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STATE OF VERMONT 
SECRETARY OF STATE 

OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL REGULATION 
BOARD OF DENTAL EXAMINERS 

IN RE: ) 
Pierre Morin  ) Docket No. 2024-33 
License No. 016.0133834 ) 

SPECIFICATION OF CHARGES 

NOW COMES the State of Vermont, by and through State Prosecuting Attorney, 
Ultan Doyle, and makes the following charges against the Respondent, Pierre Morin: 

Authority 

1. The Vermont State Board of Dental Examiners (the “Board”) has jurisdiction to hear
matters involving allegations of unprofessional conduct committed by dentists,
dental hygienists, and dental assistants pursuant to 3 V.S.A. §§127, 129, 129a; 26
V.S.A. Chapter 12; the Administrative Rules of the Board of Dental Examiners
(“ARBDE”); and the Rules of the Vermont Office of Professional Regulation
(“OPR”).

Statement of Facts 

2. Pierre Morin, DMD (“Respondent”) of Sherbrooke, Quebec is licensed by the State
of Vermont as a dentist under license number 016.0133834. This license was
originally issued on November 13, 2017, and expires on September 30, 2025.

3. Respondent was employed as a dentist at a facility (the “Facility”) located in Bristol,
Vermont from May 23, 2022, until he was terminated by the Facility on January 25,
2023.

Patient 1 

4. On December 29, 2022, Dentist M.A., who worked with Respondent at the Facility,
attempted to extract tooth #18 from B.P. (“Patient 1”); however, the tooth broke
during the extraction and the patient was given a referral to an oral surgeon for
extraction of the root tips.

5. On January 9, 2023, Patient 1 returned to the Facility complaining of a bad taste in
his mouth and pain at the tooth #18 extraction site and a bad taste in his mouth,
which was evidence that the extraction site was infected.

6. Respondent took an x-ray of the #18 extraction site which showed that
approximately 98% of the root was still in place and that it extended above the bone.
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7. Respondent told Patient 1 he could leave the root tips in place because there was, 

according to him, no sign of infection.  
 
8. Respondent then diagnosed Patient 1 as having a dry socket and proceeded to pack 

the tooth #18 socket with dry socket paste.  
 
9. Respondent’s diagnosis of Patient 1 as having a dry socket was incorrect because a 

person cannot have a dry socket while the roots remain in place.  
 
10. Respondent told Patient 1 that he no longer needed to see an oral surgeon and that it 

would be all right to keep the root tips in place.  
 
11. Respondent later told an OPR investigator that a person could have a dry socket even 

if the tips were in place.  
 
12. Respondent also confirmed that he had told Patient 1 that he could leave the root tips 

in place. According to Respondent he did this because of everything Patient 1 had 
gone through with the pain and dry socket, and he wanted to give him a break for the 
time being.  

 
13. Respondent said that although the root tips would have had to have come out at some 

point, there would have been no downside to leaving them there in place until he saw 
Patient 1 again 6 months later.  

 
14. On February 9, 2023, Dentist M.A. saw Patient 1 again, at which time he referred 

Patient 1 to an oral surgeon for extraction of the tooth #18 root tips.   
 

Patient 2 
 
15. On August 19, 2021, B.W. (“Patient 2”) presented to the Facility for a dental hygiene 

appointment, during which x-rays were taken of his teeth, including x-rays tooth # 19 
and tooth # 21.  
 

16. On August 11, 2022, according to Patient 2’s chart, Respondent removed decay from 
tooth # 19 and tooth # 21 and filled them.  

 
17. On January 18, 2023, Patient 2 presented to the Facility for a dental hygiene 

appointment, during which x-rays were taken of his teeth, including x-rays of tooth # 
19 and tooth # 21.  

 
18. The January 18, 2023 x-ray of tooth # 19 appears to be almost identical to the x-ray 

taken on August 19, 2021, thereby indicating that Respondent did not restore tooth 
#19 on August 11, 2022.  
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19. An OPR investigator showed Respondent the x-rays of Patient 2’s teeth that were 
taken on August 19, 2021, August 11, 2022, and January 18, 2023. 

 
20. Respondent agreed that what appeared to be a lip on tooth # 19 was present in the x-

rays taken on August 19, 2021 and January 18, 2023. 
 
21. Respondent also agreed it looked like no work had been done on this tooth in 

between the time these two x-rays were taken.  
 
22. Respondent said to the investigator, “you’ve got me,” and suggested that perhaps he 

concentrated on tooth #21 instead.   
 

Patient 3 
 

23. On December 14, 2022, Respondent partially removed tooth #28 from Patient P.M. 
(“Patient 3”), leaving a root tip behind.  
 

24. Respondent did not have any recent x-rays that showed tooth #28’s roots prior to 
performing the partial extraction.  

 
25. On January 11, 2023, Respondent saw Patient 3 for a follow-up examination.  X-rays 

taken during this examination showed that there was an abscess on the bottom of the 
root tip for tooth #28. 

 
26. Respondent told an OPR investigator that Patient 3 had provided photocopies of x-

rays when he saw him on December 14, 2022, but that Respondent could not see 
anything and he did not know what the photocopies were of.   

 
27. Respondent said he told Patient 3 that he needed to get new x-rays, but that Patient 3 

refused. 
 
28. Respondent said that he did not need to take x-rays of the tooth #28 because its roots 

were conical and small, with just a tip coming out of the gums, so Respondent 
instead just relied on the photocopied x-rays that Patient 3 provided to him. 

 
29. When the OPR investigator reminded Respondent that he had told her that he could 

not read the x-rays provided by Patient 3, Respondent then claimed that these x-rays 
were not precise enough to read the decay in tooth #28, but that they were sufficient 
for him to be able to read the tooth’s roots.   
 

30. Respondent then later said that he did not need to see the roots for tooth #28, which 
is why he did not ask for an x-ray of that tooth.   

 
31. Respondent said he may have gone a little too fast with extracting the teeth that he 

did from Patient 3 and that he would have preferred if Patient 3 had had a cleaning 
and a full mouth x-ray before he proceeded any further.  
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32. Respondent also said that he could not do any treatment planning for Patient 3 

because the x-rays that he provided were bad.  
 
33. Despite not having any recent x-rays that showed the root tips of tooth #28, 

Respondent performed a partial extraction of the tooth.  
 
34. Respondent did not document the quality of the photocopied x-rays purportedly 

provided by Patient 3 or that Patient 3 declined to have x-rays taken prior to 
Respondent partially removing tooth # 28.  

 
Patient 4 

 
35. On November 8, 2022, Respondent attempted to remove tooth # 4 from patient C.F. 

(“Patient 4”). 
 

36. Respondent fractured tooth #4 during the extraction, with the roots remaining in 
place. 

 
37. Respondent did not remove the roots, nor did he refer Patient 4 to an oral surgeon to 

have them removed.  
 
38. On February 8, 2023, during an adult prophylaxis, Patient 4 was seen by Dentist 

M.A., who noted there was a fistula present about tooth #4. 
 
39. Patient 4’s chart from that visit noted that he was to come back to have the tooth #4 

root tip extracted by Dentist M.A. if he was able to do so; otherwise, Patient 4 was to 
receive a referral to have the root tip extracted.  

 
Patient 5     

 
40. On January 17, 2023, Respondent attempted to remove tooth # 14 from patient N.B. 

(“Patient 5”). 
 

41. Respondent did not remove the tooth #14 roots during the attempted extraction, 
necessitating a referral to an oral surgeon to have them removed.  
 

Patient 6     
 

42. On September 14, 2022, Respondent attempted to remove tooth # 12 and tooth #13 
from patient T.B. (“Patient 6”). 
 

43. Respondent did not remove the tooth #13 and tooth #14 roots during the attempted 
extraction, and told her that the roots would stay there and might never cause 
problems.  

 



STATE OF VERMONT 

Prosecuting Attorney 
Office of 

Professional Regulation 
89 Main Street 

3rd Floor 
Montpelier, VT 

05620-3402 

 
 

5 
 

44. Respondent did not refer Patient 6 to an oral surgeon to have them removed.  
 
45. On February 6, 2023, Patient 6 was seen by Dentist M.A., who referred the patient to 

another facility for treatment of tooth # 13.  
 

Violation One: 3 V.S.A §129a(b)(1) Failure to practice competently by reason of 
any cause on a single occasion or on multiple occasions may constitute 
unprofessional conduct, whether actual injury to a client, patient, or customer 
has occurred.  Failure to practice competently includes: (1) performance of 
unsafe or unacceptable patient or client care.  

 
46. The State re-alleges and incorporates Paragraphs 2 through 45above.  
 
47. As a dentist, Respondent is required to provide safe and acceptable patient or client 

care. 
 
48. Paragraphs 2 through 45 demonstrate that Respondent failed to practice competently 

and performed unacceptable patient care by: failing to fully remove tooth roots 
during extractions; documenting that he had performed restorations when he had not; 
failing to take x-rays prior to performing an extraction; failing to document that a 
patient had provided photocopies of x-rays and declined to have new x-rays taken; 
and failing to refer patients to oral surgeons when roots were left in place. 
 

49. The act(s), omission(s), and/or circumstance(s) described above constitute grounds 
for discipline because the Respondent has committed unprofessional conduct in 
violation of 3 V.S.A. §129a(b)(1).  
 
Violation Two:  3 V.S.A §129a(b)(2) Failure to practice competently by reason 
of any cause on a single occasion or on multiple occasions may constitute 
unprofessional conduct, whether actual injury to a client, patient, or customer 
has occurred.  Failure to practice competently includes: (2) failure to conform 
to the essential standards of acceptable and prevailing practice. 

 
50. The State re-alleges and incorporates Paragraphs 2 through 45 above.   
 
51. As a dentist, Respondent is required to conform to the essential standards of 

acceptable and prevailing practice for dentists.   
 

52. Paragraphs 2 through 45 demonstrate that Respondent failed to practice competently 
and failed to conform to the essential standards of acceptable and prevailing practice 
by: failing to fully remove tooth roots during extractions; documenting that he had 
performed restorations when he had not; failing to take x-rays prior to performing an 
extraction; failing to document that a patient had provided photocopies of x-rays and 
declined to have new x-rays taken; and failing to refer patients to oral surgeons when 
roots were left in place. 
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53. The act(s), omission(s), and/or circumstance(s) described above constitute grounds 
for discipline because the Respondent has committed unprofessional conduct in 
violation of 3 V.S.A. §129a(b)(2). 

 
Relief Requested 

 
WHEREFORE, the license of Pierre Morin should be revoked, suspended, reprimanded, 
conditioned, or otherwise disciplined. 
 

DATED at Montpelier, Vermont this 7th day of February, 2024. 
 
         STATE OF VERMONT 
         SECRETARY OF STATE 
 
 
        By:  _________________________ 
       Ultan Doyle    
       State Prosecuting Attorney 
       89 Main Street, 3rd Floor 
       Montpelier, VT 05620-3402 
       (802)828-1217 
       ultan.doyle@vermont.gov 


