office Box 1824 JEFFREY AUSTIN, O.D. 
Board President      Carson City, Nevada  89702 Board Member 

    Telephone:  (775) 883-8367 
MARIAH SMITH, O.D.    Facsimile:   (775) 305-0105 DREW JOHNSON 
Board Member        Public Board Member 

CAREN C. JENKINS, ESQ. 
Executive Director 

 cjenkins@nvoptometry.org 

SUMMARY OF COMPLAINTS 
CONSIDERATION OF SUFFICIENT CAUSE TO MOVE COMPLAINT TO A HEARING, AND 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR RECOMMENDATIONS 

a. Complaint 18-12, 18-13- Corporate structure
Based on information provided to the E.D., the Board issued subpoenas to a licensee and to 
the indicated Corporate entity to determine whether the ownership and compensation 
structure meets the requirements of NRS 636.  On its face, the arrangement seems to 
comply with Nevada law; however, the determination was unclear and additional 
investigation is required.  Recommend forwarding matter for further investigation.  
Should the investigation reveal additional facts supporting a violation of law, the E.D. 
will bring the matter to the Board for further determination. 

b. Complaint 18-14, 18-15- Corporate structure
Based on information provided to the E.D., the Board issued subpoenas to a licensee 

and to the indicated Corporate entity to determine whether the ownership and 
compensation structure meets the requirements of the optometry laws.  On its face, the 
arrangement seems to comply with Nevada law; however, questions arose whether 
transferred voting rights from a licensee to non-optometrists complies with the law, and 
whether the compensation arrangement and control over clinical practice requirements 
are met.  Upon review of the documents produced, the determination was unclear and 
additional investigation is required.  Recommend forwarding matter for further 
investigation.  Should the investigation reveal additional facts to support finding a 
violation of law, the E.D. will bring the matter to the Board for further determination. 

c. Complaint 18-18- Office conditions
Complainant claims filthy and odiferous clinical conditions.  E.D. unable to identify

statute to give the Board jurisdiction to act under NRS/NAC 636.  Recommend dismissal 
for lack of jurisdiction. 

mailto:cjenkins@nvoptometry.org


SUMMARY OF COMPLAINTS July 12, 2018 continued 

d. Complaint 18-19- O.D. behavior
Patient report of strange behavior by licensee and potential practice under the

influence.  Recommend forwarding matter for investigation and hearing. 

e. Complaint 18-20- Technician prescribing lenses
This complaint was forwarded by the State Board of Medical Examiners because it 

involved a technician presumably issuing a prescription for glasses and attributing the 
prescription to an O.D. Licensee practicing in an Ophthalmology practice.  After speaking 
with the Licensee, we learned that the O.D. never saw the patient, and the technician 
attributed the prescription to her without her knowledge.  Recommend forwarding 
matter for investigation and hearing, and authorizing E.D. to settle the Complaint 
with a penalty of $1000 prior to hearing. 

f. Complaint 18-21- Advertising
Executive Director contacted the insurer’s Provider Services division by phone on

5/28/18 and learned that the licensee’s contract had been terminated in 2017. 
Recommend forwarding matter for investigation and hearing, and authorizing E.D. to 
settle the Complaint with a penalty of $1000 prior to hearing. 



NEVADA REVISED STATUTES RELATED TO  
CORPORATE OWNERSHIP OF OPTOMETRY PRACTICES 

 
       NRS 636.300  Unethical or unprofessional conduct: Improper association or use of prescription 
blanks.  The following acts, among others, constitute unethical or unprofessional conduct: 
      1.  Association as an optometrist with any person, firm or corporation violating this chapter. 
      2.  Accepting employment, directly or indirectly, from a person not licensed to practice optometry in this State 
to assist the person in such practice or enabling the person to engage therein, except as authorized in NRS 636.347. 
      3.  Signing the prescription blanks of another optometrist or allowing another optometrist to use his or her 
prescription blanks. 
      4.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 636.372 and 636.373, practicing in or on premises where any 
materials other than those necessary to render optometric examinations or services are dispensed to the public, or 
where a business is being conducted not exclusively devoted to optometry or other healing arts and materials or 
merchandise are displayed having no relation to the practice of optometry or other healing arts. 
      [68:208:1955]—(NRS A 1961, 760; 1973, 536; 1979, 952; 1981, 595; 1985, 1919; 1993, 2872; 1995, 2564) 

      NRS 636.301  Unethical or unprofessional conduct: Division of fees; exceptions.  The following acts, 
among others, constitute unethical or unprofessional conduct: 
      1.  Division of fees with another optometrist or a health maintenance organization, except where the division is 
made in proportion to the services performed for the patient and the responsibility assumed by each. 
      2.  Division of fees or any understanding or arrangement with any person who is not an optometrist or a health 
maintenance organization, unless in accordance with NRS 636.374. 
      (Added to NRS by 1985, 1917; A 2001, 1001) 

  
§630.160 (prohibiting the unlicensed practice of medicine)  
 
§630.304(3) (prohibiting practicing medicine under another name)  
 
§630.305(1) providing that grounds for disciplinary action includes receiving compensation from a 
corporation which is intended to influence the physician's objective evaluation or treatment of the 
patient)  
  
 NRS 630.305  Accepting compensation to influence evaluation or treatment; inappropriate division of fees; 
inappropriate referral to health facility, laboratory or commercial establishment; charging for services not 
rendered; aiding practice by unlicensed person; delegating responsibility to unqualified person; failing to 
disclose conflict of interest; failing to initiate performance of community service; exception. 
      1.  The following acts, among others, constitute grounds for initiating disciplinary action or denying licensure: 
      (a) Directly or indirectly receiving from any person, corporation or other business organization any fee, 
commission, rebate or other form of compensation which is intended or tends to influence the physician’s objective 
evaluation or treatment of a patient. 
      (b) Dividing a fee between licensees except where the patient is informed of the division of fees and the division 
of fees is made in proportion to the services personally performed and the responsibility assumed by each licensee. 
      (c) Referring, in violation of NRS 439B.425, a patient to a health facility, medical laboratory or commercial 
establishment in which the licensee has a financial interest. 
      (d) Charging for visits to the physician’s office which did not occur or for services which were not rendered or 
documented in the records of the patient. 
      (e) Aiding, assisting, employing or advising, directly or indirectly, any unlicensed person to engage in the 
practice of medicine contrary to the provisions of this chapter or the regulations of the Board. 
      (f) Delegating responsibility for the care of a patient to a person if the licensee knows, or has reason to know, 
that the person is not qualified to undertake that responsibility. 
      (g) Failing to disclose to a patient any financial or other conflict of interest. 
      (h) Failing to initiate the performance of community service within 1 year after the date the community service 
is required to begin, if the community service was imposed as a requirement of the licensee’s receiving loans or 
scholarships from the Federal Government or a state or local government for the licensee’s medical education. 

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec347
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec372
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec373
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/57th/Stats197303.html#Stats197303page536
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/60th/Stats197905.html#Stats197905page952
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/61st/Stats198103.html#Stats198103page595
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/63rd/Stats198509.html#Stats198509page1919
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/67th/Stats199313.html#Stats199313page2872
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/68th/Stats199514.html#Stats199514page2564
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec374
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/63rd/Stats198509.html#Stats198509page1917
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/71st/Stats200107.html#Stats200107page1001
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-439B.html#NRS439BSec425
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      2.  Nothing in this section prohibits a physician from forming an association or other business relationship with 
an optometrist pursuant to the provisions of NRS 636.373. 
      (Added to NRS by 1983, 301; A 1985, 2237; 1987, 198; 1989, 1114; 1991, 2437; 1993, 2302, 2596; 1995, 
714, 2562) 

§695C.050(3) (a corporate health maintenance organization is a special, exempt entity under chapter 
695C.  Its activities are not deemed the practice of medicine.)  
  
Chapter 89 (Professional Corporation Act) (permitting corporate practice of medicine)  
 
 NRS 89.070  Restrictions on ownership and transfer of shares. 
      1.  Except as otherwise provided in this section and NRS 623.349: 
      (a) No professional entity may issue any of its owner’s interest to anyone other than a natural person who is 
licensed to render the same specific professional services as those for which the professional entity was formed. 
      (b) No owner may enter into a voting trust agreement or any other type of agreement vesting another person 
with the authority to exercise the voting power of any or all of his or her owner’s interest, unless the other person is 
licensed to render the same specific professional services as those for which the professional entity was formed. 
      (c) No owner’s interest may be sold or transferred except to a natural person who is eligible to be an owner or to 
the personal representative or estate of a deceased or legally incompetent stockholder. The personal representative or 
estate of the owner may continue to own the owner’s interest for a reasonable period, but may not participate in any 
decisions concerning the rendering of professional services. 
 The articles, bylaws or operating agreement of the professional entity may provide specifically for additional 
restrictions on the transfer of an owner’s interest and may provide for the redemption or purchase of the owner’s 
interest by the professional entity, its owners or an eligible individual account plan complying with the requirements 
of subsection 2 at prices and in a manner specifically set forth. An owner may transfer his or her owner’s interest in 
the professional entity or any other interest in the assets of the professional entity to a revocable trust if the owner 
acts as trustee of the revocable trust and any person who acts as cotrustee and is not licensed to perform the services 
for which the professional entity was formed does not participate in any decisions concerning the rendering of those 
services. 
      2.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 623.349, a person not licensed to render the professional services for 
which the professional entity was formed may own a beneficial interest in any of the assets, including an owner’s 
interest, held for the person’s account by an eligible individual account plan sponsored by the professional entity for 
the benefit of its employees, which is intended to qualify under section 401 of the Internal Revenue Code, 26 U.S.C. 
§ 401, if the terms of the trust are such that the total number of shares which may be distributed for the benefit of 
persons not licensed to render the professional services for which the professional entity was formed is less than a 
controlling interest and: 
      (a) The trustee of the trust is licensed to render the same specific professional services as those for which the 
professional entity was formed; or 
      (b) The trustee is not permitted to participate in any decisions concerning the rendering of professional services 
in his or her capacity as trustee. 
 A trustee who is individually an owner may participate in his or her individual capacity as an owner, manager, 
director or officer in any decision. 
      3.  Except as otherwise provided in subsection 4, a professional entity in which all the owners who are natural 
persons are licensed to render the same specific professional service may acquire and hold an owner’s interest in 
another professional entity or in a similar entity organized pursuant to the corresponding law of another state, only if 
all the owners who are natural persons of the professional entity whose stock is acquired are licensed in that 
professional entity’s state of formation to render the same specific professional service as the owners who are 
natural persons of the professional entity that acquires the owner’s interest. 
      4.  A professional entity practicing pursuant to NRS 623.349 in which all the owners are natural persons, 
regardless of whether or not the natural persons are licensed to render the same specific professional service, may 
acquire and hold an owner’s interest in another professional entity or in a similar entity organized pursuant to the 
corresponding law of another state if control and two-thirds ownership of the business organization or association 
that is acquired is held by persons registered or licensed pursuant to the applicable provisions of chapter 
623, 623A or 625 of NRS. As used in this subsection, “control” has the meaning ascribed to it in NRS 623.349. 

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-636.html#NRS636Sec373
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/62nd/Stats198302.html#Stats198302page301
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/63rd/Stats198510.html#Stats198510page2237
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/64th/Stats198701.html#Stats198701page198
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/65th/Stats198906.html#Stats198906page1114
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/66th/Stats199111.html#Stats199111page2437
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/67th/Stats199311.html#Stats199311page2302
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/67th/Stats199312.html#Stats199312page2596
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/68th/Stats199504.html#Stats199504page714
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/68th/Stats199504.html#Stats199504page714
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/68th/Stats199514.html#Stats199514page2562
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-623.html#NRS623Sec349
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-623.html#NRS623Sec349
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-623.html#NRS623Sec349
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-623.html#NRS623
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-623.html#NRS623
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-623A.html#NRS623A
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-625.html#NRS625
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/nrs/NRS-623.html#NRS623Sec349
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      5.  An attorney may form a legal services professional entity that is organized or incorporated in the State of 
Nevada with one or more natural persons, each of whom is a member in good standing and eligible to practice 
before the bar of any jurisdiction of the United States, and such legal services entity may issue an owner’s interest to 
a natural person who is a member in good standing and eligible to practice before the bar of any jurisdiction of the 
United States provided that at least one attorney admitted by the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada to practice 
law as a member of the State Bar of Nevada owns an owner’s interest in the professional entity. 
      6.  Any act in violation of this section is void and does not pass any rights or privileges or vest any powers, 
except to an innocent person who is not an owner and who has relied on the effectiveness of the action. 
      (Added to NRS by 1963, 866; A 1969, 521; 1977, 643; 1991, 1306; 1995, 2118; 2001, 1781; 2007, 2435; 2009, 
1715) 

  
Chapter 78 (General Corporation law) (not authorizing corporate practice of medicine) 
  

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/55th/Stats196903.html#Stats196903page521
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/59th/Stats197703.html#Stats197703page643
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/66th/Stats199106.html#Stats199106page1306
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/68th/Stats199511.html#Stats199511page2118
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/71st/Stats200113.html#Stats200113page1781
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/74th/Stats200720.html#Stats200720page2435
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/75th2009/Stats200917.html#Stats200917page1715
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/75th2009/Stats200917.html#Stats200917page1715
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Policies Supported by the Corporate Practice Bar (from an article about California law).  
The bar on the corporate practice of medicine arose out of the early stages of the industrial revolution. 
Corporations at that time employed physicians and sought to either (a) provide medical services to their 
employees or (b) market physician services to the public.  Although initially, many of these corporations 
were controlled by physicians, eventually lay people exercised significant control over the way in which 
these physicians practiced. Critics of these arrangements asserted that physicians were forced to 
maintain excessive patient loads and had their independent judgment compromised, thereby 
jeopardizing the quality of care they were able to provide.  
 
While some physicians did not object to these arrangements as the corporations] offered them a way to 
earn a living, organized medicine believed that the maintenance of medical autonomy required 
protection from commercial pressures, and developed ethical restrictions categorizing certain 
commercial activities as unethical. Although these standards were ultimately attacked by the Federal 
Trade Commission as being anticompetitive, Legislatures and courts throughout the country articulated 
prohibitions against the corporate practice of medicine in one form or another.  
 
The proscription against the corporate practice of medicine provides a fundamental protection against 
the potential that the provision of medical care and treatment will be subject to commercial 
exploitation. The corporate practice bar ensures that those who make decisions which affect, directly or 
indirectly, the provisions of medical services (1) understand the quality of care implications of those 
decisions; (2) have a professional ethical obligation to place the patient's interest foremost; and (3) are 
subject to the full panoply of the enforcement powers of the Medical Board of California, the stage 
agency charged with the administration of the Medical Practice Act.  
 
Recognizing the potential for improper invasions into the physician-patient relationship and the need for 
deference to the physician's professional judgment, the California courts and Legislature have protected 
physicians from the pressures of the commercial marketplace for many years. See Business and 
Professions Code §§ 2052, 2265 and 2400. These provisions make it unlawful for a lay person to practice 
medicine or exercise control over decisions made by physicians. A physician who aids and abets the 
unlawful practice of medicine can be guilty of a crime and subject to the disciplinary powers of the 
Medical Board.  
 
Contractual arrangements which raise corporate practice issues can also raise serious fraud, abuse and 
inurement issues. For example, if a physician enter into a contractual relationship with a lay entity and 
the contract results in the lay entity receiving excessive profit, serious antikickback considerations are 
raised pursuant to California's Business & Professions Code §650 and its federal Medical and Medicaid 
analog of 42 U.S.C. §1320a-7b. These provisions prohibit the payment of receipt of compensation for the 
referral of patients. Potential penalties for engaging in these activities include but are not limited to, 
exclusion from Medicare, AHLA Seminar Materials loss of medical license, hefty fines and imprisonment. 
Further, physician and lay entity “joint ventures” which involve organizations that receive exemption 
from federal income taxes pursuant to the Internal Revenue Code §501(c)(3) are currently subject to 
exacting scrutiny by the IRS. As these organizations are required to be organized for charitable, religious, 
or educational purposes, they will lose their exempt status where there is inurement of private benefit 
to an individual (unless the private benefit is found to be merely incidental to an overriding public 
benefit). The purpose of this prohibition is to ensure that private individuals who are in a position to 
control or otherwise influence the organization not be able to obtain personal financial benefit at the 
expense of the tax exempt entity. Thus, in any “integrated entity” care must be taken to ensure that the 
inurement/private benefit prohibitions are not violated. 



COMPLAINT NOS. 18-12 & 18-13 

Initial Findings Related to Possible Influence of Out-of-State Corporations into the Clinical 
Practice of NV LIC PRACTICE, a Nevada-based Optometry Practice and LICENSEE 

 

In an effort to determine whether an out-of-state corporation was dictating or influencing the 
clinical practice of NV LIC PRACTICE, the Nevada Board of Optometry requested documents 
related to the financial and service agreements that could clarify NV LIC PRACTICE’s 
relationship with optometry practice management firm NAT’L CO, a Nevada-registered arm of 
NAT’L CO called NV ARM, and three Nevada-based optometry practices purchased by 
LICENSEE, NAT’L CO, and NV ARM.  

From the records provided, we determined the following: 

• Dr. LICENSEE, a Nevada-licensed optometrist, owns NV LIC PRACTICE. 
• NAT’L CO is a national Delaware-based corporation operating out of Madison, 

Wisconsin.  
• NV ARM is a subsidiary/extension of NAT’L CO set up to manage NAT’L CO’s Nevada 

optometry interests.  NV ARM has the same CEO/Executive Chairman as NAT’L CO 
(not an optometrist) and is also a Delaware-based corporation operating out of Madison. 

• NAT’L CO purchased the non-clinical assets of three Nevada-based optometry practices. 
• The non-clinical assets of these three practices were transferred to NV ARM. 
• The clinical operations of these practices were turned over to Dr. LICENSEE and the 

locations became NV LIC PRACTICE optometry offices.  
• Dr. LICENSEE leased seven Las Vegas-area optometry offices – apparently offices 

previously used by optometry practices purchased by NV LIC PRACTICE, and NAT’L 
CO/NV ARM. These leases were then transferred into sub-leases to NAT’L CO/NV 
ARM.  

• NV ARM leases two properties owned by Dr. LICENSEE. These properties appear to be 
two Reno NV LIC PRACTICE locations.  Both leases appear to be for a reasonable fair 
market value. 

• Non-clinical services, including computer software systems and certain managerial 
functions, were provided to NV LIC PRACTICE, by NAT’L CO as part of the 
merger/acquisition.  

The records provided do not indicate that a national corporation, NAT’L CO, or its Nevada-
focused subsidiary, NV ARM, is involved with any clinical aspect of NV LIC PRACTICE. 
However, the Board did not receive sufficient documentation to conclusively determine whether 
that is actually the case.  

Since NV ARM functions as a direct extension of NAT’L CO and the documents provided to the 
Board do little to explain the day-to-day relationship between NV ARM and Dr. LICENSEE and 
his NV LIC PRACTICE business, more information is necessary.  



In order to determine the involvement of NAT’L CO into the clinical operation of NV LIC 
PRACTICE, it is necessary for the Board to receive additional documentation regarding the 
structure of NV ARM, the support and services provided by NV ARM to NV LIC PRACTICE, 
agreements governing the financial relationship between NV LIC PRACTICE and NV ARM, the 
methods used to assure the separation between the clinical services provided by NV LIC 
PRACTICE and the non-clinical operations managed by NV ARM/NAT’L CO, whether any 
clinical services are provided or performed by NV ARM, and whether NV LIC PRACTICE 
receives any incentive for performing certain types or quantities of clinical services.   
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Additionally, we note that references to NRS Chapter 630 were included with the Letter. 
We fail to understand why these were included, as there are no ophthalmologists associated with 

 and therefore the Nevada State Board of Medical Examiners’ statutes would have no 
bearing on this matter. We assume these were attached in relation to a different matter before the 
Board. If there is direct relevance to Dr. ’s matter please advise. 

At this time, Dr.  has no additional documents to provide. Instead, we will attempt 
to respond to the Board’s concerns as set forth in the Letter by highlighting certain Bates-numbered 
items within the previous document production, which was admittedly copious. We respectfully 
refer the Board to our cover letter to the May 1, 2018 document production (“Response”), which 
summarizes the structure and evolution of  and its involvement with . Stated simply, 

 is the optometry practice which employs all licensed personnel and provides all clinical 
services.  administers and manages the non-clinical aspects of , as further detailed 
below, employs all administrative and non-clinical personnel, and owns all non-clinical assets of 
the practice. 

For consistency, we shall refer to  as NAT’L CO,  as NV ARM, and 
as NV LIC PRACTICE as those terms are utilized in the Letter. 

NAT’L CO and/or NV ARM is not involved in any clinical aspect of NV LIC PRACTICE. 

NV LIC PRACTICE is not privy to nor involved in the relationship between NV ARM and 
its parent, NAT’L CO, and cannot speak to the degree of control NAT’L CO may exercise over 
NV ARM.  

NV LIC PRACTICE is not directed or controlled by NAT’L CO or NV ARM in its 
selection of vendors, suppliers, and the like. Statements in your Letter are also incorrect. 
Specifically, “computer software systems” were not “provided to NV LIC PRACTICE, by NATL 
CO as part of the merger/acquisition” as stated in the Letter. NV LIC PRACTICE voluntarily 
contracts with NAT’L CO for use of its licensed electronic health records (EHR) product, and at 
least half of NV LIC PRACTICE ’s locations were using it prior to any asset purchase. However, 
NV LIC PRACTICE has complete autonomy to contract with, or decline to contract with, NAT’L 
CO for any of its products or services, all of which, including EHR, are offered to and paid for by 
NV LIC PRACTICE at usual and customary rates. NV LIC PRACTICE is free to cancel and obtain 
products and services elsewhere just like any other customer.  

NV LIC PRACTICE engaged NV ARM as its manager under the terms and conditions of 
that certain Management Services Agreement dated October 17, 2016 (“MSA”) ( 001234-
260). The MSA details the relationship, and boundaries thereof, between NV LIC PRACTICE and 
NV ARM. NV ARM is “responsib[le] for general management and day-to-day business operations 
of [NV LIC PRACTICE] exclusive of the medical, professional, and ethical aspects of [NV LIC 
PRACTICE]’s operations,” and restricted to providing management services “in accordance with 
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applicable federal and state requirements, [and] the requirements of the [MSA]….” ( 001236, 
emphasis added). 

Pursuant to Section 9 of the MSA, the NV ARM is not permitted to affect or influence the 
professional judgment of NV LIC PRACTICE or its optometrists: 

“[NV LIC PRACTICE ] and the Optometrists shall at all times be free, in 
their sole discretion, to exercise their professional judgment on behalf of 
patients of [NV LIC PRACTICE ]. No provision of this Agreement is 
intended, nor shall it be construed, to permit Manager to affect or influence 
the professional judgment of [NV LIC PRACTICE ] or the Optometrists. 
To the extent that any act or service required or permitted of [NV ARM] by 
any provision of this Agreement may be construed or deemed to constitute 
the practice of optometry, the ownership or control of an optometry practice, 
or the operation of a health care facility, said provision of this Agreement 
shall be void ab initio and the performance of said act or service by [NV 
ARM] shall be deemed waived by [NV LIC PRACTICE ].” ( 001240). 

All optometrists are employed by NV LIC PRACTICE  ( 000628–0820), and are in no 
way controlled or influenced by NV ARM. In accordance with NRS 89.070(1), Dr. LICENSEE 
owns 100% of the outstanding shares in, and personally manages, NV LIC PRACTICE. Dr. 
LICENSEE is responsible for hiring and firing of all NV LIC PRACTICE employees. Per his 
philosophy, Dr. LICENSEE ensures all NV LIC PRACTICE optometrists practice with full 
autonomy. Along with NV LIC PRACTICE’s Clinical Director, Dr. LICENSEE supervises all 
quality and chart reviews and monitors weekly and monthly quality reports for NV LIC 
PRACTICE. 

Dr. LICENSEE also controls hiring and firing of NV ARM employees at NV LIC 
PRACTICE practice locations. Dr. LICENSEE’s former partners, also licensees, are now 
employed as optometrists for NV LIC PRACTICE. They also oversee the non-clinical services 
provided by NV ARM at the practice locations. Anyone who knows Dr. LICENSEE personally 
surely knows that he would not allow anyone to tell him how to operate his practice. 

Structure of NV ARM. 

As we are counsel to NV LIC PRACTICE  only, and not to NV ARM or NAT’L CO, we 
are not privy to the details of NV ARM’s structure, nor can we address its internal operations. 
Based upon information available on the internet, we can confirm that NV ARM is an indirect 
subsidiary of NAT’L CO. As NAT’L CO is neither an optometry practice nor is it based in Nevada, 
we do not believe the Board’s subpoena power extends to its structural or operational information. 
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Support services provided by NV ARM to NV LIC PRACTICE. 

The specific services of NV ARM are detailed on Exhibit A to the MSA ( 001248-49), 
and include “furnishing necessary facilities, billing and collection services, equipment, supplies, 
and non-physician support staff services.” ( 001234). 

Financial agreements between NV LIC PRACTICE and NV ARM. 

Pursuant to Section 8 of the MSA, NV ARM is paid a monthly Management Fee, which is 
a fixed percentage of the difference between NV LIC PRACTICE ’s Net Revenue and NV LIC 
PRACTICE ’s Expenses, with annual reconciliation. ( 001239). The Management Fee was 
“determined by the Parties to equal the fair market value of the Management Services…without 
taking into account…the volume or value of any referrals….” ( 001239).  

Third-party reimbursements are paid to NV LIC PRACTICE, and NV ARM has no access 
to NV LIC PRACTICE’s bank accounts. Dr.  is the sole signatory on the bank account 
where monies paid to NV LIC PRACTICE are deposited and from which its optometrists and 
clinical personnel are paid.  

Dr. LICENSEE, through limited liability companies, owns real property in Northern 
Nevada which is leased to NV ARM. As required by NRS 636.372(1) and NAC 636.240(6), and 
as the Letter correctly notes, these leases are for reasonable fair rental value, which can be easily 
verified through comparables. The optometrists at these locations voluntarily negotiated 
employment agreements with NV LIC PRACTICE. 

Assurance of separation between NV LIC PRACTICE’s clinical services and non-clinical 
operations management of NAT’L CO/NV ARM. 

Under the terms of various purchase agreements involving NV LIC PRACTICE  and NV 
ARM/NAT’L CO in recent years, summarized in our Response, NV LIC PRACTICE  owns all 
clinical assets and employs all clinical personnel, while NV ARM/NAT’L CO owns the non-
clinical assets and employs or engages non-clinical personnel. This difference in ownership and 
employer control, in addition to the restrictions within the MSA detailed above, provide assurance 
that clinical services and non-clinical operations are indeed separate. 

The Letter inaccurately states “clinical operations of [three purchased Nevada] practices were 
turned over to Dr. LICENSEE and the locations became NV LIC PRACTICE optometry offices.” In 
fact, NV LIC PRACTICE purchased the clinical assets of the three practices at the same time NAT’L 
CO purchased the non-clinical assets. Any implication that clinical assets were “turned over” by 
NAT’L CO/NV ARM to NV LIC PRACTICE is factually incorrect, as NAT’L CO/NV ARM never 
purchased or possessed the clinical assets. 
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NV ARM provides no clinical services. 
  

As stated above, NV ARM’s services are detailed on Exhibit A to the MSA ( 001248-
49), and include “furnishing necessary facilities, billing and collection services, equipment, 
supplies, and non-physician support staff services.” ( 001234). 

 
NV LIC PRACTICE receives no incentive for performing types/quantities of clinical services. 
 
 As stated in Section 8.C and 8.F ( 001239-240) of the MSA, 
  

“No amount paid hereunder is intended to be, nor shall it be construed to 
be, an inducement or payment for referral of…patients by [NV LIC 
PRACTICE ] to [NV ARM] (or its Affiliates) or by [NV ARM] (or its 
Affiliates) to [NV LIC PRACTICE ] or for the purchase, order, lease, or 
arranging for the purchase, order or lease of any item or service covered by 
any governmental or private health care payment or insurance program…. 
The Parties acknowledge that none of the benefits granted to [NV ARM] or 
[NV LIC PRACTICE ] are conditioned on any requirement that [NV ARM] 
or [NV LIC PRACTICE ] make referrals to, be in a position to make or 
influence referrals to, or otherwise generate business for [NV ARM] or [NV 
LIC PRACTICE ].”  
   

Summary 

 
Nevada’s prohibitions against the corporate practice of optometry, as well as medicine and 

dentistry, help ensure that “one who practices a profession is responsible directly to his patient and 
cannot act as an agent of a corporation or business partnership whose interests in the very nature 
of the case are commercial in character.”1 The MSA and the de facto relationship between NV 
LIC PRACTICE  and NV ARM are structured to ensure complete autonomy for the optometrists, 
whose only professional loyalty lies with their patients. NV ARM was engaged to provide 
administrative and management services only and is completely separated from any influence over 
clinical care by NV LIC PRACTICE. 

 
  

                                                           
1 Brown v. OCA, Inc., CIVA 06-2938, 2008 WL 4758622, at *4 (E.D. La. Oct. 30, 2008), citing Ezell v. Ritholz, 188 S.C. 
39 (1938), internal quotations omitted 
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We trust that the foregoing will alleviate the Board’s concerns, and that this matter may be 
dismissed without further action. I plan to attend the Meeting by telephone. Should you have any 
questions, I may be reached at 702.307.4870 or maria@nutilelaw.com. 

Sincerely, 

NUTILE LAW 

Maria Nutile, Esq. 





COMPLAINTS NO. 18-14 & 18-15 

Initial Findings Related to Possible Influence of Non-Optometrists and Out-of-State 
Corporations on the Clinical Practice of LICENSEE & ASSOCIATES, PC, a Nevada-

based Optometry Practice and LICENSEE, OD 

 

In an effort to determine whether an out-of-state corporation was dictating or influencing the 
clinical practice of LICENSEE, OD and his corporation, LICENSEE & ASSOCIATES, PC, the 
Nevada Board of Optometry requested documents related to the financial and service agreements 
that could clarify LICENSEE, OD’s and LICENSEE & ASSOCIATES, PC’s relationship with 
optometry practice management firm NAT’L CO, a DBA of LICENSEE & ASSOCIATES, PC 
called NV ARM, and several Nevada-based optometry practices purchased by LICENSEE, OD, 
NAT’L CO, and NV ARM.  

From the records provided, we determined the following: 

• Dr. LICENSEE, OD, a Nevada-licensed optometrist, owns 100% of NV ARM, and 
serves as its President, joined by several non-optometrists on its Board of Directors who 
also comprise the Board of Directors of NAT’L CO. 

• NAT’L CO is a national Delaware-based corporation, with which NV ARM is affiliated. 
• NAT’L CO has no rights to dictate services, prices, materials dispensed, prescribing, fee 

setting or ophthalmic materials to the optometry practices its enters into management 
contracts with, and offers a per-office flat fee to administer facilities, billing, collection, 
insurance, personnel, equipment, furnishings, administrative services, clerical help and 
legal services for optometry practices.  

• NAT’L CO opened several optometry offices in Nevada in conjunction with NV ARM.  
NAT’L CO and NV ARM signed a 15-year contract with a 5-year auto renew provision, 
agreeing that NAT’L CO would provide the management services along with a licensed 
Optometrist providing clinical services, employed by NV ARM. 

• LICENSEE, OD, who is 100% owner of LICENSEE & ASSOCIATES, PC, transferred 
100 shares of LICENSEE & ASSOCIATES, PC stock to NAT’L CO under a Transfer of 
Stock Power.  

• The Transfer of Stock Power is perplexing and the Board must investigate both its 
intention and effect with regard to NAT’L CO’s ability to influence clinical services. 

• To determine NAT’L CO and NV ARM’s compliance with the letter and the spirit of the 
law, the Board must obtain additional documentation regarding the structure of NV 
ARM, the support and services provided by NV ARM to LICENSEE & ASSOCIATES, 
PC, agreements governing the financial relationship between NAT’L CO, LICENSEE & 
ASSOCIATES, PC and NV ARM, the methods used to assure the separation between the 
clinical services provided by LICENSEE & ASSOCIATES, PC/NV ARM and the non-
clinical operations managed by NAT’L CO, whether any clinical services are provided or 
performed by NAT’L CO, and whether LICENSEE & ASSOCIATES, PC or NV ARM 
receives any incentive for performing certain types or quantities of clinical services.   
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Phone:  (702) 307-4880 · Fax:  (702) 307-4881 
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July 9, 2018 

VIA EMAIL 
cjenkins@nvoptometry.org 

Caren C. Jenkins, Esq. 
Executive Director 
Nevada State Board of Optometry 
P.O. Box 1824 
Carson City, NV  89702 

Re:  Complaint No. 18-21 

Dear Ms. Jenkins: 

As you are aware, this firm represents Dr. . In that regard, we write in 
response to your letter dated June 28, 2018 (“Letter”), not received by us until July 5, 2018, 
regarding a complaint against Dr.  alleging false statements on his practice website. Dr. 

 does not deny that the text provided to the Board by the complainant, identifying Dr. 
 as the “Exclusive Provider” for Health Plan of Nevada (“HPN”), did appear on his 

website, . He wishes to assure the Board that the statements were removed from 
the website immediately upon receipt of the Letter. 

Dr.  also declares that he had no intention of providing false or misleading 
statements to the public regarding his practice. Dr.  states he had intended to highlight 
what he believed was his status as the only  optometrist contracted with HPN. Dr. 

 acknowledges he did not properly review the text which was actually posted on the site, 
and that references to HPN should have been removed when his provider contract terminated. Dr. 

 regrets these errors and accepts full responsibility, but wishes to assure the Board that he 
had no intention of misleading the public. 

The Letter states that HPN Provider Services confirmed that Dr. ’s provider 
contract was terminated in 2017. While this statement is true, it does not incorporate the fact that 
Dr.  is a participating provider for HPN members through the EyeMed network. Dr. 

 is currently an EyeMed provider, and has been for decades. We have attached screenshots 
demonstrating that a vision provider search through HPN’s website, as well as that of its 

Practice 
focus 
redacted













A. Licensing report  
Fiscal year 2017-2018 Optometry Licensing 

 
 

Active Licenses-     446      
Inactive Licenses-      43 
 
Current total licensees      488 
 
 
Total Primary Locations    488      
Total Additional Practice Locations   249       
 
Total location cards       737     
 
 
New licensees      44 
Suspended licenses due to non-renewal-  17 
Expired, previously suspended -   24 
 
Net gain        3 

    
Dismissal      19 
Penalty      5 
Pending      11 
 
Complaints acted upon(includes previously pending cases 31 
 

 
B. Bill Draft Request status  

Policy Analyst in Office of the Governor has processed our BDR for drafting.  We should 
see a first draft within 30 days.  Propose that Dr. Smith and E.D. review to be certain 
content reflects our request, offer feedback to bill drafters, then circulate among Board 
members.  At next meeting, review with the public. 
 

C. June 2018 ARBO Conference Insights  
E.D. attended ARBO conference in Denver for 3 ½ days in June.  She received Founder’s 
Scholarship and a very nice plaque.  Cost to the Board was under $125.  Opportunities to 
learn about and discuss other states’ approaches was interesting and helpful - we do a 
reasonably good job!  Many other states have umbrella agencies for professional licensing & 
enforcement, administered by executive branch with blend of general fund and contributions 
from Boards licensing revenues.  Fewer have stand-alone agencies. 
 
No real insights for mobile optometry other than the survey of states that we conducted.  
Board approved adding mobile optometry language to the BDR. But until the legislature 
agrees, there should be no mobile practices.  The Board must address how to license multiple 
locations/mobile activity until the statutes allow for it. 



 
 

D. Other reports/information. 
E.D. needs detail on how to license clinical practices adjunct to Optometry schools 
(application, fees) before March 1, 2019. 



     NEVADA STATE BOARD OF OPTOMETRY 
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Board President                       Carson City, Nevada  89702                      Board Member 
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    NONCLASSIFIED, PERMANENT PART-TIME 
 JOB ANNOUNCEMENT 

Posted July 2, 2018 
Licensing Specialist/Administrative Assistant III 

 
RECRUITMENT OPEN TO:  
This is an open competitive recruitment, open to all qualified applicants. This position is appointed and 
supervised by and serves at the pleasure of the Executive Director. 
 
AGENCY RESPONSIBILITIES: 
The Board serves two main functions:  protecting the public and maintaining the integrity of the 
optometry profession.  Serve as staff to a 4-member regulatory Board appointed by the governor.  With 
1.5 non-classified, at-will employees, the staff to the Board consists of the Executive Director and one 
part-time Licensing Specialist/Admin Assistant III.  The agency occupies a small office just south of 
Carson City that is open to the public between 8:00 am and 5:00 pm.  All staff participate in maintaining 
the operations, facilities and relationships of the Board. 
 
The main functions of the staff include: 
On behalf of and at the direction of the Board, implement statutory requirements of Chapter 636 of 
Nevada Revised Statutes and Nevada Administrative Code; consider applicant qualifications for 
licensure and/or renewal of licensure as Nevada optometrists, issue and renew licenses, maintain 
information database; respond to inquiries from the public and various regulatory agencies; provide 
investigatory and disciplinary responses to complaints; actively update and expand public information 
website; administer agency within legal, budgetary and practical authority and guidance of the Board; 
act as liaison between governmental interests, licensee concerns, professional associations and the 
public; among other duties. 
 
Nominal overnight travel required.  Must possess a valid Nevada Driver’s License, proof of current 
insurance and registration of a reliable vehicle to travel to post office and bank as needed.  Mileage 
reimbursement is available.  No cell phone or telephone plan reimbursement is offered. 
 
ANNUAL SALARY/WORK SCHEDULE:  
SALARY RANGE*:  $23,400 to $31,875 per year ($18.00 to $24.50 per hour) part-time, total of 1,300 
hours per year.  Full-time employees typically work 2080 hours per year. 
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This position requires: 
- Part-time 20 hours per week from April 1 through December 31 each year, with standard schedule as 
arranged with Executive Director.   
- Full-time 40 hours per week from January 1 through March 31 each year, with a standard schedule of 
five 8-hour days or four 10-hour days as arranged with Executive Director. 
 
This position is employment at-will, and is NOT part of the classified service of the State. 
 
*(Salary range reflects the approved 2018 State employee Cost of Living adjustment and retirement (PERS) 
contributions by both the employee and employer.  An employer paid contribution plan is also available with a 
reduced gross salary.)  
 
BENEFITS:   
The State benefits package includes a retirement system, health, vision, dental, life, and disability 
insurance; 11 paid holidays, and paid sick and annual leave.  Employer contributions to health  benefits 
are made on a pro-rata basis; i.e., calculated on the part-time hours worked versus full-time employment.  
Employee-paid benefits such as deferred compensation plans are available. 
 
TO QUALIFY:  
A qualified individual is a confidential, detail-oriented, professional, self-motivated person who is a 
highly organized and productive self-starter.  The position requires excellent language skills with 
telephone, writing, and speaking ability.  Outstanding administrative and time-management skills are 
mandatory.  Excellent candidates will have extensive familiarity and experience with some or all of the 
following:  Microsoft Office (Excel, Word, Outlook, etc.); Adobe Acrobat; WordPress website 
maintenance; QuickBooks/QuickBooks Merchant; Online Banking, and other internet based systems.  
A Bachelor’s degree and/or regulatory experience helpful. 
 
POSITION LOCATION: Carson City, Nevada 
 
LETTERS OF INTEREST AND RESUMES WILL BE ACCEPTED UNTIL THE POSITION IS 
FILLED.  Letters of interest and resumes will be accepted and interviews granted until the position is 
filled.  While email is preferred at cjenkins@nvoptometry.org, letters of interest/ resumes or 
inquiries may be directed to: 
 
Caren C. Jenkins, Esq., Executive Director 
Nevada State Board of Optometry 
P.O. Box 1824 
Carson City NV 89702 
(775) 883-8367 
 
PLEASE NOTE:  In the subject line of your correspondence, please reference Job Announcement.  In 
your cover letter, indicate how you heard about the position.  Please also provide the name and daytime 
telephone number for two professional references, with an explanation of your relationship. 
 

The State of Nevada is an Equal Opportunity Employer. 
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From: Erin Dean
To: Admin
Subject: SCCO/MBKU Nevada Board of Optometry Renewal
Date: Thursday, July 5, 2018 10:32:17 AM

Hello Krystie,
 
My name is Erin Dean and I am the new coordinator in the Office of Clinical Education at
SCCO/MBKU. I am contacting you to get some more information on the upcoming licensure renewal.
It looks like we renewed in August 2017, which means we will be due for a renewal soon.
 
Please let me know if you need any information.
 
Thanks in advance.
 
Erin Dean
Coordinator
Office of Clinical Education
Southern California College of Optometry at
Marshall B. Ketchum University
2575 Yorba Linda Blvd.  |  Fullerton, CA 92831
714.449.7408 |  Fax  714.992.7809 
edean@ketchum.edu |  www.ketchum.edu
 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This transmission and any documents, files, or previous e-
mail messages attached to it is for the designated recipient only and may contain privileged,
proprietary, or otherwise private and confidential information that is legally protected. If you
are not the intended recipient or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of any of the
information contained in or attached to this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this transmission in error, please notify the sender immediately and destroy the
original and its attachments without reading or saving them in any manner.

mailto:admin@nvoptometry.org
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