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BEFORE THE INDIANA STATE
BOARD OF NURSING
CAUSE NO.: 96 NB 012

STATE OF INDIANA,
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r " : &' :%,
Petitioner,
v,

BRENDA JEAN PAMPLIN, LP.N.,
License No. 27019319A,

R T N T

Respondent.
FINDINGS OF FACT AND ORDER

The Indiana State Board of Nursing ("Board") held an administrative hearing on
September 19, 1996, in Room A of the Conference Center, Indiana Government Center South,
402 West Washington Street, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204, conceming a disciplinary Complaint
filed by the State against the nursing license of Brenda Jean Pamplin, L.P.N. ("Respondent") on
March 18, 1996.

The State of Indiana was represented by Andrew S. Peacock, Deputy Attorney General.
The Respondent was present in person, acknowledged her right to be represented by counsel, and
elected to proceed without the assistance of an attorney.

The Board, after taking official notice of its file in this matter and considering the

evidence presented, by a vote of 5 to 0, issues the following Findings of Fact:

FINDINGS OQF FACT

1. The Attorney General of Indiana is empowered to bring disciplinary complaints in the

name of the State of Indiana before the Board pursuant to Ind. Code 25-1-7-1 ef seq.




2. The Board is charged with the duty and responsibility of regulating the practice of
nursing in the State of Indiana pursuant to Ind. Code 25-23-1-7.

3. The Board is empowered to hold this disciplinary hearing pursuant to the authority of
Ind. Code 25-1-9-4 and Ind. Code 4-21.5-3 ef seq.

4. The Respondent's address is 16 Mann Court, New Albany, Indiana 47150.

5. The Respondent is a duly licensed practical nurse in the State of Indiana holding
Indiana license number 27019319.

6. On November 30, 1994, Detective Mark Slaughter of the Southern Indiana Drug Task
Force executed a search warrant upon the residence of Respondent located at #16 Mann Court,
New Albany, Indiana. During the search, members of the Southern Indiana Drug Task Force
discovered several syringes purportedly containing Dilaudid (hydromorphone, a schedule II
controlled substance).

7. Detective Slaughter took Respondent into custody and advised her of her Miranda
rights. Respondent told Detective Slaughter that she had diverted Dilaudid from the Clark
County Hospital where she worked as a nurse. She stated that she would take the Dilaudid from
patient supplies after the patient had died. She stated that she would also take the amount of
Diiaudid left over after a patient's [V was changed. She indicated that she had taken 15 cc. of
Dilaudid that morning. |

8. Respondent admitted to Detective Slaughter that she had become dependent upon
Dilaudid. She indicated that she had been using Dilaudid while on duty at the hospital.

9. Respondent admitted to Detective Slaughter that she had sold Dilaudid to at least four

people during the week preceding the execution of the search warrant.




10. On December 2, 1994, Respondent was charged in Floyd Superior Court with
Dealing in a Schedule II Controlled Substance, a Class B Felony, in violation of Ind. Code
35-48-4-2, and Possession of a Schedule IT Controlled Substance, a Class D Felony, in violation
of Ind. Code 35-48-4-7.

11. On September 11, 1995, Respondent pled guilty to Possession of a Schedule I1
Controlled Substance. Respondent is required to undergo drug counseling as part of her
sentence. Respondent remains on probation as part of her sentence until September of 1998.

12. Respondent testified at the hearing on September 19, 1996, that she did not sell any
of the Dilaudid that she diverted from Clark County Hospital. She stated that she gave the drugs
to a friend, Charles Lowe. Respondent stated that she and Lowe would use the drugs together at
her home,

13. Respondent testified t-hat she entered treatment for chemical dependency at Baptist
Hospital East in Louisville, Kentucky on December 1, 1994. Respondent stated that she has not
illegally used any controlled substances or alcohol since November of 1994.

14. Respondent testified that she attends one or two AA meetings per week.
Respondent did not provide the Board with verification of her attendance of these meetings.

15. Respondent provided the Board with a letter from her probation officer which
indicates that she is complying with the terms of her criminal probation.

16. Respondent failed to undergo a Board-ordered addictionology examination.

ULTIMATE FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The conduct described above constitutes a violation of the following state statutes:

Ind. Code 25-1-9-4(a)(2): a practitioner has been convicted of a crime that has a direct bearing on




the practitioner's ability to continue to practice competently; Ind. Code 25-1-9-4(a}(4}D): a
practitioner has continued to practice although the practitioner has become unfit to practice due
to addiction to, abuse of, or severe dependency upon alcohol or other drugs that endanger the
public by impairing the practitioner's ability to practice safely; and Ind. Code 25-1-9-4(a)(8}(A):
diversion of a legend drug.

2. The above violations warrant the imposition of disciplinary sanctions on the

Respondent's Indiana nursing license.

RDER
Based upon the above Findings of Fact, the Board issues the following Order:
The Respondent's nursing license shall be placed on INDEFINITE SUSPENSION.
The Respondent may not apply for reinstatement of her license until two years from the date of
this Order. As a condition precedent to reinstatement of her license, Respondent shall undergo
an addictionology examination within 60 days of her petition for reinstatement and shall provide

the Board with the results of this examination at the {fme she applies for reinstatement.

s
SO ORDERED, this 27 day of (L 7. 199,

INDIANA STATE BOARD OF NURSING




CC:

Brenda Jean Pamplin, LPN

16 Mann Court

New Albany, Indiana 47150

SENT CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 457 522 773
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED.

Andrew 8. Peacock

Deputy Attorney General

Office of the Attorney General

402 West Washington Street, Fifth Floor
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2770
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