
 
 
 
 
 
 

Chair Updates 
Open Forum 

AGENDA 
BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

Department of Public Health 
410 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, CT 

Third Floor – Hearing Room 
May 20, 2020 - 8:30 AM 

Additional Agenda Items and Reordering of Agenda 
National Council of State Boards of Nursing - Update 

 
MINUTES 
April 15, 2020 

 

SCOPE OF PRACTICE INQUIRIES 
April 2020 

 
SCHOOL ISSUES 

• Excelsior College 
• South Dakota State University 
• NCLEX Test Results 
• Lincoln Technical Institute 

1. Virtual clinical experiences 
2. Program Administer Status Report 
3. Approval of Director of Nursing – New Britain Campus 

• Porter & Chester Institute 
 

MEMORANDA OF DECISION 
• Rene Cottrill, RN - Petition No. 2019-896 
• Melissa Eccles, LPN - Petition No. 2018-123 
• Dana Kendrick, RN – Reinstatement Request 
• Tammy Piccirillo, LPN - Petition No. 2019-839 

• Amy Seplica, RN – Petition No. 2018-1418 
 

MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY SUSPENSION 
• Kimberly Lemire, RN  Petition No: 2019-1237  Staff Attorney Joelle Newton 
• Kimberly R. Smith, LPN Petition No: 2019-592   Staff Attorney Joelle Newton 
• Sara J. Smith, LPN   Petition No: 2020-373  Staff Attorney Joelle Newton 

 
PREHEARING REVIEW 

• Stephen Keller, RN   Petition No. 2017-1112   Staff Attorney Diane Wilan 
 

CONSENT ORDERS 
• Sashni Popp, RN   Petition No. 2018-530   Staff Attorney Diane Wilan 
• Sara Scobie, LPN   Petition No. 2018-1365   Staff Attorney Diane Wilan 

 
HEARINGS 

• Collen Gallagher, LPN  Petition No: 2020-76   Staff Attorney Linda Fazzina 
• Karina Francis, RN   Petition No: 2020-157   Staff Attorney Brittany Allen 

 
 

This meeting will be held by telephone conference. 
The call in number for the meeting is 1-877-653-5974. The passcode is 10619990. 



The following minutes are draft minutes which are subject to revision and which have not yet been adopted by the Board.  
 
The Board of Examiners for Nursing held a meeting by telephone conference on April 15, 2020 originating 
from the Department of Public Health 410 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut in the third floor hearing room. 
  
BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: Patricia C. Bouffard, RN, Chair – via telephone 

Jason Blando, Public Member – via telephone  
Mary M. Brown, RN –via telephone 
Elizaida Delgado, LPN – via telephone  
Mary Dietmann, RN – via telephone  
Lisa S. Freeman, Public Member – via telephone  
Jennifer Long, APRN – via telephone  
Geraldine Marrocco, RN – via telephone  
Gina M. Reiners, RN – via telephone  

  
BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT: None 
  
ALSO PRESENT:   Stacy Schulman, Legal Counsel to the Board, DPH – via telephone 

Dana Dalton, RN, Supervising Nurse Consultant, DPH – via telephone 
Helen Smith, RN, Nurse Consultant, DPH – via telephone 
Brittany Allen, Staff Attorney, DPH – via telephone  
Joelle Newton, Staff Attorney, DPH – via telephone  
Jeffrey Kardys, Board Liaison, DPH – via telephone  
Agnieszka Salek, Hearings Liaison, DPH – via telephone  

  
The meeting commenced at 8:30 a.m.  
  
CHAIR UPDATES 
Nothing to Report  
  
OPEN FORUM  

Attorney Joan Feldman, Shipman and Goodwin inquired as to whether the March 18, 2020 board 
meeting was recorded pursuant to Executive Order 7B. 
Board Liaison Jeffrey Kardys reported that a recording was not made. 

  
NATIONAL COUNCIL STATE BOARDS OF NURSING   

Chair Bouffard and Dana Dalton reported on the mid-year meeting they attended in Boston from 
March 3-5, 2020. 

  
MINUTES  

Gina M. Reiners made a motion, seconded by Mary Dietmann, to approve the minutes from March 18, 
2020.  The motion passed with all in favor except Mary Brown who abstained.  

  
SCHOOL ISSUES  

COVID-19  
• Connecticut League for Nursing – Expansion of Alternate Clinical Placement 

The Board had discussion with representatives from the Connecticut League for Nursing and Council of 
Deans & Directors members regarding issues resulting from restrictions related to COVID-19 and the 
impact on clinical training for nursing students in registered nurse programs, and the impact on NCLEX 
testing. 
Geraldine Marrocco made a motion, seconded by Mary Dietmann, that the Board support registered 
nurse educational programs in good standing efforts to exercise maximum flexibility using creative 
clinical educational methods (not to exceed more than 50% in total overall clinical hours) to meet the 
program outcomes of students enrolled in nursing programs until the restrictions are lifted for clinical 
settings due to COVID -19.  The motion passed unanimously. 
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• NCLEX Testing 
There was discussion regarding the closure of testing facilities in Connecticut due the COVID-19 
pandemic. 
The Board strongly suggested that DPH investigate this situation and communicate to the National 
Council of State Boards of Nursing and the Governor’s Office that these centers are essential and need 
to be opened to accommodate the 2020 pool of nursing graduates. 
 

• Nurses Education Statistics 
Marsha Proto, Connecticut League for Nursing presented statistics for the pre-licensure registered 
nurse and practical nurse programs in Connecticut. 
 

• Lincoln Technical Institute – Request to use virtual clinical experiences 
Patricia DeLucia was present on behalf of Lincoln Technical Institute. 
Geraldine Marrocco made a motion, seconded by Mary Dietmann, to recommend to the Commissioner 
of the Department of Public Health, the waiver of the requirements of section 20-90-55 of the 
Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies and approve the contingency plan put forth by Lincoln Tech. 
to complete the clinical requirement for those students graduating in May and July 2020. (The plan 
replaces a portion of the required 750 hours of direct patient care with virtual clinical experiences). The 
motion passed unanimously. 
 
Porter & Chester Institute – Plan of Correction – Monthly update  
Debra Hessell, Philip Krebes, Nancy Brunette, Elizabeth Rodriguez, Jay Bologa, Sherry Greifzu; and 
Joan Feldman, Esq. were present by telephone on behalf of Porter & Chester. 
Helen Smith, RN, Nurse Consultant, DPH reported on information submitted by Porter & Chester since 
the March 18, 2020 meeting. 
Ms. Hessel and Ms. Greifzu addressed the issues that have been a concern at Porter & Chester.   
A student from Porter & Chester also addressed the Board. 
The Board requested that comments by Ms. Hessel and Ms. Greifzu be reduced to writing and sent to 
the Board. 
 

MEMORANDUM OF DECISION  
Brian Gross, RN - Petition No. 2019-536  
Gina Reiner made a motion, seconded by Mary Dietmann, to affirm the Board’s decision revoking the 
registered nurse license of Brian Gross.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
Laura Kisatsky, RN - Petition No. 2018-1416  
Gina Reiner made a motion, seconded by Mary Dietmann, to adopt the Memorandum of Decision, as 
edited, which extends the period of probation of Ms. Kisatsky’s registered nurse license.  The motion 
passed unanimously. 
 
Danielle Miranda, RN - Petition No. 2019-87 
Jennifer Long made a motion, seconded by Mary Dietmann, to adopt the Memorandum of Decision 
which imposes probation of Ms. Miranda’s registered nurse license for a period of four years.  The 
motion passed unanimously. 
 
There was discussion concerning the ability of nurses who are on probation, during the COVID-19 
pandemic, being able to comply with probationary terms that require attendance at meetings and/or 
submitting to random observed screening.  Attorney Schulman and Dana Dalton indicated that the 
Department of Public Health is looking into these issues. 
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Charlene Zikaras, RN - Petition No. 2019-522 
Gina Reiner made a motion, seconded by Mary Brown, to adopt the Memorandum of Decision, as 
edited, which imposes a three month suspension, probation for a period of four years and a $200.00 
civil penalty.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 

MOTION FOR SUMMARY SUSPENSION  
Heather Spaulding, RN - Petition No. 2019-1224 
Staff Attorney Joelle Newton presented the Board with a Motion for Summary Suspension for Heather 
Spaulding.  Ms. Spaulding was not present and was not represented. 
Mary Brown moved to grant the Department’s Motion for Summary Suspension in that respondent’s 
continued practice as a nurse is a clear and immediate danger to public health, safety and welfare.  The 
motion was seconded by Geraldine Marrocco and passed unanimously.  A hearing will be scheduled for 
May 20, 2020. 

 
CONSENT ORDERS  

Carissa Kelly, RN, APRN - Petition No: 2019-1025 
Joelle Newton, Staff Attorney, Department of Public Health presented a Consent Order in the matter of 
Carissa Kelly, RN.  
Ms. Kelly was not present and was not represented by counsel.  
Gina Reiners moved, and Mary Dietmann seconded, to approve the Consent Order which imposes a 
reprimand. The motion passed unanimously. 
 
Milagros Narido, RN - Petition No: 2019-1055  
Joelle Newton, Staff Attorney, Department of Public Health presented a Consent Order in the matter of 
Milagros Narido, RN.  
Ms. Narido was not present and was not represented by counsel. 
Mary Brown moved, and Gina Reiners seconded, to approve the Consent Order.  The motion passed 
unanimously.  Chair Bouffard signed the Order which imposes a reprimand and probation for a period of 
one year.  
 

PREHEARING REVIEW 
Kimberly Smith, RN - Petition No: 2019-592 
Joelle Newton, Staff Attorney, Department of Public Health presented a prehearing review packet in the 
matter of Kimberly Smith, RN.   
Ms. Smith was not present and was not represented by counsel. 
Due to insufficient information to make a decision, the Board recommended that the Department 
consider filing a motion for Summary Suspension and that this matter be scheduled for a hearing. 
 

ADJOURNMENT  
It was the unanimous decision of the Board Members present to adjourn this meeting at 12:35 p.m. 

 
 
Patricia C. Bouffard, D.N.Sc., Chair  
Board of Examiners for Nursing  
 



















































































































































































































STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

 
 
Renee Cottrill, L.P.N.                                                           Petition No. 2019-896 
License No. 039663 

MEMORANDUM OF DECISION  

I 

 
Procedural Background 

On October 7, 2019, the Department of Public Health ("Department") filed a Statement of 

Charges (“Charges”) with the Board of Examiners for Nursing (“Board”).  Board (“Bd.”) Exhibit 

(“Ex.”) 3.  On October 16, 2019, the Department filed a Motion for Summary Suspension 

(“Motion”) with the Board.  Bd. Ex. 1.  The Charges allege violations of Chapter 378 of the 

General Statutes of Connecticut (“Conn. Gen. Stat.”) by Renee Cottrill (“Respondent”) which 

would subject Respondent’s licensed practical nurse (“L.P.N.”) license to disciplinary action 

pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17 and 20-99(b).   

Based on the allegations in the Charges, the Board found that Respondent’s continued 

nursing practice presented a clear and immediate danger to public health and safety.   

Accordingly, on October 16, 2019, the Board ordered, pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. § 4- 182(c) 

and § 19a-17(c), that Respondent’s L.P.N. license be summarily suspended pending a final 

determination by the Board of the allegations contained in the Charges (“Summary Suspension 

Order.”)  Bd. Ex. 1.  

On October 16, 2019, the Department mailed the Summary Suspension Order, Charges, 

and Notice of Hearing (“Notice”) by first class mail to Respondent’s address of record, 30 Cote 

Lane, Portland, CT, and to her email address at crabb300@gmail.com.  Bd. Ex. 2.  The Notice 

indicated that a hearing was set for November 20, 2019.         

On October 23, 2019, a State Marshal served Respondent personally with the Summary 

Suspension Order, Notice, and Charges at a different address, 7 Grove Street, 

Apartment B, Portland, CT 06480.  Bd. Ex. 4.  

On November 20, 2019, the hearing was held.  Respondent was not present at the hearing 

and was not represented by an attorney.  Tr. p. 2.  Attorney Leslie Scoville represented the 

Department.  Id. 

mailto:crabb300@gmail.com
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Respondent did not file an Answer to the Charges within 14 days of her receipt of the 

Notice.  Due to Respondent’s failure to file a timely Answer to the Charges, Attorney Scoville 

orally moved on the record to deem the allegations admitted (“Motion to Deem”).  Tr. p. 5.  

Based on the evidence in the record demonstrating that Respondent had been personally served 

by a State Marshal with the Notice, Summary Suspension Order, and Charges, the Board 

determined that Respondent was properly served and had sufficient notice of the hearing.               

Based on this evidence, the Board granted Attorney Scoville’s Motion to Deem.  Id.  

Following the close of the record, the Board conducted fact finding.   

Each member of the Board involved in this decision attests that he or she was present at 

the hearing or has reviewed the record, and that this decision is based entirely on the record, the 

law, and the Board’s specialized professional knowledge in evaluating the evidence.  Pet v. 

Department of Health Services, 228 Conn. 651 (1994).  

 

II 

Allegations 

Count One 
 
1. In paragraph 1 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent of Portland, 

Connecticut is, and has been at all times, as referenced in the Charges, the holder of 
Connecticut L.P.N. license number 039663.  Bd. Ex. 3.  

 

2. In paragraph 2 of the Charges, the Department alleges that on June 19, 2019, the Board 
ordered a Consent Order in Petition No. 2019-370 that placed Respondent's license on 
probation for four years.  Such disciplinary action was based on proof of Respondent’s 
abuse and/or utilization of marijuana, benzodiazepines and/or alcohol to excess.                        
Bd. Ex. 3.   

 
3. In paragraph 3 of the Charges, the Department alleges that said Consent Order 

specifically provided that Respondent shall engage in therapy and counseling with a 
Connecticut licensed therapist for the entire probationary period.  Bd. Ex. 3. 

 
4. In paragraph 4 of the Charges, the Department alleges Respondent has failed to provide 

evidence that she engaged in therapy and counseling with a Connecticut licensed 
therapist.   

 
5. In paragraph 5 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent’s conduct as 

described above constitutes violations of the terms of probation as set forth in the                  
Consent Order, and subjects Respondent’s license to revocation or other disciplinary 
action authorized by Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17 and 20-99(b).   



  Page 3 of 6 

  
 
 
 
Count Two  
 
6. In paragraph 6 of the Charges, the Department alleges that paragraphs 1 and 2 are 

incorporated herein by reference as if set forth in full. 
 
7. In paragraph 7 of the Charges, the Department alleges that said Consent Order 

specifically provides that Respondent shall submit to observed, random urine screens for 
drugs and alcohol.  

 
8. In paragraph 8 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent has failed to 

provide evidence that she participated in random weekly urine drug testing screens.   
 
9. In paragraph 9 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent’s conduct as 

described above constitutes violations of the terms of probation as set forth in the                  
Consent Order, and subjects Respondent’s license to revocation or other disciplinary 
action authorized by Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17 and 20-99(b).   

 
Count Three 
 
10. In paragraph 10 of the Charges, the Department alleges that paragraphs 1 and 2 are 

incorporated herein by reference as if set forth in full. 
 
11. In paragraph 11 of the Charges, the Department alleges that on one or more occasions 

during approximately July 2019 through approximately August 2019, Respondent abused 
and/or utilized alcohol, methadone and/or buprenorphine to excess.   

 
12. In paragraph 12 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent’s conduct as 

described above constitutes violations of the terms of probation as set forth in the                  
Consent Order, and subjects Respondent’s license to revocation or other disciplinary 
action authorized by Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17 and 20-99(b).   

 
III 

 

Findings of Fact 

 
1. Respondent, of Portland, Connecticut is, and has been at all times, as referenced in the 

Charges, the holder of Connecticut L.P.N. license number 039663.  Bd. Ex. 3.  
 

2. On June 19, 2019, the Board issued a Consent Order in Petition No. 2019-896 that placed 
Respondent's license on probation for four years.  Such disciplinary action was ordered 
by the Board based upon proof of Respondent’s abuse and/or utilization of marijuana, 
benzodiazepines and/or alcohol to excess.  Bd. Ex. 3.   
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3. Said Consent Order specifically provided that Respondent shall engage in therapy and 

counseling with a Connecticut licensed therapist for the entire probationary period.                           
The Consent Order also provided that Respondent submit to observed, random urine 
screens for drugs and alcohol.  Bd. Ex. 3. 

 
4. Respondent has failed to provide evidence that she has engaged in therapy and 

counseling with a Connecticut licensed therapist.   
 
5. Respondent has failed to provide evidence that she has participated in random weekly 

urine drug testing screens.   
 
6. On one or more occasions during approximately July 2019 through approximately 

August 2019, Respondent abused and/or utilized alcohol, methadone and/or 
buprenorphine to excess.   

 
7. On October 16, 2019, the Department mailed the Summary Suspension Order, Charges, 

and Notice by first class mail to Respondent’s address of record, 30 Cote Lane, Portland, 
CT, and to her email address at crabb300@gmail.com.  Bd. Ex. 2.  

 
8. On October 23, 2019, a State Marshal served Respondent personally with the Summary 

Suspension Order, Notice, and Charges at a different address, 7 Grove Street, Apartment 
B, Portland, CT 06480.  Bd. Ex. 4.  

 
9. The Department provided Respondent with reasonable and adequate written notice of the 

hearing and the allegations contained in the Charges.  Tr. p. 5. 
 
10. Respondent failed to appear for the hearing and did not request a continuance.  Tr. p. 5.  

 
11. The factual allegations contained in the Charges are deemed admitted and true.               

Tr. pp. 5-6.   
 

IV 

 

Discussion and Conclusions of Law 

 The Department bears the burden of proof by a preponderance of the evidence in this 

matter.  Jones v. Connecticut Medical Examining Board, 309 Conn. 727, 739-740 (2013).                 

The Department sustained its burden of proof regarding all of the allegations contained in the 

Charges. 

Conn. Gen. Stat. § 20-99 (a) provides, in pertinent part, 

The Board …  shall have jurisdiction to hear all charges of conduct which fails to 
conform to the accepted standards of the nursing profession brought against persons 

mailto:crabb300@gmail.com
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licensed to practice nursing.  After holding a hearing . . . said board, if it finds such 
person to be guilty, may revoke or suspend his or her license or take any of the actions set 
forth in section 19a-17. . . 

 
Conn. Gen. Stat. § 20-99(b) sets forth specific conduct which fails to conform to the 

accepted standards of the nursing profession and also establishes that nonconforming conduct is 

not limited to the behavior identified in that subsection.  Under Conn. Gen. Stat. § 19a-17(a), the 

Board is authorized to impose discipline on a license upon the finding of good cause.  

 Since Respondent did not file an Answer to the Charges, the allegations are deemed 

admitted and true.  See, Conn. State Agencies § 19a-9-20.  The record establishes that on                

June 19, 2019, the Board issued a Consent Order in Petition No. 2019-896 that placed 

Respondent's license on probation for four years.  Such disciplinary action was based on proof of 

Respondent’s abuse and/or utilization of marijuana, benzodiazepines and/or alcohol to excess.  

FF 2.  

 Said Consent Order specifically provided that Respondent shall engage in therapy and 

counseling with a Connecticut licensed therapist for the entire probationary period and submit to 

observed, random urine screens which were required to be negative for the presence of alcohol 

and drugs.  FF 3.  To date, Respondent has failed to provide evidence that she has engaged in 

therapy and counseling with a Connecticut licensed therapist.  FF 4.  Respondent also has failed 

to provide evidence that she has participated in random weekly urine drug testing screens.  FF 5.  

Furthermore, on one or more occasions during approximately July 2019 through approximately 

August 2019, Respondent abused and/or utilized alcohol, methadone and/or buprenorphine to 

excess.  FF 6.   

 Based on Respondent’s noncompliance with the terms of the June 19, 2019 Consent 

Order, the Board finds that such violations constitute good cause for the Board to discipline her 

license.     

Therefore, the Board concludes that Respondent’s above-described conduct, as deemed to 

be admitted and true, constitutes grounds for disciplinary action pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat.                

§§ 20-99(b) and 19a-17.1  Based on the totality of the evidence, the Board deems revocation of 

Respondent’s license to be the appropriate remedy.  

 

 
1 Pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. § 19a-17, the Board may impose disciplinary action, as set forth in the Statute, upon 
finding the existence of good cause.   
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V 

Order 

Based on the record in this case, the above findings of fact and conclusions of law, the 

Board hereby orders that Renee Cottrill’s license number 039663 to practice as a licensed 

practical nurse is hereby revoked.  

This Order is effective on the date it is signed by the Board.   

The Board hereby informs Respondent, Renee Cottrill, and the Department of this 

Decision.   

 

Dated at Hartford, Connecticut this        day of May, 2020.   

     BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

 
     By        
          Patricia C. Bouffard, D.N.Sc., Chair  

 

 



STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

 
 
Melissa Eccles, L.P.N.                                                Petition No. 2018-123 
License No. 036587 

MEMORANDUM OF DECISION  

I 

 
Procedural Background 

On October 4, 2019, the Department of Public Health ("Department") filed a Statement of 

Charges (“Charges”) with the Board of Examiners for Nursing (“Board”).  Board (“Bd.”) Exhibit 

(“Ex.”) 1.  The Charges allege that Melissa Eccles’ (“Respondent”) violations of Chapter 378 of 

the General Statutes of Connecticut (“Conn. Gen. Stat.”) subject Respondent’s licensed practical 

nurse (“L.P.N.”) license to disciplinary action pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17 and 20-

99(b)(2).   

On October 16, 2019, the Department filed a Motion for Summary Suspension Order 

(“Summary Suspension Order”) with the Board.  Bd. Ex. 3.  Based on the allegations in the 

Charges, the Board found that Respondent’s continued nursing practice presented a clear and 

immediate danger to public health and safety.  Accordingly, on that date, pursuant to Conn. Gen. 

Stat.  §§ 4-182(c) and 19a-17(c), the Board ordered that Respondent’s L.P.N. license be 

summarily suspended pending a final determination by the Board of the allegations contained in 

the Charges.  Bd. Ex. 1. 

On October 16, 2019, the Department mailed the Charges, Notice of Hearing (“Notice”), 

and Summary Suspension Order by certified and first-class mail to Respondent’s address of 

record, 3 Sachem Terrace. Apt. 1, Norwich, CT 06360, and by email to Respondent’s email              

address, cjeccles@hotmail.com.  Bd. Ex. 2.  On that same date, the Department mailed the 

Charges, Notice, and Summary Suspension Order to a State Marshal for service to Respondent at 

her address of record, 3 Sachem Terrace, Apt. 1, Norwich, CT 06360.  Id.  On October 29, 2019, 

the State Marshal served Respondent at 3 Sachem Terrace, Apt. 1, Norwich, CT 06360.  Id. The 

Notice informed Respondent that a hearing was scheduled for November 20, 2019.  Id.   

On October 24, 2019, Respondent filed her Answer to the Charges.  Bd. Ex. 4.  
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On November 20, 2019, the Board convened the hearing.  Respondent was present at the 

hearing and was self-represented.  Tr. p. 2.  Attorney Linda Fazzina represented the Department.   

Transcript (“Tr.”) 11/20/19, p. 2.   

On November 20, 2019, the Board voted that the Summary Suspension of Respondent’s 

L.P.N. license remain in effect until such time as Respondent submits to a substance abuse 

evaluation performed by a licensed psychiatrist.  Tr. 11/20/19, pp. 35-37.  In addition, the Board 

ordered Respondent to submit to an observed random chain of custody urine screen for alcohol 

and drugs.  Id.  The Board set a deadline of December 23, 2019 for Respondent to submit the 

results of the evaluation and urine screen to the Department.  Bd. Ex. 5.   

On December 24, 2019, the Department filed a Motion to Supplement the Administrative 

Record.  Tr. 1/15/2020, pp. 4-5.  The Department’s Motion to Supplement the Administrative 

Record sought to introduce into evidence the pleadings, motions, judgment, post-judgement 

motions, and post-judgment rulings in Commissioner of the Department of Public Health v. 

Melissa Eccles (Connecticut Superior Court, Judicial District of Hartford, Docket No. HHD-CV-

19-6108255-S)1.  Among the Court’s rulings that the Department sought to introduce into 

 
1 On March 6, 2019, the Commissioner of the Department of Public Health (“Commissioner”) filed a complaint 
against Respondent.  The complaint alleged that in February 2018, the Department initiated an investigation of 
Respondent.  The investigation was initiated pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. § 19a-14(a)(10), a statute authorizing the 
Commissioner to conduct “any necessary review, inspection or investigation regarding … possible violations of 
statutes or regulations, and disciplinary matters” by nurses.  The complaint alleged that information resulting from 
the investigation was presented to the Commissioner, and on June 26, 2018, the Commissioner issued an order 
pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-14(a)(10) and 20-99(b) requiring Respondent, at her own expense, to submit to 
a substance abuse evaluation to evaluate her substance use and her ability to practice safely as a licensed practical 
nurse.  The complaint alleged that Respondent was served with the Commissioner’s Order on July 6, 2018 and had 
failed to comply with the Commissioner’s Order.  The complaint sought an order by the Court enforcing the Order 
of the Commissioner.  On July 24, 2019, the Court, (Gorden, J.) issued an order (Judgement Without Trial) that the 
Respondent comply with the Commissioner’s Order and undergo a substance abuse evaluation by September 12, 
2019.  
 
On October 1, 2019, the Department filed a Motion for Contempt alleging that Respondent was in direct violation of 
the Court’s July 24, 2019 order to submit to a substance abuse evaluation by September 12, 2019.  The Department 
sought a finding that Respondent was in willful contempt of the Court’s order and requested the Court to take all 
necessary actions to compel compliance with the Court’s order.  Three days later, on October 4, 2019, the 
Department filed the Statement of Charges at issue in this Memorandum of Decision. 
   
On November 4, 2019, the Court held a hearing on the contempt motion.  Following oral argument by the parties, 
the Court, (Budzik, J.) ordered Respondent to submit to a substance abuse evaluation by November 18, 2019.  On 
November 25, 2019, the Department filed a Notice Of The Defendant’s Failure To Comply With Court Order 
(“Notice of Failure to Comply”).  The Notice of Failure to Comply informed the Court that as of November 25, 
2019, Respondent had not submitted to a substance abuse evaluation in violation of the Court’s order to do so by 
November 18, 2019.  On December 12, 2019, the Court (Budzik, J.), granted the Department’s Motion for 
Contempt, finding Respondent in willful violation of the Court’s order to submit to a substance abuse evaluation.       
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evidence was the Court’s (Budzik, J.) December 12, 2019 ruling finding Respondent in willful 

contempt of a clear and unambiguous court order to submit to a substance abuse evaluation.  

Respondent did not submit a substance abuse evaluation report or the results of a urine 

screen to the Board by the December 23, 2019 deadline.  

On December 31, 2019, Respondent’s therapist filed a one-page urine screen report dated 

December 23, 2019.  The report indicated that Respondent’s urine screen results were negative 

for any controlled substances.  Bd. Ex. 7.    

On January 13, 2020, Respondent’s therapist filed a three-page substance abuse 

evaluation report.  Respondent’s therapist recommended that Respondent’s L.P.N. license be 

reinstated without any restrictions.  Bd. Ex. 8 (under seal).    

On January 15, 2020, the Board reconvened the hearing to take up  the Department’s 

Motion to Supplement the Administrative Record,  review Respondent’s late-filed documents, 

and  hear additional testimony from Respondent concerning those documents.  Tr. 1/15/2020, pp. 

3-5.  Respondent was present at the hearing but was not represented by counsel.  Attorney 

Fazzina represented the Department.  Tr. 1/15/2020, p.3.   

At the hearing, the Board took up the Department’s Motion to Supplement the 

Administrative Record.  Attorney Fazzina argued the motion, explaining the underlying civil 

Superior Court action and resultant judicial rulings that formed the basis of the motion, as well as 

the timing of the motion’s filing.  Tr. 1/15/2020, pp. 4-5.  The Board considered the motion and 

reviewed the attached exhibits. 2.  Tr. 1/15/2020, p. 3.  

The Board unanimously granted the Department’s Motion to Supplement the 

Administrative Record and admitted the documents attached to the Motion as full exhibits.  Bd. 

Ex. 6; Tr. 1/15/2020, p. 11-12.   

In addition, the Board entered the urine screen report, marked as Bd. Ex. 7, and the 

substance abuse evaluation report, marked as Bd. Ex. 8 (under seal), into the record as full 

exhibits.  Tr. 1/15/2020, pp. 28-30, 33. 

Following the close of the record, the Board conducted fact finding.   

 
2 The documents attached to the Department’s Motion to Supplement the Administrative Record all derived from 
Commissioner of the Department of Public Health v. Melissa Eccles (Connecticut Superior Court, Judicial District 
of Hartford, Docket No. HHD-CV-19-6108255-S).  They included the Court’s (Gordon, J.) July 24, 2019 order to 
Respondent to submit to a substance abuse evaluation, the Department’s October 1, 2019 Motion for Contempt, the 
Department’s November 25, 2019 Notice of Failure to Comply, and the Court’s December 12, 2019 order finding 
Respondent in contempt of the Court’s order to submit to a substance abuse evaluation.  
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Each member of the Board involved in this decision attests that he or she was present at 

the hearing or has reviewed the record, and that this decision is based entirely on the record, the 

law, and the Board’s specialized professional knowledge in evaluating the evidence.  Pet v. 

Department of Health Services, 228 Conn. 651 (1994).  

II 

Allegations 

 
1. In paragraph 1 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent of Norwich, 

Connecticut is, and has been at all times, as referenced in the Charges, the holder of 
Connecticut L.P.N. license number 036587.   

 

2. In paragraph 2 of the Charges, the Department alleges that on or about June 26, 2018, the 
Commissioner of the Department issued an Order that required Respondent to undergo a 
substance abuse evaluation to evaluate her substance use and whether any such use would 
impair her ability to practice safely as a L.P.N. (“the Commissioner’s Order”).  The 
Commissioner’s Order provided that the initial examination date was to be on or before 
July 27, 2018.   

 
3. In paragraph 3 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent has failed to 

comply with the Commissioner’s Order.   
 
4. In paragraph 4 of the Charges, the Department alleges that on or about July 24, 2019, the 

Honorable Judge Gordon issued an order in Connecticut Superior Court, Judicial District 

of Hartford, Commissioner of the Department of Public Health v. Melissa Eccles, L.P.N., 

Docket No. HHD-CV-19-6108255-S, that Melissa Eccles, L.P.N. comply with the 
Commissioner’s Order in its entirety and undergo the referenced substance abuse 
evaluation to evaluate her for substance use and her ability to practice safely as a L.P.N. 
by September 12, 2019 (“the Superior Court Order”). 

 
5. In paragraph 5 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent has failed to 

comply with the Superior Court Order.  
 
6. In paragraph 6 of the Charges, the Department alleges that the above facts constitute 

grounds for disciplinary action pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 20-99, including but not 
limited to 20-99(b)(2), and/or pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17, including, but not 
limited to 19a-17(a). 

III 

 

Findings of Fact 

 
1.  Respondent of Norwich, Connecticut is, and has been at all times, as referenced in the 

Charges, the holder of Connecticut L.P.N. license number 036587.  Bd. Ex. 4. 
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2. On June 26, 2018, the Commissioner of the Department issued an Order that required 
Respondent to undergo a substance abuse evaluation to evaluate her substance use and to 
determine whether any such use would impair her ability to practice safely as a L.P.N. 
(“the Commissioner’s Order”).  The Commissioner’s Order provided that the initial 
examination date was to be on or before July 27, 2018.  Bd. Ex. 4; Dept. Ex. 1, pp. 8-9. 

 
3. Respondent failed to comply with the Commissioner’s Order.  Dept. Ex. 1, pp. 5, 25. 
 
4. On March 6, 2019, in response to Respondent’s failure to comply with the 

Commissioner’s Order, the Commissioner filed a complaint against Respondent in 
Superior Court.  The complaint sought an order by the Court enforcing the Order of the 
Commissioner.  

 
5. On or about July 24, 2019, the Court (Gordon, J.) issued an order in Commissioner of the 

Department of Public Health v. Melissa Eccles, Docket No. HHD-CV-19-6108255-S, 
requiring Melissa Eccles, L.P.N. to comply with the Commissioner’s Order in its entirety 
and undergo the referenced substance abuse evaluation to evaluate her for substance use 
and her ability to practice safely as a L.P.N. by September 12, 2019 (“the Superior Court 
Order”).  Bd. Ex. 6, pp. D1-D2, D5, E5; Dept. Ex. 1, p. 25. 

 
6. On October 1, 2019, the Department filed a Motion for Contempt in Commissioner of the 

Department of Public Health v. Melissa Eccles, Docket No. HHD-CV-19-6108255-S.  
The motion alleged that Melissa Eccles was in direct violation of the Court’s order 
requiring Respondent tot comply with the Commissioner’s Order in its entirety and 
undergo a  substance abuse evaluation to evaluate her for substance abuse and her ability 
to practice safely as a L.P.N. Bd. Ex. 6, pp. E1-E3. 

 
7.   On November 4, 2019, the Court (Budzik, J.) held a hearing on the Department’s Motion 

for Contempt.  Following argument by the parties, the Court, (Budzik, J.) ordered 
Respondent to submit to a substance abuse evaluation by November 18, 2019.   

 
8. On November 25, 2019, the Department filed a Notice of the Defendant’s Failure to 

Comply with Court Order in Commissioner of the Department of Public Health v. 

Melissa Eccles., Docket No. HHD-CV-19-6108255-S.  The Notice of Failure to Comply 
informed the Court that as of November 25, 2019, Respondent had not submitted to a 
substance abuse evaluation in violation of the Court’s order to do so by November 18, 
2019.  Bd. Ex. 6, pp. D1-D3. 

   
 
9. On December 12, 2019, the Court (Budzik, J.), granted the Department’s Motion for 

Contempt, finding Respondent in willful violation of the Court’s order to submit to a 
substance abuse evaluation.      Court (Budzik, J.)   Bd. Ex. 6, p. E6.      

 
8. Respondent failed to comply with the Superior Court Orders, dated July 24, 2019, and 

November 4, 2019.  Dept. Ex. 1, p. 6. 
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IV 

 

Discussion and Conclusions of Law 

 The Department bears the burden of proof by a preponderance of the evidence in this 

matter.  Jones v. Connecticut Medical Examining Board, 309 Conn. 727, 739-740 (2013).                 

The Department sustained its burden of proof with regard to all of the allegations contained in 

the Charges. 

Conn. Gen. Stat. § 20-99 provides in pertinent part:  

(a) The Board … shall have jurisdiction to hear all charges of conduct which fails to 
conform to the accepted standards of the nursing profession brought against persons 
licensed to practice nursing.  After holding a hearing … said board, if it finds such person 
to be guilty, may revoke or suspend his or her license or take any of the actions set forth 
in section 19a-17….   
(b) Conduct which fails to conform to the accepted standards of the nursing profession 
includes, but is not limited to, the following: … (2) illegal conduct, incompetence or 
negligence in carrying out usual nursing functions; … 
 

Respondent admitted to the allegations contained in paragraphs 1, 2 and 4 of the Charges, 

and  initially denied the allegations contained in paragraphs 3, 5 and 6 of the Charges.  Bd. Ex. 4.  

However, over the course of the hearing, Respondent admitted to all of the alleged conduct.  The 

Board finds that the Department sustained its burden of proof with respect to all of the 

allegations contained in the Charges.  Findings of Fact (“FF”) 1-8.  

 The record establishes that on June 26, 2018, the Commissioner issued an Order  

requiring Respondent to undergo a substance abuse evaluation to evaluate her substance use and 

determine whether any such use would impair her ability to practice safely as a L.P.N. (“the 

Commissioner’s Order”).  The Commissioner’s Order provided that the initial substance abuse 

evaluation  date was to be on or before July 27, 2018.  FF 2.  The Department sufficiently 

established that Respondent failed to comply with the Commissioner’s Order, as the record is 

devoid of any evidence demonstrating compliance.  FF 3.   

 On July 24, 2019, the Court (Gordon, J.) issued an order in Commissioner of the 

Department of Public Health v. Melissa Eccles,Docket No. HHD-CV-19-6108255-S, requiring  

Melissa Eccles, L.P.N. to comply with the Commissioner’s Order in its entirety and undergo the 

referenced substance abuse evaluation to evaluate her for substance use and her ability to 

practice safely as an L.P.N. by September 12, 2019 (“the Superior Court Order”).  FF 4.  The 
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Department sufficiently established that Respondent failed to comply with the Superior Court 

Order, as the record is devoid of any evidence demonstrating compliance.  FF 5-8. 

 At the November 20, 2019 hearing, Respondent testified that she was not aware that her 

L.P.N. license had been summarily suspended on October 16, 2019 until her director of nursing 

informed her of the suspension.  Tr. 11/20/19, p. 8.  Respondent denied ever having a history of 

substance abuse and testified that although she was ordered to undergo a substance abuse 

evaluation on June 26, 2018, a lack of funds to pay for the evaluation prevented her from 

complying with the order.  Respondent testified that she would have undergone the evaluation if 

she had had the funds to pay for it.  Tr. 11/20/19, pp. 10, 19-20.   

 In her defense, Respondent testified that her insurance carrier will no longer cover any of 

her medical expenses due to an issue with purportedly fraudulent insurance claims.  Tr. 11/20/19, 

pp. 27-28.  As a result of her insurance carrier’s ongoing fraudulent claims investigation, 

Respondent has no insurance coverage for herself or her children.  Id.  She also testified that any 

other recommended providers who specialize in substance abuse evaluations require cash 

payments.  Tr. 11/20/19, p. 31.  Respondent’s defense is not sufficient to overcome the 

preponderance of the evidence establishing that Respondent failed to comply with the 

Commissioner’s Order and the Superior Court Order. 

 Respondent has taken more than two years to comply with the Commissioner’s June 26, 

2018 Order (Dept. Ex. 1, pp. 4-6, 8, 11-12 (under seal), pp. 21-22, 23-24 (under seal), 25).  

Respondent testified that in 2018, she did not understand the consequences of not obtaining the 

substance abuse evaluation and only fully grasped the importance of complying with the 

Commissioner’s Order when her L.P.N. license was summarily suspended.  Tr. 11/20/19, p. 8.  

However, Respondent testified that she is willing to do whatever it takes to go back to work and 

get her life back.  Tr. 11/20/19, p. 26.   

 Ultimately, Respondent accepted full responsibility for her lack of compliance with the 

Department’s numerous substance abuse evaluation requests, dating back to February 2018.  

Dept. Ex. 1, pp. 3, 6 (under seal); Tr. 11/20/19, pp. 10, 17-18, 20, 31-32.   

 The record is devoid of any evidence that Respondent has any impairments which would 

affect her ability to practice safely as a L.P.N.   

    Based on the foregoing, the Board finds that the Department has established by                         

a preponderance of the evidence that the conduct admitted, in conjunction with the Department’s 
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sustaining its burden of proof, renders Respondent’s license subject to sanctions, including 

among others, revocation, suspension or probation.  See, Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17(a)(1), (2) 

and (5).   

V 

Order 

   Based on the record in this case, the above findings of fact and conclusions of law, the 

Board hereby orders, with respect to Respondent’s license number 036587, as follows:   

 
1. Respondent’s license number 036587 to practice as a licensed practical nurse in the State 

of Connecticut is hereby reprimanded. 

2. Respondent’s license shall remain under suspension until Respondent submits to an 

observed, random, chain of custody urine screening at a testing facility approved by the 

Department.  The suspension will be vacated after the Department receives a urine 

screening report that is negative for all controlled substances.   

3. Concurrently, Respondent’s license shall be placed on probation for a period of six 

months under the following terms and conditions.  If any of the conditions of probation 

are not met, Respondent’s licensed practical nurse license may be subject to disciplinary 

action pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. § 19a-17.  

A. Observed random urine screens  

(1) At her expense, Respondent shall be responsible for submitting to 

observed, random, chain of custody urine screens for alcohol and drugs for 

the entire probationary period, at a testing facility approved by the 

Department.  Random alcohol/drug screens shall be legally defensible in 

that specimen donor and chain of custody can be identified throughout the 

screening process.   

(2) Respondent shall be responsible for notifying the laboratory, her therapist, 

the Department, and her prescribing practitioner of any drug(s) she is 

taking.  For any prescription of a controlled substance(s) for more than 

two consecutive weeks, Respondent shall cause the provider prescribing 

the controlled substance(s) to submit quarterly reports to the Department 
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until such time as the controlled substance(s) are no longer prescribed.  

The reports shall include the following:  

a. A list of controlled substances prescribed by this provider;  
b. A list of controlled substance(s) prescribed by other providers;  
c. An evaluation of Respondent’s need for the controlled substance; 

and  
d. An assessment of Respondent’s continued need for the controlled 

substance(s).  
 

(3) There must be at least one such observed, random alcohol/drug screen 

within the probationary period.  

(4) Random alcohol/drug screens shall be negative for the presence of alcohol 

and drugs, excluding the drugs that Respondent’s providers prescribe.  All 

urine screens for alcohol will be tested for Ethyl Glucuronide (EtG) and 

Ethyl Sulfate (EtS) metabolites.  All positive screen results shall be 

confirmed by the Gas Chromatograph Mass Spectrometer (GC/MS) 

testing method.  Chain of custody documentation must accompany all 

laboratory reports and/or the laboratory reports must indicate that chain of 

custody procedures have been followed.   

(5) Random alcohol/drug screens must include testing for the following 

substances: 

   Amphetamines   Methadone 
   Barbiturates    Methaqualone 
   Benzodiazepines   Opiates (Metabolites) 
   Cannabinoids (THC Metabolites) Phencyclidine (PCP) 
   Cocaine    Propoxyphene 
   Meperidine (Demerol)  Ethanol (alcohol) 
   Fentanyl    Stadol  
   Tramadol 
 

(6) Laboratory reports of random alcohol and drug screens shall be submitted 

directly to the Department at the address cited in Paragraph G below by 

Respondent’s therapist, personal physician, or the testing laboratory.  
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B. Respondent shall not obtain for personal use and/or use alcohol or any drug that 

has not been prescribed for her for a legitimate purpose, by a licensed health care 

practitioner authorized to prescribe medications.  Respondent shall not abuse 

and/or excessively use any drugs that are prescribed for a legitimate medical 

purpose.  

C. Respondent is hereby advised that the ingestion of poppy seeds may produce a 

positive drug screen result indicating the presence of opiates/morphine.  The 

ingestion of mouthwash, over the counter cough suppressants and cold/flu 

remedies may produce a positive result indicating the presence of alcohol.  For 

that reason, any food substance containing poppy seeds, mouthwash and over the 

counter cough suppressants and cold/flu remedies should be avoided during the 

probationary period.  In the event that a drug/alcohol screen is positive for 

opiates/morphine and/or alcohol, the ingestion of poppy seeds, mouthwash and 

over the counter cough suppressants and/or cold/flu remedies shall not constitute 

a defense to such positive screen. 

D. Within the six-month probationary period, Respondent, at her expense, shall 

successfully complete a course in medication administration and documentation 

pre-approved by the Department.  Respondent shall provide proof to the 

satisfaction of the Board of her successful completion of the course within 30 

days of completion. 

E. If Respondent pursues further training in any subject area that is regulated by the 

Department, Respondent shall provide a copy of this Decision to the educational 

institution or, if not an institution, to Respondent’s instructor.  Such institution or 

instructor shall notify the Department in writing as to receipt of a copy of this 

Decision within 15 days of receipt.  Said notification shall be submitted directly to 

the Department at the address cited in Paragraph G below.  

F. The Department must be informed in writing prior to any change of address.  
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G. All communications, payments if required, correspondence, and reports are to be 

addressed to:  

Lavita Sookram, RN, Nurse Consultant 
Practitioner Monitoring and Compliance Unit  

Department of Public Health 
Division of Health Systems Regulation 

Board of Examiners for Nursing 
410 Capitol Avenue, MS #12HSR 

P. O. Box 340308 
Hartford, CT 06134-0308 

 
2. Any deviation from the terms of probation, without prior written approval by the Board, 

shall constitute a violation of probation, which will be cause for an immediate hearing on 

charges of violating this Order.  Any finding that Respondent has violated this Order will 

subject Respondent to sanctions under Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17(a) and (c), including 

but not limited to, the revocation of her license.  Any extension of time or grace period 

for reporting granted by the Board shall not be a waiver or preclude the Board’s right to 

take subsequent action.  The Board shall not be required to grant future extensions of 

time or grace periods.  Notice of revocation or other disciplinary action shall be sent to 

Respondent’s address of record (most current address reported to the Practitioner 

Licensing and Investigations Section of the Healthcare Quality and Safety Branch of the 

Department). 

 
3. This document has no bearing on any criminal liability without the written consent of the 

Director of Medicaid Fraud Control Unit or the Bureau Chief of the Division of Criminal 

Justice’s Statewide Prosecution Bureau.  

 
This Order is effective on the date it is signed by the Board.   

The Board hereby informs Respondent, Melissa Eccles, and the Department of this decision.   

 

Dated at Hartford, Connecticut this                       day of May 2020.   

     BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

 
     By        
          Patricia C. Bouffard, D.N.Sc., Chair  



 
 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING  

 
Dana Kendrick, R.N.                     Re: Reinstatement Request 
License No. 095381    
 

MEMORANDUM OF DECISION 

Procedural Background   

On September 5, 2018, the Department of Public Health (“Department”) filed a 

Statement of Charges (“Charges”) with the Board of Examiners for Nursing (“Board”) against 

Dana Kendrick (“Petitioner”).  The Charges alleged that Petitioner had violated Chapter 378 of 

the Connecticut General Statutes (“Conn. Gen. Stat.”), subjecting Petitioner’s registered nurse 

(“R.N.”) license to disciplinary action pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17(f) and 20-99(b).  

Board (“Bd.”) Exhibit (“Ex.”) 3.  

On November 27, 2018, the Charges and Notice of Hearing were sent by certified and 

first-class mail to Petitioner’s last known address of record.  The Charges and Notice of Hearing 

were also sent via electronic mail to jamellpp@yahoo.com.  The electronic email was not 

returned as undeliverable.  Bd. Ex. 3, p. 1.  

The hearing was held on January 16, 2019.  Petitioner failed to appear and was not 

represented by counsel.  Attorney Matthew Antonetti represented the Department.  Bd. Ex. 3, p. 2.  

As Petitioner did not appear at the hearing and did not file an Answer to the Chargers, the 

allegations contained in the Charges were deemed admitted and true.  Id. 

On May 20, 2019, the Board issued a Memorandum of Decision (“Decision”) in Petition 

No. 2018-138, revoking Petitioner’s R.N. license effective May 15, 2019.  Bd. Ex. 3, p. 4. The 

Decision was based on the Nevada State Board of Nursing’s disciplinary actions taken against 

Petitioner’s R.N. license on February 2, 2018 as detailed in the Memorandum of Decision in 

Case No. 0855-17C (“Nevada Order”).  The Nevada Order disciplined Petitioner’s Nevada R.N. 

license with a reprimand and ordered continuing education and urine drug testing for one year.  

The Nevada Order resulted from Petitioner testing positive for marijuana when she reported for 

work on August 16, 2017.  Bd. Ex. 3, pp. 3, 4.    

In May 2019, Petitioner requested a hearing before the Board, seeking reinstatement of 

her license.  Bd. Ex. 1; Tr. p. 10.  The Department did not file an objection to Petitioner’s request 

for a hearing. 

mailto:jamellpp@yahoo.com


Page 2 of 5 
 

Pursuant to Petitioner’s request for a reinstatement hearing, the Board issued to Petitioner 

a Notice of Hearing (“Notice”) dated September 23, 2019.  Bd. Ex. 2.  The hearing was 

scheduled for December 18, 2019.  Id.     

On December 18, 2019, the Board heard Petitioner’s request for reinstatement of her 

R.N. license.  At the hearing, Petitioner was self-represented.  Tr. p. 2.  Attorney Matthew 

Antonetti represented the Department.  Tr. p. 2.               

Each member of the Board attests that he or she was present at the hearing or has 

reviewed the record, and that this decision is based entirely on the record, the law, and the 

Board’s specialized professional knowledge in evaluating the evidence.  Pet v. Department of 

Health Services, 228 Conn. 651 (1994).  

 

 
Findings of Fact 

 
Based on the testimony given and the exhibits offered into evidence, the Board makes the 

following findings of fact:   

 
1. Petitioner previously held Connecticut R.N. license number 095381.  Bd. Ex. 3.                     

   
2. From September 2015 to mid-May 2019, Petitioner lived and practiced nursing in 

Nevada.  Bd. Ex. 1.  
 
3. On August 16, 2017, Petitioner was employed and working as a licensed R.N. at the 

Northern Nevada Medical Center, in Sparks, Nevada.  On that date, Petitioner reported 
for duty and exuded a strong odor of marijuana.  Petitioner tested positive for marijuana.  
Department (“Dept.”) Ex. 1, pp. 7-8. 
 

4. On February 2, 2018, the Nevada State Board of Nursing disciplined Petitioner’s Nevada 
R.N. license with a reprimand and ordered Petitioner to complete continuing education 
and submit to urine drug testing for one year.  Dept. Ex 1, p. 12.  

 
5. On May 15, 2019, the CT Board issued an Order which revoked Petitioner’s R.N. license.  

The CT Board’s Order was based on the Nevada State Board of Nursing’s February 2, 
2018 disciplinary actions taken against Petitioner’s R.N. license as detailed in the 
Memorandum of Decision in Case No. 0855-17C (“Nevada Order”).  Bd. Ex. 3, pp. 3, 4; 
Dept. Ex. 1, pp. 7-13, Dept. Ex. 2.    

 
6. On May 15, 2019, pursuant to the requirements of the Nevada Order, Petitioner 

successfully completed the education program and random drug testing.  Dept. Ex. 2; Tr. 
pp. 9-11. 
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7. On or about September 23, 2019, Petitioner requested a hearing before the Board, seeking 

reinstatement of her R.N. license.  Bd. Ex. 2.   
 

8. At the hearing, Petitioner submitted documentation in support of her request for the 
reinstatement of her license.  The documents include Petitioner’s self-assessment essay 
(Bd. Ex. 1), 18 drug screen reports, all of which were negative, (Petitioner (“Pet.”) Ex. 1, 
under seal) and personal letters of recommendation (Pet. Ex. 2).   

 
9.  Petitioner was a credible witness.  Tr. pp. 9-11.    
 
 

Discussion and Conclusions of Law  

Conn. Gen. Stat. § 19a-17(e) provides, in pertinent part, that the Board “may reinstate a 

license that has been suspended or revoked if, after a hearing, such board …  is satisfied that the 

practitioner … is able to practice with reasonable skill and safety to patients, customers or the 

public in general.  As a condition of reinstatement, the board or commission or the department 

may impose disciplinary or corrective measures authorized under this section.”  

The Petitioner has the burden of satisfying the Board that she is able to practice nursing 

with reasonable skill and safety.  At the hearing, the Department had no objections to Petitioner’s 

request for reinstatement of her license.  Tr. pp. 11-12.  The Board finds that Petitioner presented 

sufficient and credible evidence to satisfy her burden that she is able to resume the practice of 

nursing with reasonable skill and safety.  Findings of Fact (“FF”) 2-9. 

Prior to the hearing, Petitioner was informed that she would be required to provide 

evidence at the reinstatement hearing that documented the “outcomes of [her] efforts toward 

recovery” over an extended period of time.  Bd. Ex. 2.  The Petitioner was also advised that such 

evidence should include all of the following: 

1) Documentary or testimonial evidence from her therapist establishing a lengthy period 

of drug/alcohol free status demonstrated by therapy reports that affirm her ability to 

administer safe nursing care, including the administration of controlled substances;  

2) personal references documenting a lengthy period of drug/alcohol free status as well 

as her emotional health and work habits;  

3) documentary or testimonial evidence from current and past employers documenting 

her ability to carry out assigned duties responsibly and accurately and her potential 

for functioning safely and effectively as a nurse;  
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4) copies of random, legally defensible urine screen reports documenting the frequency 

of testing, the conditions under which the specimens were taken, and the results of the 

tests;  

5) documentation of Petitioner’s participation in support groups and support of a 

sponsor, as well as the outcome of her participation in such support groups;  

6) documentation from her therapist and/or physician which includes a list of current 

medications prescribed by all health care providers, including a need for such 

medications and an assessment of a continued need for such medications.  

Id. 

At the hearing, Petitioner submitted documentation in support of her request for the 

reinstatement of her license.1  The documents include Petitioner’s self-assessment essay (Bd. Ex. 

1), 18 drug screen reports, all negative (Petitioner (“Pet.”) Ex. 1, under seal), and personal letters 

of recommendation (Pet. Ex. 2).   

At the hearing, Petitioner credibly testified that she accepted full responsibility for her 

misconduct when she worked as an R.N. in Nevada.  She also testified that she had no issues at 

her job and that she did everything she was supposed to do to complete the requirements of the 

Nevada Oder.. FF 6, 8.   

Petitioner further testified that it was not until she moved back to CT that she learned that 

her CT R.N. license had been revoked. Order.  Tr. p. 10.  Despite the Department’s numerous 

attempts to reach Petitioner by certified mail, first class mail, and email (Bd. Ex. 3, pp. 1, 2; 

Dept. Ex 1, pp. 15-21), she could not be reached because she had failed to inform the 

Department in writing of her change in address.  Accordingly, because Petitioner had not 

responded to the Department’s inquiries about the Nevada Order and subsequently failed to 

appear at the January 16, 2019 hearing, the Board ordered the revocation of Petitioner’s CT R.N. 

license.  Bd. Ex. 3.  

Petitioner acknowledged that the Department sent her correspondence to an address in 

Nevada where she was no longer living. The correspondence was not forwarded to her new 

address in Nevada.  When Petitioner returned to CT, she learned that the Department had also 

 
1 Petitioner’s self-assessment essay states that while she was on probation in Nevada, she was not required to have a 
sponsor or a therapist.  Petitioner’s essay further explains that she did not participate in any support groups and she 
is not on any medication.  Accordingly, Petitioner’s essay expressed that she could not provide the Board with 
documentation for these specific documentary requests. Bd. Ex. 1.    
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mailed correspondence to her grandmother’s house, but it was not forwarded to her in Nevada.  

She testified that her grandmother has Alzheimer’s disease and was not able to inform her about 

the letter from the Department.  Bd. Ex. 1; Tr. pp. 9-10.   

As noted in the Findings of Fact and foregoing discussion, the Board finds that Petitioner 

has presented relevant and credible evidence to sustain her burden of satisfying the Board that 

she is able to resume the practice of nursing with reasonable skill and safety pursuant to the 

Order below.              

Order 

Pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17 and 20-99, the Board hereby orders that Petitioner 

Dana Kendrick’s R.N. license number 095381 is hereby reinstated with no restrictions or 

probation.  

This Order becomes effective on the date of signature.  

  The Board hereby informs Petitioner, Dana Kendrick, and the Department of this 

decision. 

 

Dated at Hartford, Connecticut this           day of May, 2020. 

 
BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

          
                   ________________________________________________ 
                                                 Patricia Bouffard, D.N.Sc., Chairperson    



 STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

 
 
Tammy Piccirillo, L.P.N.                                         Petition No. 2019-839 
License No. 037336 

MEMORANDUM OF DECISION  

I 

 
Procedural Background 

On August 5, 2019, the Department of Public Health ("Department") filed a Statement of 

Charges (“Charges”) with the Board of Examiners for Nursing (“Board”).  Board (“Bd.”) Exhibit 

(“Ex.”) 3.  On that date, the Department also filed a Motion for Summary Suspension (“Motion”) 

with the Board.  Bd. Ex. 1.  The Charges allege violations of Chapter 378 of the General Statutes 

of Connecticut (“Conn. Gen. Stat.”) by Tammy Piccirillo (“Respondent”), which would subject 

Respondent’s licensed practical nurse (“L.P.N.”) license to disciplinary action pursuant to Conn. 

Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17 and 20-99(b).   

Based on the allegations in the Charges, the Board found that Respondent’s continued 

nursing practice presented a clear and immediate danger to public health and safety.   

Accordingly, on August 14, 2019, pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. § 4- 182(c) and § 19a-17(c), the 

Board ordered that Respondent’s L.P.N. license be summarily suspended pending a final 

determination by the Board of the allegations contained in the Charges (“Summary Suspension 

Order.”)  Bd. Ex. 2.  

On August 15, 2019, the Department mailed the Summary Suspension Order, Charges, 

and Notice of Hearing (“Notice”) by first class and certified mail to Respondent’s address of 

record, 12 Elm Street, Seymour, CT, and to her email address at tpiccirillo50@gmail.com.                 

Bd. Ex. 4.  The Notice informed that a hearing had been scheduled for September 18, 2019.         

On August 17, 2019, the tracking records of the United States Postal Service (“USPS”) 

indicated that the correspondence was left with an individual at the Seymour address.  Bd. Ex. 5.   

On September 11, 2019, Respondent emailed the Department requesting a continuance of 

the September 18, 2019 hearing.  Without objection from the Department, the Board granted 

Respondent’s request and the hearing was continued to November 20, 2019.  Bd. Ex. 6.  

Subsequently, the Department sent written notification of the continued hearing date via certified 

mailto:tpiccirillo50@gmail.com
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mail and first-class mail to Respondent’s address of record and to Respondent’s email address.  

The certified mail was delivered to the Respondent on September 13, 2019.   

On October 7, 2019, the certified mail that had been delivered to Respondent’s address of 

record on September 13, 2019 was returned to the Department.  The certified mailing was 

stamped “return to sender,” “unclaimed,” and “unable to forward.”  Bd. Ex. 7.  The first-class 

mail was not returned and there is no evidence in the record that the Department’s electronic 

transmission sent to Respondent’s email address was not successfully completed.   

On November 20, 2019, the Board held the hearing.  Respondent was not present at the 

hearing and was not represented by an attorney.  Tr. p. 2.  Attorney Brittany Allen represented 

the Department.  Id. 

Respondent did not filed an Answer to the Charges within 14 days of her receipt of the 

Notice.  Due to Respondent’s failure to timely file an Answer to the Charges, Attorney Allen 

orally moved on the record to deem the allegations admitted (“Motion to Deem”).  Tr. p. 5.  

Based on the evidence that Respondent had previously communicated with the Department via 

email and given that the first-class mail informing Respondent of the rescheduled hearing date 

was not returned, the Board determined that Respondent was properly served.  Attorney Allen’s 

Motion was granted.  Tr. pp. 5-6.   

Following the close of the record, the Board conducted fact finding.   

Each member of the Board involved in this decision attests that he or she was present at 

the hearing or has reviewed the record, and that this decision is based entirely on the record, the 

law, and the Board’s specialized professional knowledge in evaluating the evidence.  Pet v. 

Department of Health Services, 228 Conn. 651 (1994).  

II 

Allegations 

 
1. In paragraph 1 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent of Seymour, 

Connecticut is, and has been at all times, as referenced in the Charges, the holder of 
Connecticut L.P.N. license number 037336.  Bd. Ex. 3.  

 

2. In paragraph 2 of the Charges, the Department alleges that on May 15, 2019, the Board 
approved a Consent Order in Petition No. 2018-684 that placed Respondent's license on 
probation for four years.  Such disciplinary action was based on Respondent’s abuse 
and/or utilization of opiates to excess.  Bd. Ex. 3.   
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3. In paragraph 3 of the Charges, the Department alleges that said Consent Order 
specifically provided that Respondent shall submit to random urine screens which shall 
be negative for the presence of alcohol and drugs.  Bd. Ex. 3. 

 
4. In paragraph 4 of the Charges, the Department alleges Respondent has not submitted for 

random urine screens in accordance with the terms of probation.   
 
5. In paragraph 5 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent’s conduct as 

described above constitutes a violation of the terms of probation as set forth in the                 
May 15, 2019 Consent Order, and subjects Respondent’s license to revocation or other 
disciplinary action authorized by Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17 and 20-99(b).   

  
III 

 

Findings of Fact 

 
1. Respondent, of Seymour, Connecticut, is, and has been at all times, as referenced in the 

Charges, the holder of Connecticut L.P.N. license number 037336.  Bd. Ex. 3 
 
2. On May 15, 2019, the Board approved a Consent Order in Petition No. 2018-684 that 

placed Respondent's license on probation for four years.  Such disciplinary action was 
based upon Respondent’s abuse and/or utilization of opiates to excess.  Bd. Ex. 3.   

 
3. Said Consent Order specifically provided that Respondent shall submit to random urine 

screens which shall be negative for the presence of alcohol and drugs.  Bd. Ex. 3. 
 
4. Respondent has not submitted for random urine screens in accordance with the terms of 

probation.  Bd. Ex. 3.  
 
5. On August 15, 2019, the Department mailed the Summary Suspension Order, Charges, 

and Notice by first class and certified mail to Respondent’s address of record, 12 Elm 
Street, Seymour, CT, and to her email address at tpiccirillo50@gmail.com.  Bd. Ex. 4.   

 
6. On August 17, 2019, the USPS left the correspondence with an individual at the 

Respondent’s Seymour address.  Bd. Ex. 5.   
 
7. On September 11, 2019, Respondent requested a continuance of the hearing which had 

been scheduled for September 18, 2019.  The Board granted Respondent’s request  and 
the hearing was continued to November 20, 2019.  Bd. Ex. 6. 

 
8. The Department sent written notification of the continued hearing date via certified mail 

and first-class mail to Respondent’s address of record and to Respondent’s email address.  
The certified mail was delivered to Respondent on September 13, 2019.  Bd. Ex. 7.  

 
9. On October 7, 2019, the certified mail that had been delivered to Respondent’s address of 

record on September 13, 2019 was returned to the Department..  The certified mailing 

mailto:tpiccirillo50@gmail.com
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was stamped “return to sender,” “unclaimed,” and “unable to forward.”  Bd. Ex. 7.  The 
first-class mail was not returned and there is no evidence in the record that Respondent 
did not receive the correspondence via her email address.  Id. 

 
10. The Department provided Respondent with reasonable and adequate written notice of the 

hearing and the allegations contained in the Charges.  Tr. p. 5. 
 
11. Respondent failed to appear for the hearing and did not request a second continuance.    

Tr. p. 5.  
 

12. The factual allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 4 of the Charges are deemed 
admitted and true.  Tr. pp. 5-6.   

 

IV 

 

Discussion and Conclusions of Law 

 The Department bears the burden of proof by a preponderance of the evidence in this 

matter.  Jones v. Connecticut Medical Examining Board, 309 Conn. 727, 739-740 (2013).                 

The Department sustained its burden of proof with respect to all of the allegations contained in 

the Charges. 

Conn. Gen. Stat. § 20-99 (a) provides, in pertinent part,:  

The Board . . .  shall have jurisdiction to hear all charges of conduct which fails to 
conform to the accepted standards of the nursing profession brought against persons 
licensed to practice nursing.   After holding a hearing . . . said board, if it finds such 
person to be guilty, may revoke or suspend his or her license or take any of the actions set 
forth in section 19a-17. . . . 

 
Conn. Gen. Stat. § 20-99(b) sets forth specific conduct which fails to conform to the 

accepted standards of the nursing profession and makes clear that nonconforming conduct is          

not limited to the behavior identified in the subsection.  Pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. § 19a-17(a), 

the Board is authorized to impose discipline on a license upon the finding of good cause.  

 Since Respondent did not file an Answer to the Charges, the allegations are deemed 

admitted and true.  See, Conn. State Agencies § 19a-9-20.  The record establishes that on                

May 15, 2019, the Board approved a Consent Order in Petition No. 2018-684 that placed 

Respondent's license on probation for four years.  Such disciplinary action was based upon 

Respondent’s abuse and/or utilization of opiates to excess.  FF 2.  The Consent Order 

specifically required Respondent to submit to random urine screens and the results of those 

screens be negative for the presence of alcohol and drugs.  FF 3.  The record establishes that 
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Respondent has not submitted to random urine screens in accordance with the probationary terms 

of the Consent Order.  FF 4.    

 Based on Respondent’s noncompliance with the terms of the Consent Order, the Board 

finds that such violation constitutes good cause for the Board to discipline her license.     

Therefore, the Board concludes that Respondent’s above-described conduct, as deemed to 

be admitted and true, constitutes grounds for disciplinary action pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat.                

§§ 20-99(b) and 19a-17.1  Based on the totality of the evidence, revocation of Respondent’s 

license is deemed an appropriate remedy.  

V 

Order 

Based on the record in this case, the above findings of fact and conclusions of law, the 

Board hereby orders that Tammy Piccirillo’s license number 037336 to practice as a licensed 

practical nurse is hereby revoked.  

This Order is effective on the date it is signed by the Board.   

The Board hereby informs Respondent, Tammy Piccirillo, and the Department of this 

Decision.   

 

Dated at Hartford, Connecticut this        day of May, 2020.   

     BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

 
     By        
          Patricia C. Bouffard, D.N.Sc., Chair  

 

 

 
1 Pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. § 19a-17, the Board may impose disciplinary action, as set forth in the Statute, upon a 
finding of the existence of good cause.   



STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

 
 
Amy Slepica, RN                                      Petition No. 2018-1418 
License No. 149557 

MEMORANDUM OF DECISION 

Procedural Background 

On July 30, 2019, the Department of Public Health ("Department") filed  a Statement of 

Charges (“Charges”) with the Board of Examiners for Nursing (“Board”) against Amy Slepica 

(“Respondent”).  Board (“Bd”) Exhibit ("Ex.") 1.  The Charges allege violations of Chapter 378 

of the Connecticut General Statutes ("Conn. Gen. Stat.") by Respondent which would subject 

Respondent’s registered nurse (“RN”) license to disciplinary action pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. 

§§ 19a-17 and 20-99(b).   

On July 31, 2019, the Charges and Notice of Hearing (“Notice”) were sent to Respondent 

scheduling a hearing for October 16, 2019.  Bd. Ex. 2.  The Notice informed Respondent that the 

Board had scheduled a hearing for October 16, 2019.  Subsequently, the October 16, 2019 

hearing was rescheduled to December 18, 2019.  A notice informing Respondent that the hearing 

was rescheduled to December 18, 2019 was sent by certified and first class mail to:  20873 

Hartford Way, Lakeville, MN, 55044.1  On that date, the Notice was also sent to Respondent’s 

electronic mail (“e-mail”) address of record on file with the Department, acady122@gmail.com. 

The United States Postal Service (“USPS”) tracking system indicated that on September 

26, 2019 at 12:17 p.m., the Charges and Notice sent via certified mail to 20873 Hartford Way, 

Lakeville, MN, 55044 were “Delivered, Left with Individual.”  The Charges and Notice sent via 

first class mail to 20873 Hartford Way, Lakeville, MN, 55044 were not returned to the 

Department.  The Notice sent via e-mail to acady122@gmail.com was not returned to the 

Department as undeliverable. 

 
1 Pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. § 19a-89, “Whenever any person holding a license . . . issued by the Department of 
Public Health changes his office or residence address, he shall, within thirty days thereafter notify said department 
of his new office or residence address.”  In this case, Respondent did not provide the Department any notification of 
a change of address as required by § 19a-89.  Therefore, notice was sent to Respondent’s last known address of 
record and service of notice to such address is deemed sufficient.  Dept. Ex. 1, p. 32. 

mailto:acady122@gmail.com
mailto:acady122@gmail.com
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The hearing was held on December 18, 2019.  Respondent failed to appear and she was 

not represented by counsel.  Attorney Matthew Antonetti represented the Department.  Transcript 

(“Tr.”) pages ("pp.") 1-10. 

Respondent did not file an Answer to the Charges.  Tr., p. 4.  Attorney Antonetti orally 

moved to deem the allegations admitted (“Motion”).  The Board granted Attorney Antonetti’s 

Motion.  Tr., pp. 4, 5. 

Each member of the Board involved in this decision attests that he/she was present at the 

hearing or has reviewed the record and that this decision is based entirely on the record, the law, 

and the Board’s specialized professional knowledge in evaluating the evidence.  Pet v. 

Department of Health Services, 228 Conn. 651 (1994). 
 

Allegations 

1. In paragraph 1 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent, of Lakeville, 
Michigan, is the holder of Connecticut license number 149557 as a registered nurse. 

 
Count One 

 
2. In paragraph 2 of the Charges, the Department alleges that on or around December 6, 

2018, the Minnesota Board of Nursing disciplined Respondent’s Minnesota license to 
practice nursing pursuant to a Stipulation and Consent Order (“Minnesota Order”), 
including, in part, limitations on Respondent’s Minnesota license pending completion of 
a nursing refresher course, nursing supervisor reports, and a mental health evaluation and 
compliance with treatment recommendations. 
 

3. In paragraph 3 of the Charges, the Department alleges that the Minnesota Order was 
based, in part, upon multiple findings that Respondent failed to provide appropriate 
patient care and failed to maintain adequate patient records. 
 

4. In paragraph 4 of the Charges, the Department 
alleges that on or around May 14, 2019, the State of Texas Board of Nursing Eligibility 
and Disciplinary Committee revoked Respondent’s Texas nursing license in an action 
premised on the Minnesota Order. 
 

5. In paragraph 5 of the Charges, the Department 
alleges that on or around June 5, 2019, the State of California Board of Registered 
Nursing revoked Respondent’s California nursing license pursuant to a Default Decision 
and Order in Case No. 2019-634 premised on the Minnesota Order.   
 

6. In paragraph 6 of the Charges, the Department 
alleges that the above facts constitute grounds for disciplinary action pursuant to the 
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General Statutes of Connecticut §§ 19a-17(f) and/or 20-99(b), including but not limited 
to, § 20-99(b)(2). 

 
Count Two 

 
7. In paragraph 7 of the Charges, the Department alleges that the allegations set forth in 

paragraphs 1 and 2 are incorporated herein by reference as if set forth in full. 
 

8. In paragraph 8 of the Charges, the Department alleges that on or about December 13, 
2017, Respondent completed her Connecticut application for nursing licensure by 
endorsement. 
 

9. In paragraph 9 of the Charges, the Department alleges that the Respondent answered “no” 
to Question 25 on her licensure application which asks:  “Have you ever been subject to, 
or do you currently have pending, any complaint, investigation, charge or disciplinary 
action by any professional licensing or disciplinary body in any state, the District of 
Columbia, a United States possession or territory, or a foreign jurisdiction or any 
disciplinary board/committee of any branch of the armed services? You need not report 
any complaints dismissed without merit.” 
 

10. In paragraph 10 of the Charges, the Department alleges that on or about November 9, 
2017, a Notice of Conference was sent to Respondent to discuss the allegations in the 
Minnesota matter. 
 

11. In paragraph 11 of the Charges, the Department alleges that on or about November 2, 
2018, Respondent completed her renewal application for her Connecticut nursing license. 
 

12. In paragraph 12 of the Charges, the Department alleges that Respondent answered “no” 
to Question 32 on her renewal application which asks”  “Within the last year, have you 
had any disciplinary action taken against you or any such actions pending by any State, 
federal government jurisdiction, District of Columbia, United States possession or 
territory or foreign jurisdictions licensing/certification authority?” 
 

13. In paragraph 13 of the Charges, the Department alleges that according to the Minnesota 
Order, Respondent and her attorney appeared before a Minnesota Review Panel on 
January 25, 2018 to discuss the allegations made in the Notice of Conference dated 
November 9, 2017 and Respondent and her attorney appeared before the Minnesota 
Office of Administrative Hearing on October 16, 2018 to discuss the Minnesota matter. 
 

14. In paragraph 14 of the Charges the Department 
alleges that the above facts constitute grounds for disciplinary action pursuant to the 
General Statutes of Connecticut §§ 20-99(b), including but not limited to, § 20-99(b)(1) 
and/or 20-99(b)(6). 
 

Findings of Fact 
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1. The Department provided Respondent with reasonable and adequate written notice of the 
December 18, 2019 hearing and the allegations contained in the Charges.  Bd. Ex. 1, 2.  
 

2. On December 18, 2019, the Board convened the scheduled hearing.  Respondent did not 
appear at the hearing and did not request a continuance.  Tr., pp. 1-10. 

 
3. Respondent did not file an Answer to the Charges.  Tr., p. 4. 
 
4. The factual allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 14 of the Charges are deemed 

admitted and true.  Tr., pp. 4, 5. 
 

Discussion and Conclusions of Law 

 The Department bears the burden of proof by a preponderance of the evidence in this 

matter.  Jones v. Connecticut Medical Examining Board, 309 Conn. 727, 739-740 (2013).   

The Department sustained its burden of proof as to all of the allegations contained in the 

Charges. 

Conn. Gen. Stat. §20-99 provides, in pertinent part, that:  

(a) The Board . . . shall have jurisdiction to hear all charges of conduct which 
fails to conform to the accepted standards of the nursing profession 
brought against persons licensed to practice nursing.  After holding a 
hearing . . . said board, if it finds such person to be guilty, may revoke or 
suspend his or her license or take any of the actions set forth in section 
19a-17. . . . 

 
(b) Conduct which fails to conform to the accepted standards of the nursing 

profession includes, but is not limited to, the following: . . . (1) Fraud or 
material deception in procuring or attempting to procure a license to 
practice nursing; . . . (2) illegal conduct, incompetence or negligence in 
carrying out usual nursing functions; . . . (6) fraud or material deception in 
the course of professional services or activities. 

 
Conn. Gen. Stat. § 19a-17(f) provides, in pertinent part: 
 
Such board . . . may take disciplinary action against a practitioner's license or 
permit as a result of the practitioner having been subject to disciplinary action 
similar to an action specified in subsection (a) of this section by a duly authorized 
professional disciplinary agency of any state, the federal government, the District 
of Columbia, a United States possession or territory or a foreign jurisdiction. Such 
board . . . may rely upon the findings and conclusions made by a duly authorized 
professional disciplinary agency of any state, the federal government, the District 
of Columbia, a United States possession or territory or foreign jurisdiction in 
taking such disciplinary action. 
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In accordance with § 19a-9-20 of the Regulations, a hearing shall proceed, “at the time 

and place specified in the notice of hearing, notwithstanding any failure of Respondent to file an 

answer within the time provided.  If no answer has been timely filed, the allegations shall be 

deemed admitted.”  In this case, Respondent failed to file an Answer to the Charges and did not 

appear at the hearing to contest the allegations.  Thus, the allegations are deemed admitted and 

the record establishes that the Department sustained its burden of proof with respect to all of the 

allegations in the Charges.  Tr., pp. 4, 5; Department (“Dept.”) Exhibit (“ Ex.”) 1.   

 In this case, a preponderance of the evidence establishes that the Respondent is of 

Lakeville, Minnesota and holds Connecticut RN license number 149557. Tr., pp.4, 5; Dept. Ex. 

1, p. 3.   

 With respect to Count One of the Charges, the allegations are deemed admitted and a 

preponderance of the evidence establishes that on or around December 6, 2018, the Minnesota 

Board of Nursing disciplined Respondent’s Minnesota license to practice nursing.  The 

Minnesota Order, disciplining Respondent’s nursing license, included, among other mandates 

and restrictions, a limitation on Respondent’s nursing license pending completion of a nursing 

refresher course, a requirement that nursing supervisor reports be submitted to the Minnesota 

Board of Nursing, and a requirement that Respondent submit to a mental health evaluation and 

comply with any and all treatment recommendations. (Tr., pp.4, 5; Dept. Ex, 1, pp. 9-25)  The 

Minnesota Order was based, in part, upon findings that Respondent failed to provide appropriate 

patient care and maintain adequate patient records, (Tr., pp.4, 5; Dept. Ex, 1, pp. 9-25), which 

constitutes a violation of Conn. Gen. Stat. § 20-99(b)(2).  On or around May 14, 2019, the Texas 

Board of Nursing Eligibility and Disciplinary Committee revoked Respondent’s Texas nursing 

license pursuant to a default decision and order that was based on the Minnesota Order. (Tr., 

pp.4, 5; Dept. Ex, 1, pp. 41-60, 79-94)  On or around June 5, 2019, the California Board of 

Registered Nursing revoked Respondent’s California nursing license pursuant to a Default 

Decision and Order in Case No. 2019-634 based on the Minnesota Order. (Tr., pp.4, 5; Dept. Ex, 

1, pp. 61-74, 95-107)  Such actions constitute grounds for disciplinary action pursuant to Conn. 

Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17, 19a-17(f), and 20-99(a). 

 With respect to Count Two of the Charges, the allegations are deemed admitted.  

Moreover, a preponderance of the evidence establishes that on November 9, 2017, a Notice of 
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Conference was sent to Respondent by the Minnesota Board of Nursing.  The Notice of 

Conference informed Respondent that a conference had been scheduled to discuss several 

allegations, including, but not limited to, Respondent’s failure to provide appropriate patient care 

and failure to maintain adequate patient records.  (Tr., pp.4, 5; Dept. Ex, 1, pp. 5, 9)  On 

December 13, 2017, subsequent to receiving the Minnesota Board’s Notice of Conference, 

informing Respondent that allegations were pending regarding her Minnesota nursing license, 

Respondent completed her Connecticut application for nursing licensure by endorsement. On the 

Connecticut nursing license application, Respondent answered “No” to question 25 which 

inquires:  “Have you ever been subject to or do you currently have pending, any complaint, 

investigation, charge or disciplinary action by any professional licensing or disciplinary body in 

any state, the District of Columbia, a United States possession or territory, or a foreign 

jurisdiction or any disciplinary board/committee of any branch of the armed services? You need 

not report any complaints dismissed without merit.” (Tr., pp.4, 5; Dept. Ex, 1, pp. 109, 110, 123-

126) 

 On January 25, 2018, Respondent and her attorney appeared before a Minnesota Review 

Panel to discuss the allegations made in the November 9, 2017 Notice of Conference.  (Tr., pp.4, 

5; Dept. Ex, 1, pp. 5-9)  On October 16, 2018, Respondent and her attorney appeared before the 

Minnesota Office of Administrative Hearings to discuss the allegations outlined in the Minnesota 

Notice of Conference.  (Tr., pp.4, 5; Dept. Ex, 1, pp. 5-9)   

 On November 2, 2018, Respondent completed her renewal application for her 

Connecticut nursing license and answered “No” to question 32, which inquires of the applicant:  

“Within the last year, have you had any disciplinary action taken against you or any such actions 

pending by any state or federal government jurisdiction, District of Columbia, United States 

possession or territory or foreign jurisdictions licensing/certification authority?” (Tr., pp.4, 5; 

Dept. Ex, 1, pp. 109, 127-129).  Respondent’s conduct constitutes fraud or material deception in 

violation of Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 20-99(b)(1) and (6) and grounds for disciplinary action pursuant 

to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17, 19a-17(f), and 20-99(a). 

 The Board concludes that Respondent’s conduct, as alleged in the Counts One and Two 

of the Charges, and as deemed admitted and established by a preponderance of the evidence, 

constitutes grounds for disciplinary action pursuant to Conn. Gen Stat. §§ 20-99(a), 20-99(b)(1), 

(2) and (6), 19a-17 and 19a-17(f).   The Board further concludes based upon a preponderance of 
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the evidence that Respondent cannot practice as a registered nurse with reasonable skill and 

safety.  

 

Order 

 Based on the record in this case, the above findings of fact and conclusions of law, and 

pursuant to the authority vested in it by Conn. Gen. Stat. §§ 19a-17 and 20-99, the Board finds 

that the misconduct alleged and proven is severable and warrants the disciplinary action imposed 

by this order:  

1. Respondent’s license number 149557 to practice as a registered nurse in the State of 

Connecticut is hereby REVOKED based on the disciplinary action imposed by the 

Minnesota Board of Nursing for Respondent’s failure to provide appropriate patient care 

and maintain adequate patient records. 

2. Respondent’s license number 149557 to practice as a registered nurse in the State of 

Connecticut is hereby REVOKED based on the false statements Respondent made on 

December 13, 2017 on her Connecticut application for nursing licensure by endorsement 

and on November 2, 2018 on her nursing license renewal application. 

3. This Memorandum of Decision becomes effective upon signature.   

 

The Board of Examiners for Nursing hereby informs Respondent, Amy Slepica, and the 

Department of this decision.   

 

Dated at Hartford, Connecticut this _________ day of ____________________________, 2020.   

      BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING 

  
      By        
            Patricia C. Bouffard, D.N.Sc., Chair  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 























































































  

BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING  
   
April 13, 2020  
   

  

Karina Francis     
2A Westchester Hills  
Colchester, CT  06415  

  VIA EMAIL ONLY (kfrancis033@yahoo.com)  

   
 Brittany Allen, Staff Attorney   VIA EMAIL ONLY  

Department of Public Health   
410 Capitol Avenue, MS #12LEG  PO 
Box 340308   
Hartford, CT  06134-0308   
  
RE: Karina Francis, RN - Petition No. 2020-157   
 

RULING ON REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE  
 

Respondent emailed the Board office on April 9, 2020, requesting a continuance of the hearing 
scheduled for April 15, 2020.  Without objection from the Department of Public Health, 
respondent’s request is granted.   
 

The hearing has been rescheduled for Wednesday, May 20, 2020, at 9:00 a.m. at the 
Department of Public Health Complex, 470 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut in 
conference room 470-A/B.   
 

The Summary Suspension of respondent’s registered nurse license remains in effect.  
   
FOR: BOARD OF EXAMINERS FOR NURSING  
  

  BY:      /Jeffrey A. Kardys/    
            Jeffrey A. Kardys, Administrative Hearings Specialist / Board Liaison  
            Department of Public Health  
            410 Capitol Avenue, MS #13PHO  
            PO Box 340308  
            Hartford, CT  06134-0308  
            Tel.  (860) 509-7566               FAX (860) 707-1904  
   

 
  

  

Phone: (860)  509 - 75 66   •   Fax: (860)  707 - 1904   
Telecommunications Relay Service   7 - 1 - 1   

410  Capitol Avenue, P.O. Box  340308   
Hartford, Connecticut  06134 - 0308   

www.ct.gov/dph   
Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer   
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