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WOODLAND, CA - At least three of Dr. Mark Anderson's alleged victims were on hand 

in a Yolo County courtroom Monday when attorneys gave closing arguments in the 

patient molestation case. 

The trial has lasted five weeks, with Anderson accused of fondling at least 13 women 

patients in his care. All of those women testified during the trial, with some returning to 

court to hear closing arguments Monday over whether Anderson's massaging of 

women's breasts was for his own sexual arousal or was a legitimate process to help 

relieve pain for those women suffering from jaw disorders. 

"There was no dental purpose for the defendant to touch these women's breasts," 

argued Yolo County Deputy District Attorney Robert Gorman, who prosecuted the case 

involving 19 felonies and one misdemeanor of sexual assault. The felony counts are 

instances where Anderson allegedly placed his bare hands underneath the patients' 

bras. In many cases, the dentist also touched the women's nipples during the incidents, 

according to trial testimony. 



Anderson's attorney Michael Rothschild claimed in his defense that the dentist was 

massaging the chest muscles to help relieve patient pain for a disorder called 

Temporomandibular Disorder, or TMD. During the trial he called three expert witnesses 

to show there could be a medical purpose for the breast massages. 

"You look at the women's complaints as a group, if you look at all of the women's 

testimony, you will have but one conclusion: you do not ever touch nipples for TMD," 

Gorman told the seven-man, five-women jury. "You do, however, touch nipples for 

sexual assault." 

Gorman also noted that in one instance, Anderson allegedly commented to a patient 

that she had "nice breasts." In another, he asked if she had implants and complimented 

the patient on her breast augmentation. "You never say that," said Gorman, who argued 

the touching was only for Anderson's sexual arousal or gratification. 

Most of the women never went back to Anderson after the incidents but didn't report the 

touching because they didn't think anyone would believe them, according to Gorman. In 

some cases patients returned for dental treatment even after they were fondled, but 

citing one victim's testimony, "When asked why, she said she did not want to think her 

dentist would take advantage of her," said Gorman. 

The case began in the summer of 2007 when one victim filed a complaint with the 

Woodland Police Department. Once word of Anderson's initial arrest was reported, 

more victims came forward. He was eventually indicted on the current charges by a 

Yolo County grand jury. 

During the trial, one of those original felony counts was dropped. 

On Monday, Gorman also replayed for the jury a pretext telephone call between that 

first reporting victim and Anderson. Arranged and recorded by Woodland police 

detectives after she made her complaint, Anderson is heard apologizing to her although 

he insisted he wasn't fondling the woman.  

"Mark Anderson didn't molest any of these women. Any touching he did was not for a 

sexual purpose," countered Rothschild when he began his turn to address the jury 

Monday afternoon. "Touching below the neck for people with this musculature problem 

does have a professional purpose." 



Rothschild contended that all the accusers suffered from the musculature problem that's 

related to stress and that while the dentist may have been clumsy in his technique, he 

was only trying to help relieve his patients' pain.  

"In his naive effort   . . .  which I have called stupid in my opening statement   . . .   to 

relieve pain, Dr. Anderson had embarked on a journey through a minefield," said 

Rothschild. He said the pain relief doesn't take specialized training and in some cases 

Anderson counseled the women to tell their husbands how to do it to help relieve their 

pain at home. 

"This is not a molester, folks. If you have sexual intentions, you don't tell people to go 

home and tell their families about it," Rothschild told the jury. "If a lay person at home 

can do it, so can Mark Anderson. Or at least so he thought." 

Rothschild also contended at least some of the women were trying to get money, noting 

that five civil lawsuits have already been filed against Anderson. He also claimed some 

of the women overreacted because they had suffered instances of prior sexual abuse. 

"A long-lasting effect of victims of sexual abuse is that innocent touch can be 

misperceived," said Rothschild.  

Several times during Rothschild's arguments, at least one alleged victim in the audience 

was visibly upset, grimacing and shaking her head.  

The jury is expected to begin deliberations Tuesday after closing arguments are finished 

before Yolo County Superior Court Judge Steven Mock. Anderson has remained free on 

bail since his arrest but faces a potential prison sentence of more than 20 years if found 

guilty on all counts.  

 

 


