BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PHARMACY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against:

COSTCO CORP. DBA COSTCO
PHARMACY #454

115 Technology Drive

Irvine, CA 92618

Pharmacy Permit No. PHY 41247
LAURA CODY MORRIS

215 Deinenger Circle

Corona, CA 92880

Pharmacist License No. RPH 46609

Respondents.

Case No. 5324
OAH No. 2015081057
STIPULATED SETTLEMENT AND

DISCIPLINARY ORDER FOR PUBLIC
REPROVYAL (LAURA CODY MORRIS)

DECISION AND ORDER

The attached Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order for Public Reproval is

hereby adopted by the Board of Pharmacy, Department of Consumer Affairs, as its Decision

in this matter.

This Decision shall become effective at 5:00 p.m. on September 23, 2016.

Tt is so ORDERED on August 24, 2016.

BOARD OF PHARMACY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

By
Amy Gutierrez, Pharm.D.
Board President
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Fax: (916) 574-8618
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August 24, 2016

Laura Cody Mortis
215 Deinenger Circle
Corona, CA 92880

Re: LETTER OF PUBLIC REPROVAL
In the Matter of the Accusation Against:
Laura Cody Motris, et al., Pharmacist License No, RPH 46609

Dear Ms. Morris:

On April 13, 2015, the Board of Pharmacy, Department of Consumer Affairs, State of
California, filed an Accusation against your Pharmacist License. The Accusation alleged that you
engaged in unprofessional conduct as follows:

(1) When you failed to comply with your corresponding responsibility to ensure that
controlled substances were dispensed for a legitimate medical purpose in violation of Health &
Safety Code section 11153(a).

(2) When you dispensed controlled substance prescriptions with significant errors,
omissions, irregularities, uncertainties, ambiguities or alterations in violation of California Code
of Regulations, title 16, sections 1761(a) and (b).

(3) When you engaged in the activities set forth above in violation of Business and
Professions Code section 4301.

Accordingly, in resolution of this matter under the authority provided under Business and
Professions Code section 495, the Board of Pharmacy, Department of Consumer Affairs issues
this letter of public reproval.

Sincerely,

VIRGINTA HEROLD

UL./?,;' '/u_;—
Executive Officer

Board of Pharmacy
Department of Consumer Affairs
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KAMALA D. HARRIS .
Attorney General of California

| GrREGORY J. SALUTE

Supervising Deputy Attorney General
DESIREE L. KBLLOGG

‘Deputy Attorney General

State Bar No. 126461
600 West Broadway, Suite ;1800
San Diego, CA 92101
P.O. Box 85266
San Diego, CA 92186-5266
Telephone: (619) G45-2996
Facsimile: (619) 645-2061
Attorieys for Complainani

BEFORE THE -
BOARD OF PHARMACY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against:

COSTCO CORP. DBA COSTCO
PHARMACY #454
115 Technology Drive

- Irvine, CA 92618

Pharmacy Permit No, PHY 41247
LAURA CODY MORRIS

215 Deinenger Circle

Corona, CA 92880 o
Pharmacist License No. RPH 46609 |

Respondents.

Case No. 5324 .

OATH No. 2015081057

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT AND
DISCIPLINARY ORDER FOR PUBLIC
REPROVAL (LAURA CODY MORRIS)

[Bus. & Prof. Code § 495]

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the parties to the above-

entitled proceedings that the following maiters are true:

PARTIES

1. VIRGINIA HEROLD (Complainant) is the Executive Officer of the Board of

Phatmacy. She brought this action solely in her official capacitﬁr and is tepresented in this matter

by Kamala D. Harris, Attorney Gcnerai of the State of California, by Desiree 1. Kellogg, Deputy

" Attorney General.

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT (5324)
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- Suite 2600, Los Angeles, CA 90071,

2. Respondent Costco Corp..dba Costco Pharmacy #454 (Respondent) is represjented in

' this proceeding by attorneys Helaine W. Heydemann and Brandie Gasper of Locke Lord LLP,

whose address is: 111 SoutliWacker Drive, Chicago, 1L ‘60606 and 300 South Grand Avenue,

X
3. Onor about November 12, 1995, the Board of Phannacy issued Pharmacy Permit No,

PHY 41247- to Costco Corp. dba Costeo Pharmacy #454. The Pharmacy Permit was in full force

and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought in Accusation No. 5324 and will expire on

October 1, 2016, unle‘ss renewed | 1

4. Onor about August 19 1993, the Board of Phannacy issued Pharmacist Lwense

Number RPH 46609 to Laura Cody Morns (Respondent). The Pharmaelst License was in full

[ force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and will expire on June 30,

2017, unless renewed.

JURISDICTION

5. Accusation No. 5324 was filed before the Board of Pharmacy (Board) Department of

Consumer Affans and is currently pending agamst Respondent The Accusation and all other

statutorily 1'equired documents were propetly served on Respondent on April 13, 2015,

Respondent tnnely filed her N ot1ce of Defense contestmg the Accusation. A copy of Aceusatlon _

No. 5324 is. attached as exhibit A and incorporated herein by 1efe1'ence

ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS

6.  Respondent has carefully read, fully discussed with counsel, and understands the
charges and allegations in Accusation No., 5324. Respondent has also carefully read, fully

discussed with counsel, and understands the effects of this Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary

: Ordel for Publlc Reproval.

7. Respondent is fully aware of her legal 11ghts in this matter, including the r1ght toa
hearing on the charges and allegations in the Accusation; the right to confront and cross-examine
the witnesses against her; the right to present evidence and to testify on her own behalf; the right

to the issuance of subpoenas to compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT (§324)
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documentis; the right to reconsideration and court review of an adverse decision; and all other
rights accorded by the California Administrative Proc.:edure Act and other applicable Iaws'.
8. Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently waives and gives ﬁp.each and |
every right set forth above. ‘
| CULPABILITY

9. Respondent understands and agrees that the charges and allegations in Accusation

'No. 5324, if proven at a hearing, constitute cause for imposing discipline upon her Pharmacist

" License.

10.  For the purpose of resolving the Accusation without the expense and uncertainty of
further proceedings, Respondent agrees that, at a hearing, Complainant could establish a factual
basis for the charges in the Accusation, and that Respondent hereby gives up its right to COf;test

those charges.

'11.  Respondent agrees that her Pharmacist License is subject to discipline and they agree |

to be bound by the Disciplinary Order below.
'  CONTINGENCY

12, This stipulation shall be subject to approval by the Board of Pharmacy. Respondent

" understands and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of the Board of Phaimacy- may

communicate directly with the Board regarding this stipulation and settlement, without notice to
or participation by Respondent or her counsel. By signing the stiﬁulation, Respondent
understands and agrees that she may not withdraw its agreement or seek to rescind the stipulation

prior to the time the Board considers and acts upon it. If the Board fails to adopt this stipulation

as its Decision and Order, thé Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order for Public Reproval

shall be of no force or effect, except for this parégraph, it shall be inadmissible in any legal action
Between the parties, and the Board shall not be disqualified from further action by having -
considered this maiter, o '

13, The parties understand and agree that Portable Document Format (PDF) and facsimile

copies of this Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order for Public Reproval, including :

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT (5324)
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Portable Document Format (PDF) and facsimile signatures thereto, shall have the same force and
effect as the originals.
14, This Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order for Public Repreval is intended by

the parties to be an integrated writing representing the complete, ﬁnal,' and exclusive embodiment

' of their agreement. It supersedes any and all prior or contemiporaneous agreements,

understandings, discussions, negotiations, and commitments (written or oral). This Stipulated

| Settlement and Disciplinary Order for Pnblic Reproval may not be altered, amended, modified,

supplemented, ot othervﬁse changed except by a writing executed by an autherized representative |-
of each of the parties.

15, In consideration of the foregoing admissions and stipulations, the partws agree that
the Board may, without further notice or formal proeeedmg, issue and enter the following
D1sc:1phnary Order: ' _

DISCIPLINARY ORDER

IT18 HEREBY ORDERED that Pharmacist License No. RPH 46609 issued to Respondent
Laura Cody Morris (Respondent) shall be publicly reproved by the Board of Pharmacy under _ '
Business and Professions Code section 495. The letter issued to ReSpendent shall be in
snbstantinlly the same form as the letter attached as Exhibit B to this stipulation.

ITIS FU_RTHER ORDERED that Respondent shall comply with terms and conditions as
set for the below. Any violation of the terms and conditiens shall constitute unprofessional -
conduct and grounds fot further discipliriary action.

1. Within sixty (60) days of the effective date of this decision, Respondent shall
snbfnit to the Board or its designee, for prior approval, an appropﬁate program of reinedial
education related to corresponding responsibi.lity -(preferably the remedial education course which :
Costeo Corporahon $ Pharmacy Regional Managers w11[ be tal{mg) The program of remedml

education shall consist of at least six (6) hours, Whlch shall be completed in-per son and within

one.(1) year of the effective date of this decision, at Respondent’s or her employer’s expense,

- Failure to timely submit or complete the approved remedial education shall be considered a

violation of this agreement. Respondent shall submit written proof in a form acceptable to the

4

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT (5324)
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board, of such sugoessful spmpletion of remedial odueation to the bourd or its designee.
' ACCEPTANCE

I have oarefully read the above Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinﬁ Order f‘oli‘ Publis .
Reproval and haye fully diseussed it with my attomeys, Helaing W. Heydemann and Brandie -

Gagper. [ understand the' stipulation and the effect it will have on my Pharmacist License. [ enter

 nite this Stipulated Settlemerit and Disciplinary Urder for Public Reproval velimarily,

knowingty, and intelligenﬂx,' aned agaba to.be bowund by the Deacision and Order of the Boaxd of

Fhﬁrmwy: - .
. . ' " . ° X ‘ ; .
DATED: é//([’//(d Z:aga. M%
k o AURA CODY MORKIS
Respondent

I have read oo fully- discussed with Respondent Lavra Cody Morris the tertns and
&onditions and other matters contained in the above Stiﬁulated Settlement and Disclolinary Order
for'Bublic Reproval. | approve iis form and sontent. oL o

DATED: b/ r;a‘/ acie  Melpie dismnona

HELATNE W, HEZLDEMANN
Attoeney fo 3 Respondent.

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT (32243 |
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Consumer Affairs.

DATEﬁ: | é//g’//(,

$D2014708110
81337078.doc

ENDORSEMENT

- The foregoing Stipulated Setﬂeﬁwnt and Disciplinary Order for Public Reproval is hereby

' respectfully submitted for consideration by the Board of Pharmacy of the Department of

Respectfully submitted,

KAMALA D, HARRIS
Attorney General of California

(REGOR
Super

DESIREE [.
Attorney Genkral
5 for Comptainant -

Deputy
Attorne

3 sng Dep .#“‘ ttorney General .

ALUTE

/>

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT (5324)
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K amALA D, HARRIS .
Attorney General of California
GREGORY I. SALUTE
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
DESIREE [, KBLLOGG '
Deputy Attorney General
State Bar No, 126461
110 West "A" Street, Suite 1100
San Diego, CA 92101
P.O. Box 85266 ,
San Diego, CA 92186-5266
Telephone: (619) 645-2996
Facsimile: (619) 645-2061
Airarneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PHARMACY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA -

In the Matter of fhe Accusation Against: Case No. 5324

COSTCO CORP, DBA COSTCO
PHARMACY #454

113 Technology Drive ACCUSATION
Irvine, CA 92618 ' e :
Pharmacy Permit No. PHY 41247
LATURA CODY MORRIS

2900 Bakers St

Costa esa, CA

Pharmacist License No, RPH 46609

Respondents. |-

Complainant alleges: - _
PARTIES

1,  Virginia Herold (Complain@t) brings this Accusation solely in her official capacity

as the Executive Officer of the Board of Pharmacy, Depariment of Consumer Affairs.

2. On or about November 12, 1995, the Board of Pharmacy issued Pharmacy Pe;nnit

Number PHY 4124’? to Costee Corp., doing business as Costca Pharmacy #4554 (ReSpondenf

Agcusation
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‘Busmcss and Professions Code unlcss othmwme indicated.

‘the Pharmacy Law [Bus. & Prof. Code, § 4000 ¢t s'cq.] and the Usiform Controtled Substances

Costco Pharmacy). The Pharmacy Permit was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the
charges brought herein and will expire on October 1, 2013, unless renewed.

. 3. Onorabout August 19, 1993, the Board of Pharmacy issued Pharmacist License
Number RPH 46609 to Laura Cedy Morris (Respondent Laura Cody Motds). The Pharacist
License was in tull force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and will
expire on June 30, 2015, unless reﬁewcd.

| JURISDICTION
4. This Accusation is brought hefore the Board of Pharmacy (Board), Department of

Consumer Affairs, under the authority of the followirg laws. All section references ate to the

5. Secnon 4011 of the Code provides that the Board shall administer and emforce both

Act [Health & Safery Code, § 11000 et seq.].

6. .Section 4300(a) of the Code provides that every license issued by the Board may be

suspended or revoked.

7. Section 43001 of thc Code states:

The expiration, cancellation, forfeiture, or suspension of a board-issued license
by operation of law or by order or decision of the board or a court of law, the :
placeinent of a license on a retired status, or the voluntary surrender of a Teense by a
ligensee shall not deprive the board of juxisdiction to commence or proceed with any

investigation of, or action or disciplinary proceeding against, the licensee or to render
A decision suspending or revoking the license,

STATUTORY AND REGULATORY PROVISIONS

B, Section 4301 of the Code states in pertinent part:

The bohrd shall take action against any holder of a license who is guilty of
uuplofessmnal conchict or whose license has been procured by fraud or

mistepresentation or issued by mistake. Unprofessional conduct shall include, but is
not limited to, any of the following:

(i) The violation of any of the statutes of this state, or any other state, or of the
United Statesregulating controlled substances and dangerous drugs....

=~

Accusation




. (0) Violating or attempting to violate, directly or indirectly, or assisting in or
abetting the violation of or conspiring to violate a‘nl,' Provision or term of this chapter
or of the applicable federal and state laws and regulations govaming pharmacy,

including regulations established by the board or any other state or federal regulatory
agency.

9. Section 411 3(¢) of the Code states:

~ The pharmacist-in-charge shall be resplonsible for a pharmacy’s comphiance
with ali state and feceral laws and yegulations pertaining to the practice of pharmacy.

10,  Health and Safety Code section 11153({a) states:

A prescription for a controlled substance shall only. be issued for a legitimate
medical purpose by an individual prectitioner acting in the usual course of his or her
professional practice. The responsibility for the proper preseribing and dispensing of
conirolled substances is upon the preseribing practitioner, but a corresponding
responsibility rests with the pharmacist who fills the prescripiion. Except as
authorized by this division, the following are not legal prescriptions: (1) an order
purporting to be a prescription which is 1ssued not in the usual course of
professional treatment or in legitimate and authorized research; or (2) an order for an
addict or habitual user of controlled substances, which is issued not in the course of
professional treatment or as part of an euthorized parcotic treatment program, for the
purpose of providing the user with controlled substances, sufficient to keep him or
her comfortable by maintaining customary use.

11.  Section 1707.3 oftitle 16, Califernia Code of Regulations states:

~ Prior to consultation as set forth in section 1707.2, a pharmacist shall review a
patient’s drug therapy and medication record before each prescription drug is
delivered, The review shall include screening for severe potential drug therapy
problems, ' ‘

12.  Bection 1&61 of title 16, California Code of Regulations states:

(&) No pharmacist shall compound or dispense any presoription which containg
any significant error, omigsion, irregularity, uncertainty, ambiguity or alteration.
Upon teceipt of any such prescription, the pharmacist shall contact the prescriber to
obtain the information needed to validate the prescription,

(b) Even after conferring with the prescriber, a pharmacist shall not compound
or dispense a controlled substance prescription where the pharmacist kiiows or has

objective reason to know that said prescription was not issued for a legitimate
medical purpese. ' :

La¥

Agcusation |
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COST RECOVERY
13.  Section 125.3 of the Code provides, in pertinent part, that the Board may request the
adroinistrative law judge to direct a licentiete found to have committed a violation or violaﬁoné of
the licensing act to pay a sum not t'o exceed the reasonable costs of the m.vestigation and

enforeement of the case.

DRUGS
14. Ambien is the brand name for zolpidem, a Schedule IV controlled substance pursuant

to Health and Safety Code seetion 11057(d) and a dangerous drug pursuant to Busmcss and
owessmns Code sectzon 4022,

15, Klonopm is the brand name for clonazepam a Schedule I'V controlled substance

pnrsuant to Health and Safety Code section 11057(b)(7) and 2 dangerous dxug pursuant to

Busmess and Professions Code section 4022,

16, MS Contin is the biand name for morphine sulfate, a Schedule 11 controlled substance

pursuant to }':Iealth and Safety Code section 11055 (b)(l)(L) and a dangerous drug pursuant to

Business and Professions Code sectlon 4022,

17, Ostyeontin 'and OxyIR arve brand names for oxycodone or oxycodone ER respectively
and are Schedule II controlled substances pursuant to Health and Safety (_Iode seotion

11055(b)(1H(M) and dangerous drugs pursﬁant to Business and Professions Code section 4022,

18.  Percocet is the brand name for acetaminophen/oxycodone, a Schedulc If controlled
substarice pursuant to Health and Safety Code section. 11055(b)(1)(L) and a dangerous drug

puzsuant to Business and Professions Code section 40722.

19. Somﬂ is the brand name for carisporodol, & Schedule TV controlled substance pursuant

to Health and Safety Code section 11055(b)(1)(L) and a dangerous drug pursuant to Business and |

Professions Code sectmn 4022,

20, Vicodin/Noreg is the braﬁd name for acetaminophenfh}rdrqcodone, a Schedule II1
controlled substance pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 11056(e)(5) and a dangerous

drug pursnant to Business and Professions Code section 4022,

Accusation
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21, Xanax is the brand name for elprazolam, a Schedule IV controlled substance pursuant
tp Health and Safety Code section 11057(d)(1) and a dangerous drug pursuant to Busmcss and
owesmom Code sec‘hon 4022,

| FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

22, From November 17, 1995 through February 21, '2.014,' Respondent Laura Morris was
the Pharmacist-in-Charge of Respondent Costeo Pharma.py.

23. Effective 2000 through October 2009, Respondent Costco Pharmacy implemented &
policjr setting forth the pﬁrameters for its pharmacists to dispense controlled substances to

patients, This policy and procedure provided that Respondent Costeo Pharmacy could only

support its pharmacist’s décision to decline to fill a prescription for controlled substances if it was |

“baged on sound medical reasoning and the ﬁppropriate- communication with the prescriber and
the patient has oeourred,” '

‘24, BEffective November 28, 2009 through July 11, 2012 Respondeni Costeo Pharmacy
1mplemented a revised pohcy and pr ocedure sattmg fortr the para,meters for its pharmacists to
dispense controlled substances to patients, Tms policy and procedure provxded that Respondent
Costee Pharmacy would only support a phmmaclst’s decxsl.on to deny filling a prescnptmn for
controlied substances if that d(,usmn was rcwewe,d and approved by a Regional Phermecy
Supervisor. The policy dnd procedure fur‘thcr pmwded that * only in exireme cases and only upon
collaboration with your Regional Pharmacy Supemsor will refusal of pharmacy service be
considered. .. Prior to refusing to fill & prescription OR denying any immediate or future pharmacy
service for suspicion of fraud, the ﬁharmacist on duty or pharmacy manager must contact the
Ragioﬁal Pharmacy Supervisor... There must be no doubt that a prescription is fraudulent prior to
taking any action or refusing pharmacy service and then only with the proper approvals...Jf need
be, dispense enough of the medication until the prescriber Gaﬁ be contacted to confirm frand.”

25, Effective July 12, 2012 through June 3, 2013 'Respondem Costco Pharmacy -
iraplemented a revised pohcy and pmuedure (Controlled Substance Dispensing Policy) sefting
forth the parameters for its pharmacl sts to dispense contro]led substances to patients, The revised

policy and procedure provided that “[wlhen presented with a controlied substance prescription,

5

Aceusation
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Costeo pharmacists must balance providing a high level of member service with ensuring that the
preseription is valid and issued for n legitimatle medical purpose. Each controlled substance

prescription should be evaluaied for *when to {ill, when to question, when to delay and when to
L3 L

refuse.”™ The policy aud procedure siill required the Regional Pharmacy Supervisor’s review and

approval before the filling of & controlled substance preseription cowld be denied. Tn order to

deny filling a controlled substance preseription, a pharmacist had to show that there was “clear

evidence or sufficient reason to suspect a forgery or otherwise invalic prescription” exeept if there

was “confitmed evidence of overlapping therapy” or “confirmation of a fraudwlent prescription.”
The policy and procedure funther provided that “Jw]ith few exceptions (see Controilccd Substance
Dispeﬁsing Policy) collaboration with your Regional Pharmacy Supervisor is necessary before
refusal of ymu" pharmacy service... There must be no doubt that a prescrip:tion is ravdulent prior
fa. 1.;al<i.n,g any action or reflising phermacy services.” -

26 . From 2000 1111'éx1gh May 201 3, fha Regional ljlharmztcy Stnpel*visoi‘ made the ultimate
deqisioh as to wiw‘ther to dispense a controlied substance preseription. A pharmacist eould also
not contact law enforcement about a guestionable controlled substance prescription without prior
approval and knowledge of the Iir:gicnaﬂ. Pharmacy Supervisor and ‘Warehouse Managem.em.
Pharmacists were disciplined for violating these plolioias and procedures.

27.  Asaresult of these policies and procedures, Responderrts impeded, pharmacists from

exercising their professional judgment to fill controlied substance prescriptions and to fulfil) theiv
corresponding responsibility to ensure that controlled substance ﬁréscriptions were issued for
legitimaie medival purposes. These policies and procedures further allowed for the dispensing,
filling and furnishing of drugs without imgiiimfm medical ‘]ﬁﬂ:pas&s by Respendents and for a lack
of research or verifying if prescriptions were written for a legitimate medical purpose before
flling them, as discussed! in the following paragraphs. ‘
28, From May 15, 2007 through August iS, 2010, Respondents filled and dispensed 156
controlled substances prescriptions \ﬁiﬁ&n by D LT, The average age of Dr LTs p'.atiems was

29 years old, The majority of these presoriptions were paid in caghy, Patients traveled an average

of 33 miles from Dr. L.T."s offices to Respondent Costco Pharmacy. Dr. L.T. was not certified as

6
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a pain ma.nagcrrient provider or affiliated with the American Board of Physical Medicine and
Rehabilitation. There was no stepwise plan for anti-anxiety as Dr. 1..T.’s prescriptions were

writlen for an initial therapy that began with high doses of anti-anxiety medications without

| evidence of prior therapy that would have suggested a stepwise approach.

29,  On February 3, 2012, a Second Amended Accusation was filed against Dr. L. T, for
among other canses for discipline, gross negligence, repéated negligent acts, issuing controlled
substances prescriptions for an illegitimate purpose, making and sighing false documents,
unprofessional conduct for dispehsing, preseribing and furnishing dangerous drugs without an
approprifite prior examination and medical indication to iaatien‘ts, excessive prescribing and

committing dishonest/corrupt acts. Effective March 14, 2012, the Osteopaﬂ.w.ic Medical Board of

 California accepted the surrender of Dr. L.T.'s osteopathic physician and surgeon cextificate.

30, Fiom Febroary 2, 2006 throilgh Yuly 5, 2006, Respondents filled and dispensed 20
prescriptions written by Dr, V.L. The average age of Dr. V.L.’s patients was 24 years old. Dr. .
Y.L.’s 1Siescriljtions wete written for an excessive quantity of controlled substances (i.e.,
hydrocodone/APAP 10/325mg with the average tiumber of tablets equaling 180) and.unusua]ly
high dosages or strength (I e., 40-50 mg of h‘ydrocodone and 1-1.5 mg of Tylenol per day).
Patients traveled an average of 17 miles from Dr. V.L.’s ofﬁqeé to Respondem Costeo Pharmacy.

Dr. V.L. was not certified as a pain menagement provide or affiliated with the American Board of

Pii);sical Medicine and Rehabilitation,

-

31, On June 15,.2(-)09, in the United Stﬁtes ﬁistfict‘ Court for the Central District of
California, Dr. V.1 pléaded gﬁilty to 15 counts charging violations of Title 18 U.S.C. § 841
(8)(1), intentional and unlawful distribution and dispensing of Schedule [l and Il controlled
substances outside the scdpe of profeésional practice, Effective October 1, 2010, the Medical
Board of California adopted a Decision revoking his license for convictions of crimes that are
substantially related to the practice of medicine, vi DIaﬁng fede&a] laws regulating dangerous drugs
or controlled substances and engaging in acts involving dishonesty or corruption, '
.32, FromJuly 27, 200:’; through November 19, 2008, Respondents filled and dispensed 4_7
prescriptions wiitten by Dr. C.G. The average age of Dr, C.G.’s patients was 26 years old,

7
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patients traveled an average of 27 miles from Dr, C.G.’s offices to Respondent Costéo Pharmacy.
Dr. C.G. was not certified as a pain management provider or affiliated with the American Board

of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation. There was no stepwise plan for anti-anxiety as Dr.

- (.78 prescriptions were written for an initial therapy that began with high doses of anti-anxiety

medications without evidence of prior therapy that would have suggested a stepwise approach,

13, On or about June 1, 2008, Dr. C.G. was convicted upon her plea 6f nolo contemfere
in a criminal proceec]iﬁg filed in Los Angeles County Superior Court tc; the felonies of uﬁiawfully
preseribing controlled substances, in violation of Health and Safety Code section 11153(a) and
prescribing or administering prescription drugs to an addict or habitual user, in violation of Health
and Safety Code zection 11156, On or about Septembar 12, 2008, a First Amended Accusation
was filed against Dr. C.G. for among other causes for discipline, gross negligence, repeated -
negligent a;:ts,'pmscribing t0 aﬁ addict, prescribing without appropriate examination, failure to
maintain adequate arid accurate records and excessive prescribing. Effective March 23,.2009, Dr

C.Gs ‘p’hﬁrsician and su‘rgabn’s certificate was placed on probation for seven years by the Medical

B;,oard of Celifornia,

FIRST CAUSE TOR DISCIFLINQ
(Failing to Comply with Corresponding Resp onsibility
for Legitimate Controlled Substance Pfescriptians)

34. Respondents are subject to disciplinary action under Code section 4301(3), for
violating I-lealth and Safety Code section 11153(a), in that they failéd.to gomply with their
corresponding responsibility to ensure that controlled substances were dispensed for a legitimate
medical purpose when Respondents ﬁlnished preécriptions for éoﬁtrol__lec’l substances sven though
“red flags” were present, indicating those preseriptions were not issued for a legitimate medical

purpose, as set forth in paragraphs 22 through 33 above, which are incorporated hersin by

reference.

Accusation
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SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Dispensing Controlled Substance i’rescripﬁons with Significant Errors, dmissions,
: - Irregularities, Uncertainties, Ambiguities or Alterations)

33, Respondents are subject to di.sciplinaly action under Code section 4301(0), for
violating title 16, California Code of Regulations, sections 1761(a) and (b) in that they dispénsed
prescriptions for controlled substances, which contained significant errors, omissions,
irregularities, uncertainties, ambiguities or alteratioﬁs, as set forth in paragraphs 22 through 33
above, which are incorporated herein by reference, -

THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Unprqfessidnal Conduct) )

36. Respondents are subject to disciplinary action under Code section 4301 for
unpmfessionai conduet in that they engaged in the activities deSC1'i5ed in paragraphs 22 through
33 above, which are incorpc};t*atecl herein by reference. . o

~ DISCIPLINARY CONSIDERATIONS
37.. To determine the degree of disciplirie, if any, to be imposed on Respondent Costco

Pharmacy, Complainant alleges that on May 17, 2012, the Board issued Citation number CI2011 |

49350 against Respondent Costeo Pharmacy for violating California Code of Regulations, title
16, section 1764 and Civil Code section 56.10 for the unauthofized disclosure of prescription and
medical information. The Board is@ucd_ a fine which Respo_rident paid. .‘
PRAYER

WE-IEREFORE,‘ ComPiaiﬁant requests that a hearing be held on thdmgtters herein all'eged,
and thﬁt following the hearing, the Board of Pharmacy issue a decigion: ‘

1.  Revoking or suspending Pharmacy Pt;,rmit Number PHY 41247 issued to Cesteo
Cotp., doing business as Costoo Pharmacy #454; ‘

2.  Revoking or sus"pending Pharmecist License Number RPE 46609 issued to Laura

Cody Moiris; -

Agcusation
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3. Ordering Costeo Corp., doing business as Costeo Pharmacy #454 and Laura Cody
Morris to pay the Board of Pharmacy the reasonable costs of the investigation and enforcement of
this ©ase, pursuant to Buginess and Professions Code section 1253,

4. Teking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

VIRGINIK HEROLD

Exseutiv Teer

Board of Pharmacy

Department of Consumer Affairs
State of Caltfornia

Complainant

SD2014708110
71024298.doe
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Exhibit B

Letter of Public Reproval




Date:

' _Lauia Cody Morris
215 Deinenger Circle

Corona, CA 92880

Re: LETTER OF PUBLIC REPROVAL
In the Matter of the Accusation Against:
Laura Cody Morris, et al., Pharmacist License No, RPH 46609 .

Dear Ms. Morris:

On April 13, 2015, the Board of Pharmacy, Department of Consumer Affairs, State of

'Califdrm'd filed an Accusation against your Pharmacist License. The Accusation alleged that you ‘
.engaged in unprofessional conduct as follows: '

(1) When you failed to comply with your corrcspondmg 1esp0r131b111ty to ensure that
controlled substances were dispensed for a legitimate medical purpose in violation of Health & -
Safcty Code section 11153(&)

(2) When you dispensed controlled substance prescriptions with significant errors,

- omissions, irregularities, uncertainties, ambiguities or alterations in Vlolatlon of California Code

of Regulatmns title 16, sectlons 1761(a} and (b).

(3) When you engaged in the activities set forth above in violation of Business and
Professions Code section 4301.

- Accordingly, in resolution of this matter under the authority provided under Business and
Professions Code section 495, the Board of Pheumacy, Depaltmeni of Consumer Affairs issues:
this letier of pubhc reproval.

Sincerely,

VIRGINIA HEROLD

Executive Officer -
Board of Phatmacy
Department of Consumer Affairs






