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

In the Matter of the Accusation Against:
' Case No. 5527

LIVE OAK PHARMACY
RANJIT SINGH, Owner/Pharmacist-In-Charge OAH No. 2016041126
9970 Live Oak Blvd.
Live Oak, CA 95953

Original Pharmacy Permit No. PHY 45317
RANJIT SINGH

3215 Pennington Road

Live Qak, CA 95953

Original Pharmacist License No. RPH 46870

Respondents.

DECISION AND ORDER
The attached Stipulated Surrender of License and Order 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 June 8, 2017,
It is so ORDERED on May 9, 2017,

BOARD OF PHARMACY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

By

Amy Gutierrez, Pharm.D.
Board President




WO 1 v it B W ke

T e
gﬁggﬁﬁﬁgg\smq@m&'mmmo

XAVIER BECERRA
Attorney General of California
KENT D. HARRIS
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
PHILLIP L. ARTHUR
Deputy Attorney General
State Bar No. 238339
1300 I Street, Suite 125
P.0. Box 944255
Sacramento, CA. 94244-2550
Telephone: (916) 322-0032
Facsimile: (916)327-8643
E-mail: Phillip. Arthur@doj.ca.gov
Attorneys for Complainant

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

In the Matter of the First Amended Accusation | Case No. 5527

Against:
' OAH No. 2016041126
LIVE OAK PHARMACY ' '
RANJIT SINGH, Owner/Pharmacnst-In- STIPULATED SURRENDER OF
Charge - LICENSE AND ORDER
9970 Live Oak Blvd. ' '
Live Qak, CA 95953

Original Pharmacy Permit No. PHY 45317
and

RANJIT SINGH

3215 Pennington Road

Live Qak, CA 95953 - -

Original Pharmacist License No. RPH 46870

Respondents.

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the parties o the above-
entitled proceedings that the following matters are true: '
. PARTIBS

1. Virginia Herold (Complainant) is the ercutlve Officer of the Board of Pharmacy

(Board). She brought this action solely in her official capacity and is represented in this matter by

Stipulated Surrender of License (Case No. 5527)




AC=TN - B = Y s - L o

e S S S G G S S o

Xavier Becerra, Attorney General of the State of California, by Phillip L. Arth:ur, Deputy
Attorney General.

2. Ranjit Singh (Respondent), owner/pharmacist-in-charge of Live Oak Pharmacy, is
i"epresented in this proceeding by attorney Herbert L. Weinberg, Esq., whose address is 1990 S.
Bundy Drive, Suite 777, Los Angeles, CA 90025.

3. Onor about April 12, 2001, the Board issued Original Pharmacy Permit Number
PHY 45317 to Respondent, owner and pharmacist-in-charge of Live Oak Pharmacy. The original
pharmacy permit was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein,
and was canceled on January 3, 2017,

4.  Onor about March 7, 1994, the Board issued Original I"ham:acist License Number
RPH 46870 to Respondent. The original pharmacist license was in full force and effect at all
times relevant to the charges brought herein and will expire on March 31, 2018, unless renewed.

JURISDICTION

5.  First Amended Accusation No. 5527 was filed before the (Board), and is currently
pending against Respondent. The First Amended Accusation and all other statutorily required
documents were properly served on Respondent on February 8, 2017, Respondent timely filed
his Notice of Defense contesting the First AmendedlAccusation. A copy of First Amended
Accugation No. 5527 is attached as Exhibit A and incorporated by reference.

. ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS

6.  Respondent has carefully read, fully discussed with counsel, and understands the |

charges and allegations in First Amended Accusation No, 5527. Respondent also has carefully

read, fully discussed with counsel, and understands the effects of this Stipulated Surrender of
License and Order.

7. Respondent is fully aware of his legal rights in this matter, including the right to a
hearing on the charges and allegations in the First Amended Accusation; the right to confront and
cross-examine the witnesses against him; the right to present evidence and testify on his own
behalf; the right to the issuance of subpoenas to compel the attendance of witnesses and the

production of documents; the right to reconsideration and court review of an adverse decision;
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and all other rights accorded by the California Administrative Procedure Act and other applicable
laws.

8.  Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently waives and gives up each and
every right set forth above.

CULPABILITY

9. Respondent understands that the charges and allegations in First Amended
Accusation No. 5527, if proven at a hearing, constitute cause for imposing discipline upon his
Originél Pharmacy Permit and Original Pharmacist License.

10.  For the purpose of resolving the First Amended Accusation without the expense and
uncertainty of further proceedings, Respon‘dént agrees that, at a hearing, Complainant could
establish a factual basis for the charges in the First Amended Accusation and that those charges
constitule cause for discipline. Respondent hereby gives up his right to contest that cause for
discipline exists bésed on those charges. |

11.  Respondent _uﬁderstands that by signing this stipulation he enables the Board to issue
an order accepting the surrender of his Original Pharniacy Permit and Original Pharmacist
License without further process.

CONTINGENCY

12.  This stipulation shall be subject to approval by the Board. Respondent understands
and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of the Board may communicate directly
with the Board regarding this stipulation and surrender, without notice to or participation by
Respondent or his counsel. By signing the stipulation, Respondent understands and agrees that he
may not withdraw his agreement or seck 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,
the Stipulated Surrender and Disciplinary Order shall be of no force or effect, except for this
paragraph, it shall be inadmissible in any legal' action between the parties, and the Board shall not
be disqualified from furthér action by having considered this matter.

/11
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13.  The parties understand and agree that Portable Document Format (PDF), electronic,
and facsimile copies of this Stipulated Surrender of License and Order, including Portable
Document Format (PDF), electronic, and facsirrﬁle signatures thereto, shall have the same force
and effect as the originals, -

14.  This Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is iﬁtended by the parties to be an
integrated writing representing the complete, final, and exclusive embodiment of their agreement.
It supersedes any and all pﬁor or contemporaneous agreements, understandings, discussions,
negotiations, and commitments (written or oral). This Stipulated Surrender of License and Order
may not be altered, amended, modified, suﬁplemented, or otherwise changed except by a writing
executed by an authorized representative of each of the parties.

15.  In consideration of the foregoing admissions and stipulations, the parties agree that

the Board may, without further notice or formal proceeding, issue and enter the following Order: |

_ ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Original Pharmacy lPermit No. PHY 45317, issued to
Respondent Ranjit Singh, 0wﬁer and pharmacist-in-charge, and Original Pharmacist License No.
RPH 46870, issued to Respondent Ranjit Singh, are su;‘renderedl and accepted by the Board of
Pharmacy. '

1. The surrender of Respondent’s Original Pharmacy Permit and Original Pharmacist
License, and the acceptance of the surrendered licenses by the Board shall constitute the
imposition of discipline against Respondent. This étipulation constitutes a record of the discipline
and shall become a part 6f Respondent’s license history with the Board of Pharmacy.

2. Respondent shall lose all rights and pﬂvileges as an Original Pharmacy and Driginal
Pharmacist in California a;s of the effective date of the Board’s Decision and Order.

3. Respondent shall cause to be delivered to the Board his pocket license(s) and, if one
was issued, his wall certificate(s) on or before the effective date of the Decision and Order.

4.  Respondent unders_tands and agrees that if he ever files an application for licensure or
a petition for reinstatement in the State of California, the Board shall treat it as a new application

for licensare. Respondent may not apply for any license, permit, or registration from the Board

4
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for three (3) years from the effective date of this Decision. Respondent stipulates that should he
apply for any license from the Board on or after the effective date of this Decision, all allegations
set forth in the First Amended Accusation shall be deemed to be true, correct, and admitted by
Respondent when the Board determines whether to grant or deny the application. Respondent
shall satisfy all requirements applicable to that license as of the date the application is submitted
to the Board, including, but not limited to, taking and passing the California Pharmacist Licensure
Examination prior to the issuance of a new license. Respondent is required to report this
surrender as disciplinary‘ action. '

5. If Respondent should ever apply or reapply for a new license or certification, or

petition for reinstatement of a license, by any other health care licensing agency in the State of

California, alf of the charges and allegations contained in First Amended Accusation No. 5527
shall be deemed to be true, correct, and admiticd by Respondent for the purpose of any Statement
of Issues or any other proceeding seeking to deny or restrict licensure,
| . 6. 1f Respondent applies for licensure or petitions for reinstatement of his licenses with
the Board, he shall pay the agency its costs of investigation and enforcement in the amount of
$21,474.50 prior to issuance of a new or reinstated license. | |
ACCEPTANCE
I have carefully read the above Stipulated Surrender of License and Order and have fully

discussed it with my attorney, Herbert L. Weinberg, Esq. I understand the stipulation and the

effect it will have on my Original Pharmacy Permit and Original Pharmacist License. I enter into |

this Stipulated Surrender of License and Order voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently, and

agree to be bound by the Decision and Order of the Board of Pharmacy.

DATED:  ‘Y—13-2047]

RANIJIT

OWNER ANYPHARMACIST-IN-CHARGE OF
LIVE OAH PHARMACY
Respondent

5
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1| I'have read and fully discussed with Respondent Ranjit Singh, owner and phartacist-in-

i charge of Live Oak Pharmacy, the terms and conditions and other matters contained in this

Stipulated Surrender of License and Order. 1 approvc 1ls form aiy ‘content,

(KT L, WEINBERG, ESQ.
Armrney for Respondent

6
ENDQRSEMENT
g The foregoing Stipulaied Surrender of License and Order is heteby respéctfully submitted
9 | for consideration by the Board of Pharmacy of the Department of Consumer Affairs.
10 || Dated: %3, A ?_, | Respectfully submitted,
11 | | ‘ ‘ _ XAVIER BECERRA

Attorney General of California
12 KENT D. HARRIS

Supervising Deputy AttorgyGeneral

uty Attorney General
Itorneys for Complainant

-
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KAMALA D, HARRIS
Attorney General of California
KeNT I} HARRIS
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
PAOLLIP L. ARTHUR
Deputy Attorney General
State Bar No, 238339
1300 I Street, Suite 125
P.0O. Box 944255 :
Sacramento, CA 94244-2550
Telephone: (916) 322-0032
Facsimile: (916)327-8643
Atntorneys for Complainant

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

|| RANITT SINGEH
1t 3215 l?ennmgton Road.

‘Original Pharmacy Permif No. PHY 45317 -

" T the Matter of the First Amended Accusation Case No. 5527

Againgt:
LIVE ODAK PHARMACY
RANJIT SINGH, Ownerﬂ?harmacist»ln-(?harge FIRST AMENDED ACCUSATION

9970 Live Oak Blvd.
Live Oak, CA'95953

and

Live Oak, CA 95953
Orlgmal Pharmacist Licmse No RPI 46870

Respondents,

Complainant alleges:
PARTIES .
1. Virginia Herold (*Complainant™ brings this Accusation solely in her official capacity
a5 the Executive Officer of the Board of Pharmacy (“Board™), Department of Consumer Affairs.
2. Onorabout April 12, 2001 , the Board issued Original Pharmacy Permit Number
PHY 45317 to Ranjit Singh (“Respondent”), owner and pharmacist-in-charge of Live Oak

Phammacy, The original pharmacy permit was in full force and effect at all times relevant 1o the-

1 :
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charges brought herein, and was canceled on January 3, 2017,

3.  Onorabout March 7, 1994, the Board issued Original Pharmacist License Number
RPH 46870 to Respondent. The original pharmacist license was in full force and effect at all
times relevant to the charges brought herein and will expire on March 31, 2018, unless rencwed.

JURISDICTION

L 4, This Accusation is brought before the Board under t];e guthority of the following
laws. All section references are to the Business and Professions Code (Code) unless otherwise
indicated. |

5.  Code section 4300 states, in pertinent part:

(a) Every license issued may be suspended or revoked.

(b) The board shall discipline the holder of any license issued by the
board, whose defeult has been entered or whose case has been heard by the board and
found guilty, by any of the following methods:

(1) Suspending judgment,
(2) Placing him or her upon probation,

_ (3) Suspending his or her right to practice for a period not exceeding qne
year.

- {4) Revoking his or her license.

(5) Taking any other action in relation to digeiplining him or her as the
board tn its diseretion may deem proper. ... :

-

6. Code syzction 4300,1 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
lacement of a license on a retired status, or the voluntary surrender of a license by a
icensee shall not deprive the board of jurisdiction to.commence or proceed with any
investigation of, or action. ot disciplinary proceeding against, the licensee ot to render
& decision suspending or revoking the license.

7. Section 4307(s) of the Code states that:

Axny person who has been denied a license or whoge license has been
revoked or is under suspension, or who has failed to renew his or her license while it
was under suspension, or who has been a manager, administrator, owner membet,
officer, divector, associate, or partner of any partnership, corporation, firm, or
association whose application for a license has been denied or revoked, is under
suspension or has been placed on probation, and while acting as the manger,
administrator, owner, member, officer, ditector, associate, or partner had knowledge

2
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or knowingly participated in any conduct for which the license was denied, revolked,
suspended, or placed on probation, shall be proliibited from setving as a manger,
administiator, owner, meraber, officer, director, assoclate, ot partner of a licensee us
follows:

| (1) Where a probationary license is issued or where an existing liconse is
lfnﬂlaced on probation, this prohibition. shall remain in effect for a period not to exceed
ive years : :

(2) Where the Heense is denied or revoked, the prohibition shall continue
until the lcense is issued or reinstated.

STATUTORY AND REGULATORY PROVISIONS

8. Codesection 4301 states, in pertinent part;

The board shail take action against any holder of a license who is guilty
of unprofessional conduct or whose license has been procured by frand or
" misrepresentation or issued by mistake. Unprofessional conduct shall include, butis
. not limited to, any of the following:

{0) Violating or attempting fo violate, dixectly or indirectly, or assisting in
or abetting ihe violation of or conspiring to violate any provision or texm of this
chapter ot of the applicable federal and state laws and regulations governing
pharmaey, including regulations established by the board or by any other state or
federal regulatory agency . ... . ,

9,  Codg section 4113, subdivision (c), states that, “t]he phmmacist&mchm‘go ghall be
responsible for a pharmacy's compliance with all state and federal laws and regulations pertaining
to the pracﬁce of pharmacy.”

10. Health and Safety Code section 11153, subdivision (a), states, in pertinent part:

A prescription for & controlied substance shall only be issued for a
legitimate medical purpose by an individual practitioner acting in the usual course of
his or her professional practice, The responaibility for the proper prescribing and
dispensing of controlled substances is tpon the prescribing practitioner, but a
corresponding responsibility rests with the pharmacist who 1ills the prescription. . . .

11. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1709.1, subdivision (a), states that,

“I[t]be pharmacist-in-charge of a pharmacy shall be employed at that location and shafl have

respongibility for the daily operation of the pharmacy.”
no
fi

3
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12.  California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1761, states;

(a) No pharmacist shall compound or dispense any prescription which
contains any significant error, omission, irregularity, uncertainty, ambiguity or
alteration. Upon receipt of any sych prescription, the pharmacist shall contact the

prescriber to obtain the information needed to validate the prescription,

(b) Even after conferring with the prescriber, & pharmacist shall not
corpound ot dispense a controlled substance prescription where the pharmacist
knows or has objective reason to kaow that said prescription was not issued for a
legitimate medical purpose.

COST RECOVERY

13. Code section 125.3 provides, in pertinent part, that a Board may request the
administrative law judge to direct a licentiate found (o have committed a viclation or violations of
the licensing act to pay a ﬂﬁm not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and
enfo‘rcement of the caze, '

o ' CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES

14, “Mothadone” is & Schednle II controlled substance as designzited by Health and
Safety Code section 11055, subdivision (c)(14), _

15,  “Morphine Sulfate IR (imumediate release)” is a Schedule II controlled substance as
designated by Health and Safety Code section 110535, subdivision (b)(1)(L).

_ 16, “Morphine Sulfaie ER (@xtende;d release)” is a Schedula TI controlled substance as
designated by Health and Safety Code section 11055, subdivision (b)(1)(L). | |

17.  “Oxycodone” is a Schedule Il controlled substance as designated by Health and
Safety Code seetion 11055, subdivision (b)(1)(M). |

18. “Hydromorphone” is a Schedule If controlled subs;aance as degignated by Health and
Safety Code section 11055, subdivision (b)(1)(7).

19,  “Fentanyl” is a Schedule I controlled substance as designated by Health and Safety
Code section 11055, subdivision (c}(8). '

20. “Norco™ is & compound consisting of 10 mg hydrocodone bitarirate, also known.as

dilydrocodeinons, and 325 mg acetaminophen per tablet, At the time of the incidents described

below, Norco was classified as a Schedule I controlled substance pursuant to Health and Safety

4

AL 30 S IR S Aimees 1123 R S tua e

( LIVE OAK PHARMACY; RANTT SINGH) FIRST AMENDED ACCUSATION




[ TR - T S S & R O VL

O W
N = O

13

14
15
16
17
18

19

20
21
22
23
24
25

96

27
28

Code section 11056, subdivision (e)(4).}
STATEMENT OF FACTS

21, Onor about November 15, 2013, the Medical i%oar& of California revoleed Dr, A, L '8
physician’s and surgeon’s certificats. The revocation was stayed and Dr. A, L, was placed on
probation for five years. D1. A. L. was also suspended from the practice of medicine for thirty
days. Dr. A. L. was charged in. the disciplinary proceeding with presctibing excessive amounts
and high doses of controlled substances. _

22, The Drug Enforcement Administration had commenced an investigation of Dr. A. L.
and the phaxma_ciés that filled prescriptions for Dr. A, L.’s patients (the investigation wag
subsequently halted due to {ha death of Dr. A, L. in December 2013), '

23, A Board analyst ran CURES? reports showing Dr. A. L.’s prescribing habits, Live-
Oak Pharmacy was identified as one of two phﬁnnacies dispensing the most presoriptions for Dr. |
A, L’sypatients. Dr. A, L.’s practice was located in Colusa, Californis, -approximgtely 32,9 miles
from Live Oak Pharmacy., o

24, On or about September 1, 2014, a Board Inspector obtained CURES information from

‘September 1, 2011 to September 5, 2014, for Live Oak Pharmacy m:nci three other pharmacies

located in closo proximately to Live Oak Pharmacy, The inspeotot selected oertain patients,
ideatified in the CURES report for Liva Qak Pharmacy to review based 611 the distance the
patients lived from the pharmacy, the quantities of controlied substances prescribed, the
combinations of controlied substances prescribed, and whether the individuals weré patients of
Dr. A. L. 'The ingpector algo requested.CURJES data from September 1, 2011 to September 5,
2014, for each patient selected, ncluding the following fourteen patients: 'TB, PM, JB, DS, MH,

" RB, BN, K8, DM, CF, DB, 7Y, TF1, and TF2.

"

" ! Hiydrocodone has been rescheduled from a Schedule Il to Schedule II controlled
substance via the Conirolled Substances Act (21 CFR Part 1308 § 1308,12; 21 U.8.C. 812 (c).)
? CURES is & database containing information on Schedule IT through IV controlled
substances dispensed in California. It is a valuable investigative, preventive, and educational toot
for the healthcare community, regulatory boards, and law enforoement.

5
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5. On or gbout September 3, 2014, the inspector and another representative of the Board

conducted an inspection of Live Oak Phavmacy during which they were assisted by Respondent,

The inspector requested patient profiles for the above fourteen patients, and found in reviewing

the profiles that nine of the fourteen patients were from out of the ares, including Shasta Lake,
California (1 12:'» miles away) and Granite Bay, California (fifty-six miles away). The inspector
obtained several hardeopy presctiptions for thirteen of the fourteon patients and requested drug
utilization reports (DUR"S) for Dr. A, L. from J anuaty 1, 2012 to Septemmber 3, 2014, On or about
September id, 2014, the inspector received the DUR’s from Respondent.

. 26. The inspector reviewed tho CURES reporiés for Live Oak Pharmacy and the three
other pharmacies located in close proximity to Live Oak Pharmacy, and created spreadsheets
based on the data, The inspector éompared the total number of controlled substances dispensed
by the pharmacies with the total number of conirolled substances written by Dr. A, L. for the
period from September 1, 2011 to September 5, 2014, and found that Live Oak Phafmacy
dispensed more of Dr. A. L.’s prescriptions than any of the other pharmacies,

27. The inspector created a chert showing the round trip distance from the foutteen

patients’ homes to Dr. A, L.’s office in Colusa and Live Oalk Pharmacy. Only five of the fourteen

"patients lived in Live Oak Phatmecy’s irade area, defined by Respondent as Yuba City, Gridley,

and Live Oak. The shortest distance traveled for the fourteen patients was 64.7 tiles round trip;
the longest distance traveled was 257.9 miles round trip,

28, The inspector also~ created a chart based on the hardeopy prescriptions showing the
date the proscriptions were wtitten, diug name, strength and quantity, directions, diagnosis code,
and duration of the patient’s treatment, The inspector determined in reviewing the prescriptions, |
CURRS information, and patient profiles that Dr, A. L.’s preseribing practices showed
duplication. in therapy, and the same combinations of d;ugs were prescribed for multipla patianﬁs,
including fentanyl 100 meg/h, morphine ER 100 mg or 200 mg, methadone 10 mg, oxycodone 30
mg, hydrbmorphoné 8 mg, md-ﬁo1‘pMe IR 30 g, On several occasions, Dr. A. L. prescribed

more than one long acting opioid or short acting opioid for the patient and would prescribe short

6
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acting opioids together. Dr. A. L. also prescribed the highest strength or.dose a drug was '

. available in and prescribed large or excessive quantities of the above controlled substances.

TIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
(Failuxe to Exercise Corresponding Responsibility for the
Proper Prescribing and ]iispensing of Controlled Substances)

29, Respondenf’s original pharmacy permit and otiginal pharmacist license are subject to
disciplinary action pursuant to Code section 4301, subdivision. (o), California Health and. Safety
Code section 11153, and California Code of Regulatioﬁs, title 16, section 1761, for
unprofessional conduct, in that Respondent violated or attempted to violate, directly or indirectly,
assisted in or abetted the violation of, or conspirad to violate state laws and regulations governiog
pharmacy, as follows: On and between September 1, 2011 and September 5, 2014, Respondent,
a5 a licensed phatioacist and as the.owner, opetator, and pharmacist-in-charge of Live Oak
Pharmacy, failed to exerclee his corresponding responsibility for the proper prescribing and
dispensing of controlled substances. Specifically, Respondent dispensed, or authorized or
permitied the dispensing of, numerons prescriptions for controlled substances to at least fourteen
different patients, all of which had been issved by Dr. A. L., when Respondent knew, ot had
objective reason to know, that the prescripiions were not issued for a legititnate medical purpose
as evidenced by several “red flags” or factors, including the prescribing of large or excessive
quantities and doses of highly abused conirolled substances, duplication of therapies for 7
individual patients, nultiple patients receiving the same drugs or combinations of drugs, and the |
distances traveled by the patients to Dr. A. L.’s office and to Live Oak Pharmacy, in violation of
Health and Safety Code section 11153, subdivision (a), and California Code of Regulations, title
16, section 1761, subdivision. (b), '
i
I/
1
W
i
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SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Failure by Pharmacist-in-Charge to Ensure Pharmacy’s Compliance Witi] All State and
Federal Laws and Regulations Pertaining to the Practice of Pharmacy)
30, Respondent’s original pharmacist license is subject to disciplinary action pursuant to

Code section 4113, subdivision (¢}, and California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1709.1,
subdivision (b), in that on and between September 1, 2011 and September 5, 2014, Respondent,
as the pharmacist-in-charge of Live Oak Pharmacy, failed to ensure Live Oak Phatmacy’s
compliance with all state and federal laws and regulations pertaining to the practice of pharmacy.
The facts and circumstances are described with more particularity in paragraph 29, above.

MATTERS IN AGGRAVATION
31.  Ounorabout SeptemberSO, 2015, Respondent was issued a citation for: (1) failing to

|| comply with California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1716, which prohibits a phannacist

from deviating from. the requirements of a prescription excopt upon prior consent of the
prescriber; and (2) faﬂmg tﬁ comply with Califoinia Code of Regulations, title 16, section

171 1(f), which requires all pharmacies to participate in an established quality assurance program
which documents and agsesses medication ervors to determine cause and an appropriate response,
and 1o keep a record of guality assurance review for af least one year from the date the record was
created, | ‘ _

32.  Onor about September 30, 2015, Registered Pharmacist Harinder 8, Rat, while
smployed as a pharmacist by Respondent, was issued two citations for: (1) failing to comply with
California Code of Regulatjons, title 16, section 1716, which pmhibifjs a pharmacist from
deviating from the requirements of a prescription except upon prior consent of the prescriber; and
(2) failing to comply with California Code of Regulations, title 16, -section 1711 (), which
tequires all pharmacies to patticipate inan established quality assurance program which
documents and assesses medication errors 1o determine cause and an appropriate response, and (o
keep a record of quality assurance review for at least one year from the date the record was
created.

i

g

(LIVE OAK PEARMACY; RANVIT SINGH) FIRST AMENDED ACCUSATION



- T, S N S O T

; [ T O I |

OTHER MATTERS

33, Pursuant to Code section 4307, if discipline is imposed on Pharmacy Petiit Number

PHY 45317 issued to Live Odk Pharmacy, Ranjit Singh Owner/Pharmacist-In-Charge, Ragjit

Singh shall be probibited from serving as a manager, administrator, ownet, merber, officer,

director, associate, or pattner of a licensee for five years if Pharmacy Permit Number PHY 45317

is placed on probation or nntll Pharmacy Permit Nﬁmber PHY 45317 is reinstated if it is revoked, |
PRAYER

WHEREFORE, Cornplainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged,
and that following the hearing, the Board of Pharmacy issue a decision:

1. Revoking or suspending Originai Pharmacy Permit Number PHY 45317, issued to
Ranjit Singh, owner and pharmacisi-in-charge of Live Oal Pharmacy,

2, Revuking ot suspending Orlginal Pharmacist License Number RPH 46870, issued to
Ranjit S@gh;

3. Prohibiting Ranjit Singh from serving as a manager, administrator, owner, member,
oﬂ';.cer, director, asaociate, or partner of a licensee for five years If Pharmacy Permit Number
PHY 453 17 is placed on probation or until Pharmacy Permit Number PHY 45317 is rejostated if
Phgrmacy Permit Number 45317 issued to Live Oak Pharmacy is revoked;

4. Ordering Ranjit Singh, individually, and as the owner and phatmacist-in-charge of
Live Ouak Pharmacy, to pay the Board of Pharmacy the reasonable costs of the investigation and
enforcement of this case, pursuant to Busines-s and Professions Code section 125.3; and

5. Tal{nlg such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper,

ﬁATJ;D; . Q/R% }z UW / MW

VIRGIN TA HEROLD

Exsoutive Officar

Board of Pharmacy .
Department of Consumer Affairs

State of California -

Complainant

542015104280
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