BEFORE THE INDIANA STATE
PSYCHOLOGY BOARD
CAUSE NO.: 2003 PB00~
STATE OF INDIANA, )
)
Petitioner, ) ;
) ) FILED
) MAR 28 2003
JAMES DARRELL FISCHER, Ph.D )
License Number: 20040605A, ) HEALTH PROFESSIONS
) BUREAU
Respondent. )
COMPLAINT

The State of Indiana, by counsel, Deputy Attorney General, James R. Holden, on
behalf of the Office of the Attorney General (“Petitioner”), and pursuant to Indiana Code
§ 25-1-7-7 et seq., Ind. Code §25-1-5-3, Ind. Code §25-33-1 et. seq., the Administrative
Orders and Procedures Act, Ind. Code § 4-21.5-3 et seq. and Ind. Code § 25-1-9 et. seq.
files its Complaint against the Psychology License of James Darrell Fischer, Ph.D
(“Respondent™), and in support alleges and states:

COUNT 1

1. Respondent’s address on file with the Board is 11686 Madison County
Circle, Granger, IN 46530. He was issued Indiana Psychology License number
20040605A on June 6, 1991.

2. During all relevant times, the Respondent was employed as a counselor for
the Bethel College Counseling Center. In December of 1995, S.C., a student at Bethel

College began regular weekly therapy sessions with the Respondent. This ongoing

therapy relationship between Respondent and S.C. continued throughout 1995-1997.
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3. In the Spring of 1997, Respondent began to display emotions toward S.C.
that went beyond a patient-therapist relationship. Respondent began to treat the
relationship as more paternal than therapeutic and included hugs, calling Respondent by
his first name and interaction with Respondent’s family.

4. In June 1998, S.C. began to baby-sit for Respondent’s children and
received compensation for doing so. Also in June of 1998, Respondent began conducting
therapy sessions with S.C. in his home and S.C. accompanied Respondent’s family on a
vacation to Michigan. Although S.C. made inquiries to Respondent regarding her
discomfort and lack of boundaries in the relationship, Respondent did not alter his
treatment of S.C.

5. In late 1998, S.C. was invited to spend Christmas with Respondent and his
family and did so. In February 1999, S.C. stayed at Respondent’s house while recovering
from a tonsillectomy. During this time, S.C. did housework and childcare for the
Respondent and his family and was compensated for it.

6. In April of 1999, S.C. moved in with Respondent and his family. S.C.
vacationed with Respondent and his family during this time in Michigan and also in
Florida. S.C. spent Thanksgiving and Christmas of 1999 with Respondent and his
family. During this time, the Respondent continued to conduct therapy sessions with
S.C. and served as her primary therapist.

7. Between February 2000 and August 2000, S.C. relocated to Phoenix,

Arizona. The ongoing therapy relationship between S.C. and the Respondent was

unofficially discontinued while S.C. was in Arizona.




8. Between August 2000 and January 2002, S.C. continued to interact with
Respondent and his family socially at his home. S.C. also continued to baby-sit
Respondent’é children and sporadic therapy sessions were conducted by Respondent at
his home.

9. In January 2002, S.C. and Respondent discontinued their relationship
following concerns raised by Respondent’s co-workers and superiors regarding the
multiple relationship and no further significant contact occurred.

10. In a letter dated June 24, 2002 to the Office of the Attorney General,
Respondent admits that he kept no records of his therapy sessions with S.C. after
December 19, 1997.

11. The damage to S.C.’s emotional well-being as a result of this dual-
relationship has required ongoing therapy to correct.

12. The conduct described above constitutes a violation of 868 IAC 1.1-11-4.1
et. seq. in that the Respondent established and maintained a dual relationship with a
patient that impaired his professional judgment and which he knew or should have known
would be potentially harmful to the patient; 868 IAC 1.1-11-4.2(a) in that the Respondent
failed to keep accurate, current, and pertinent records of psychological services
performed; and Indiana Code § 25-1-9-4(a)(4)(B) in that the practitioner has continued to
practice although the practitioner has become unfit to practice due failure to keep abreast
of current theory or practice;

WHEREFORE, Petitioner demands an order against the Respondent, that:

1. Imposes the appropriate disciplinary sanction;
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2. Directs Respondent to immediately pay all the cost incurred in the
prosecution of this case;

3. Provides any other relief the Board deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

STEVE CARTER
Attorney General of Indiana

James R.Ablddn
Deputy Attérney General
AttorneyNd.23003-49
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a copy of the foregoing "Complaint" has been served upon the
Respondent listed below, by United States mail, first class postage prepaid, on this Z&@»
day of , 2003.

James Darrell Fischer, Ph.D
11686 Madison County Circle
Granger, IN 46530

LA

James R Holden
Deputy Atforney General
Attorney\ M0.23003-49

Office of the Attorney General

Indiana Government Center South, Fifth Floor
302 West Washington Street

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2770

(317) 233-3972




