BEFORE THE INDIANA STATE
BOARD OF NURSING
CAUSE NUMBER: 2004 NB O/ /%
STATE OF INDIANA, )
)
Petitioner, )
)
) JUN U § 604
Judith Diane Wooten, R.N., ) e
License Number: 28109176A, ) HEALTH PROFESSIONS
) BUREAU
Respondent. )
COMPLAINT

The State of Indiana, by counsel, Deputy Attomey General, Shelley M. Johnson, on
behalf of the Office of the Attorney General (“Petitioner”), and pursuant to Indiana Code § 25-1-
7-7, Ind. Code §25-1-5-3, Ind. Code §25-23-1-7 et. seq., the Administrative Orders and
Procedures Act, Ind. Code § 4-21.5-3 et seq. and Ind. Code § 25-1-9-1 et seq., files its Complaint
against the Registered Nurse license of Judith Diane Wooten, R.N. (“Respondent™), and in
support alleges and states:

COUNT 1

1. The Respondent’s address is 7944 Bayview Point, Indianapolis, Indiana, 46256 and
she is a duly licensed Registered Nurse in the State of Indiana having been issued license number
281091 76A.

2. On or about September 11, 1997, Respondent signed a “Continuing Care Contract”
with the Indiana State Nurses’ Assistance Program (“ISNAP”) beginning September 11, 1997.

3. On or about October 9, 2001, ISNAP sent the Respondent a non-compliance memo

regarding her failure to submit required documentation to ISNAP verifying her recovery status.




4. On or about October 18, 2001, Respondent sent a letter to ISNAP indicating since
July 1996 she had not been working as a nurse and did not expect to re-enter the nursing
profession as to her severe disability resulting from fibromyalgia, rheumatoid arthritis, TMJ and
several GI problems. Respondent indicated at the time that “I will no longer need your services,”
to the ISNAP program.

5. On or about October 25, 2001, Marianne D’ Angelo of the ISNAP program spoke to
the Respondent who indicated that Dr. Cockrell reportedly told her she had met all the
requirements of her contract and no longer would be required to participate in ISNAP.
Respondent also stated that she did not have any written documentation of that conversation or
statement reportedly made by Dr. Cockrell. Respondent agreed to call Dr. Cockrell in pursuit of
written verification of this statement.

6. On or about November 5, 2001, Respondent called ISNAP and stated that she had
spoken to Dr. Cockrell who apparently did not dismiss the Respondent from participation in
ISNAP. Respondent agreed to think about what she wanted to do relative to her contract and
would let ISNAP know if she wanted to close her case or if she wanted to continue for the
remainder of the year of her ISNAP contract. Respondent was not working as a nurse and did not
anticipate doing so again. ISNAP sent a letter outlining the expectations regarding the remaining
year of monitoring.

7. On or about September 11, 2002, ISNAP failed to follow up with the Respondent.

On this date, Respondent’s case was reviewed by the clinical team. The team agreed to contact
the Respondent one more time to address her failure to comply the past year with the terms of her

monitoring agreement,

8. On or about September 18, 2002, Ms. D’ Angelo telephoned the Respondent and




spoke to a man who identified himself as the Respondent’s husband. Mr. Wooten indicated that
the Respondent was in recovery and was in Fairbanks from February through April. Mr. Wooten
stated that the Respondent was not working as a nurse. Mr. Wooten asked Ms. D’ Angelo not to
contact the Respondent at her work but said he would give the Respondent this message.

9. On or about October 2, 2002, ISNAP sent a certified letter explaining that Respondent
qualified to continue in ISNAP, particularly because she completed additional treatment for
alcohol dependence this year. Respondent was given until October 31, 2002 to contact ISNAP to
sign a new recovery monitoring agreement,

10. On or about November 6, 2002, ISNAP failed to hear anything directly from the
Respondent, although a return receipt came back to ISNAP signed by the licensee indicating her
receipt of the certified letter.

11. Respondent’s case with the ISNAP was closed for failure to fulfill the terms of her
monitoring agreement and her case was forwarded to the Office of the Attorney General. ISNAP
cannot be certain of Respondent’s status in recovery or if she is working as a nurse or if she is
safe to practice.

12. The conduct described above constitutes a violation of Indiana Code § 25-1-9
4(a)(4)(D) in that the 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.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner demands an order against the Respondent that:

1. Imposes the appropriate disciplinary sanction;

2. Directs Respondent to immediately pay all costs incurred in the prosecution of this

case; and;




3. Provides any further relief as the Board deems just and proper.
Respectfully submitted,

Steve Carter,
Attormey General of Indiana
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ShelleyM J
Deputy Att Y General
Attorney No.: 22412-49

SMI/teh: 148963




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a copy of the “Complaint” has been duly served upon the Respondent listed

below, by Unitgd States mail, first-class, postage prepaid, on this ?%/7 day of
é/// , 2004.
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Judith Diane Wooten, R.N.
7944 Bayview Point
Indianapolis, IN 46256
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Shelley M. Jokp$on
Deputy Attagricy Genera
Attorney No. 22412-49

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
Indiana Government Center South

302 West Washington Street, Fifth Floor
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2770
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