
In the Matter of 
Edward M. Farsht, D,D.S. 
License Number: D7415 

O m D R  LILPTmG 
V SUSPENSION 

OF LICENSE 

The esota Board of Dentistry ('%oxrd") is authorized pursuant to Minnesota 

Statutes sections 105A.01 to lSOA.22, 214.10, and 21 4.1 03 to license, regulate, and discipline 

persons who apply for, petition, or hold licenses to practice dentistry in the State of Minnesota 

and to review complaints against dentists, to refa such complaints to the Attorney General's 

Ofice, and to hitiate apropnate disciplinw aclion.. 

On June 22, 2009, pur-smt to Mjmesota Statute section 150A.08, subdivision 8, the 

itlee ( "Tom~Uee")  filed wi& the Baad m Order for T e m p o w  Sraspmioyn 

and Notice o f  Heaekg .Before Board -with aecompan~ng d%da.vits and exhibits in the above- 

cap~oned matter, On June 25, 2009, Edward M. Faasht, D.D.%, (""Respondent9), ~ o u &  his 

at-carney, filed an a d a ~ t  with enclosures in mapposiGsn to ~oaa.k%iam~g the suspmsion. 

On Juax 26, 2009, t%ae above-esa~ad matter cane on for considmation by the Board. 

Daphne Lmds'iP~m, Assi 

son & Byma, P.A., appmed fox Respondent, Karen k%_es&ws, bsisme Anomey 

General, was present zl: legal advisor to the Board, Candace Mensing, Board p ~ s i d e a  and 

Nancy A. Keasnz, Board member, did not parti~ig~te in deliberations and did not vote in the  

matter. Freeman Rosenblum, Board member, abst&med. 

Having considered the allegations and evidence submitted by the paxties, the Board now 

makes the followjng conclusionsr 



CONCLUSIONS 

1. The Board mnclucles that admission of the exhibits prosered by Respondent at 

the hearing is pmpcr hccause the exhibits were explicitly incorporated by reference in paragraph 

16 of Respondent's Mfidavi t. 

2. Pursuant to Minnesota Statute sectiou 150A.08, subdivision 8, the sole issue 

before the Board is whether there is a reasonable basis to continue, modiefy, or lift Me temporary 

suspension of Respondent's license to practice dentistry. 

3. The Board concludes, based on the evidence ai this stage in Lhe proceedings, that 

it does not have probable cause ro find that Respondent 4x1 tted the violations outlined in the 

Order for Temporary Suspension md Notice of Hearing Before Board and, therefore, there i s  no 

reasonable basis %k>r continuing the t emporq  suspenzslon of Responelem~t's diceme at tiis time. 

Based on the fbregshg, thc Board issues the folloMng: 

OrnER 

1. The k m p o r q  s.uspmion of Responde~~t's %iceme to practice dentistry in the 

State of Mmesoa i s  LImED pwsmt $0 Mbcso%% Sbmte sectisn 150A,$8, seakPdivbslolra 8,  

md Rapondent's license is hereby =INSTATED. 

2. iaee i s  dim-eded to wnshiue its hvestigation a ~ d  to pursue my further 

acfi(4~1 against Respondeat's license ~ o a a g h  the Board's r e N x  d i s c i p l h ~  process. 
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By: 

~pbi SHEPPARD: D.D:SI 
Vice President 


