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

In the Matter of the Accusation Against:
SAMANTHA JANE BLUMLEIN, Respondent
Pharmacy Technician License No. TCH 104655
Agency Case No. 7846
OAH No. 2025030076

DECISION AND ORDER

The attached Proposed Decision of the Administrative Law Judge 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 October 15, 2025.

It is so ORDERED on September 15, 2025.

BOARD OF PHARMACY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Seung W. Oh, Pharm.D.
Board President
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PROPOSED DECISION

Marcie Larson, Administrative Law Judge (ALJ), Office of Administrative Hearings
(OAH), State of California, heard this matter by videoconference on August 4, 2025,

from Sacramento, California.

Summer Haro, Deputy Attorney General, represented complainant Anne
Sodergren, Executive Officer, Board of Pharmacy (Board), Department of Consumer

Affairs, State of California.

Respondent Samantha Jane Blumlein was present at the hearing and

represented herself.

Evidence was received, the record closed, and the matter submitted for decision

on August 4, 2025.



FACTUAL FINDINGS

Jurisdiction

1. On July 27, 2010, the Board issued respondent Pharmacy Technician
License No. TCH 104655 (license). The license will expire on September 30, 2025,

unless renewed or revoked.

2. On August 20, 2024, complainant, in her official capacity, signed and
thereafter filed an Accusation against respondent. The Accusation alleges three causes
to discipline respondent for unprofessional conduct based on: (1) conviction of a crime
(2); conviction of a felony involving dangerous drugs; and (3) violation of law
regulating controlled substances and dangerous drugs. In addition to discipline,

complainant seeks recovery of reasonable investigation and enforcement costs.

3. Respondent timely filed a Notice of Defense. The matter was set for an
evidentiary hearing before an ALJ of the OAH, an independent adjudicative agency of

the State of California, pursuant to Government Code section 11500 et seq.
Respondent’s Criminal Conviction and Related Conduct

4, On February 1, 2024, in the Superior Court of California, County of Butte,
respondent was convicted, on her guilty plea of child abuse, a violation of Penal Code

section 273a, subdivision (a), and manufacturing a controlled substance, to wit



dimethyltryptamine’ (DMT), a violation of Health and Safety Code section 11379.6,
subdivision (a), felonies. Respondent was sentenced to 180 days in jail and placed on
four years of probation. Respondent was also ordered to complete 80 hours of

community service, complete a substance abuse program, and pay all fines and fees.

5. The circumstances of her conviction occurred on December 21, 2023, of
deputies from the Butte County Sheriff's Office and agents from the Butte Interagency
Narcotics Task Force executed a search warrant at a home in Paradise, California, that
was a suspected DMT lab. Upon entering the home, an agent located three people,
including two men and respondent who was in the master bedroom. The agent
observed a dark colored liquid stain on respondent’s pants, which matched the dark
colored liquid on the floor of the master bathroom floor and inside the toilet. The
agent also found partially empty jugs of DMT in the master bathroom. Respondent

admitted to dumping jugs of DMT into the toilet when the agents arrived at her home.

6. When searching the home, agents found 7.9 grams of
methamphetamine?, a digital scale, assorted supplies and chemicals, and an opened
bottle of acetone in a freezer above an uncovered container of ice cream. Respondent

admitted to an agent that she used methamphetamine and DMT, and that both drugs

" DMT is a Schedule I controlled substance as designated by Health and Safety
Code section 11054, subdivision (d)(10), and a dangerous drug within the meaning of

Code section 4022.

2 Methamphetamine is a Schedule II controlled substance as designated by
Health and Safety Code section 11055, subdivision (d)(2), and a dangerous drug within

the meaning of Code section 4022.



“should be” present in the residence. Respondent also admitted that she and another
resident had been manufacturing DMT in the residence, that doing so is hazardous
due to fire and possible explosion, and that her minor son and daughter live with her
in the residence. Respondent’s minor son was also in the residence when the search

warrant was executed.
Respondent’s Evidence

7. Respondent is 40 years old and a lifelong resident in Paradise, California.
In November 2018, respondent’s home and many of her family members’ homes were
destroyed in the Camp Fire. Respondent barely escaped the fire. Many of the people in
her community lost their lives. There were people respondent knew who were trapped

in the fire whom she could not help escape.

8. Respondent and her four children, who were between the ages of 2 and
16 years old, had nowhere to go after the fire. There were no hotels available and most
of the people respondent knew had also lost their homes. Respondent and her
children slept in a tent in a Walmart parking lot. Respondent described the situation as
“chaos” and “not safe.” She was afraid to go to sleep, so she began using

methamphetamine to stay awake to protect herself and her children.

9. Eventually, respondent was given a trailer to live in with her children.
However, respondent continued to use drugs to deal with her trauma. Soon she was
addicted to methamphetamine. In November 2023, respondent was living with a man
who is now her husband and her two youngest children. After her arrest, respondent
lost custody of her youngest children. Child Protect Services (CPS) placed her children
with her sister. Respondent explained that her arrest and loss of her children made her

committed to healing and changing her life.
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10.  Respondent’s sobriety date is January 1, 2024. Respondent attended
Narcotic Anonymous (NA) until approximately April 2024, when she started a court-
imposed one-year outpatient substance abuse treatment program at Stepping Stones.
Respondent’s husband also entered the program. The program included counseling,
group therapy and various classes. Respondent began addressing the post-traumatic
stress disorder (PTSD) she suffered because of the fire. Respondent also learned
accountability, self-respect and positive coping skills. The support she received

allowed her to change the “trajectory” of her life.

11.  Respondent also completed multiple parent classes, including a 52-week
course. As a result of her completing Stepping Stones and required parent classes, CPS
closed their case against respondent and she received full custody of her two
youngest children. The terms of respondent’s criminal sentence allow her to petition to
have her child abuse conviction reduced from a felony to a misdemeanor, once she
has completed the required counseling and parenting courses. Respondent has
completed all the requirements and has petitioned the court to have her conviction
reduced. Respondent was told by her probation officer that she is a “perfect

candidate” for early termination of her probation, which she intends to pursue.

12. In April 2025, respondent completed Stepping Stones. She has not
participated in any substance abuse programs or support groups since that time.
However, respondent has a relapse prevention plan that includes attending NA if she
needs extra support. Respondent’s family has returned to Paradise, and she has strong
family support. Respondent is continuing to participate in counseling which further
supports her sobriety. Respondent’s faith also helps strengthen her sobriety.
Respondent explained that her life is “so good” now and she would not risk it by using

drugs.



13.  Prior to the Camp Fire, for 13 years, respondent had worked as a
pharmacy technician at her sister's pharmacy. The pharmacy was destroyed by the fire,
and respondent lost her job. She did not work for over five years. Four months ago,
she began working for Grocery Outlet. She was recently promoted to team leader, and
she enjoys her job. Respondent’s supervisor and coworkers know about her conviction.

They are supportive of her, and she is grateful for the positive working environment.

14.  Respondent would like to keep her pharmacy technician license, because
her pharmacy work gave her life meaning. Respondent wants the opportunity to

regain the Board'’s trust and demonstrate her commitment to her rehabilitation.
Analysis

15.  The determination whether to discipline a license should be made only
after consideration of the conduct of the licensee and consideration of any factors
introduced in justification, mitigation, aggravation and rehabilitation. The licensee
“should be permitted to introduce evidence of extenuating circumstances by way of
mitigation or explanation, as well as any evidence of rehabilitation.” (Arneson v. Fox
(1980) 28 Cal.3d 440, 449; Brandt v. Fox (1979) 90 Cal.App.3d 737, 747.) In California
Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1769, subdivision (c), the Board has set forth the
following criteria for evaluating the rehabilitation of a licensee when considering the

suspension or revocation of a license based upon a conviction:
(1) Nature and severity of the act(s) or offense(s).
(2) Total criminal record.

(3) The time that has elapsed since commission of the act(s)

or offense(s).
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(4) Whether the licensee has complied with any or all terms
of parole, probation, restitution or any other sanctions

lawfully imposed against the licensee.

(5) Evidence, if any, of rehabilitation submitted by the

licensee.

16.  Applying the rehabilitation criteria, approximately 18 months ago,
respondent was convicted of two serious crimes, child abuse and manufacturing a
controlled substance, both felonies. Most concerning is that respondent’s young
children were living in the home at the time respondent was manufacturing drugs. The
circumstances respondent faced with the Camp Fire, which resulted in her initial
decision to begin using methamphetamine are tragic. However, respondent continued

to use methamphetamine for five years before her arrest.

17. Respondent’s arrest and loss of her children was clearly a turning point.
Since that time, respondent has undertaken significant and commendable steps
towards rehabilitation. She completed a court-imposed rehabilitation program and
several parenting classes. Respondent continues to see a counselor to address her
PTSD and addiction. Respondent recently began working again and has the support of

her supervisor and coworkers. Respondent’'s commitment to her recovery is evident.

However, respondent offered no evidence from family, friends, doctors,
counselors, or employers attesting to her rehabilitation. Additionally, respondent is still
on criminal probation. As a result, there has been an insufficient amount of time to
evaluate her rehabilitation. (/n re Gossage (2000) 23 Cal.4th 1080, 1099 [a full and
accurate analysis of one’s rehabilitation requires a period of analysis during which she

is not on probation or parole].)



18.  The objective of an administrative proceeding relating to licensing is to
protect the public. Such proceedings are not for the primary purpose of punishment.
(See Fahmy v. MBC (1995) 38 Cal.App.4th 810, 817.) The Board must be assured that
respondent can exercise good judgment and that she will not pose a threat to the
health, safety, or welfare of the public. Because of the recency and severity of
respondent’s conduct and her lengthy period of addiction, respondent must
demonstrate sustained commitment to her sobriety and continued efforts to address
the underlying issues that are the root of her addiction. As a result, when all the
evidence is considered, it would be contrary to the public interest to allow respondent

to remain licensed at this time.

Costs

19.  Business and Professions Code section 125.3 provides, in pertinent part,
that the Board may request the ALJ to direct a licensee found to have committed
violations of the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the
investigation and enforcement of the case. Complainant submitted in evidence a
certification of costs from the Deputy Attorney General which established the costs of

prosecution and investigation in the sum of $5,794.50.

20.  As set forth in Legal Conclusions 13 and 14, complainant’s request that
respondent reimburse the Board $5,794.50 for its legal costs is reasonable. However,
based on respondent’s current financial situation, respondent will not be required to

pay these costs until she seeks reinstatement of her license.
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LEGAL CONCLUSIONS

1. "Protection of the public shall be the highest priority for the California
State Board of Pharmacy in exercising its licensing, regulatory, and disciplinary
functions. Whenever the protection of the public is inconsistent with other interests
sought to be promoted, the protection of the public shall be paramount.” (Bus. & Prof.

Code, §4001.1.)

Burden and Standard of Proof

2. Absent a statute to the contrary, the burden of proof in civil
administrative disciplinary proceedings rests upon the party making the charges.
(Parker v. City of Fountain Valley (1981) 127 Cal.App.3d 99, 113; Evid. Code, § 115.)

Thus, complainant bears the burden of proof.

3. In determining the proper standard of proof to apply in license
disciplinary proceedings, courts have drawn a distinction between professional licenses
and nonprofessional or occupational licenses. In proceedings involving a professional
license, the standard of proof is clear and convincing evidence, while in disciplinary
proceedings involving a nonprofessional or occupational license, the standard of proof
is preponderance of the evidence. (Lone Star Sec. & Video, Inc. v. Bur. of Security and

Investigative Services (2012) 209 Cal.App.4th 445, 453))

4, A pharmacy technician license is more akin to a nonprofessional or
occupational license because pharmacy technicians are not required to satisfy
extensive educational, training, and testing requirements like those required of
pharmacists. Thus, the preponderance of the evidence standard of proof applies here.

The term preponderance of the evidence means “more likely than not” (Sandoval v.
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Bank of Am. (2002) 94 Cal.App.4th 1378, 1387), or "evidence that has more convincing
force than that opposed to it.” (People ex rel. Brown v. Tri-Union Seafoods, LLC (2009)
171 Cal.App.4th 1549, 1567.)

Applicable Law

5. Pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 490, the Board may
“suspend or revoke a license on the ground that the licensee has been convicted of a
crime, if the crime is substantially related to the qualifications, functions, or duties of

the business or profession for which the license was issued.”

6. Business and Professions Code section 4300 provides that the Board may

suspend, revoke, or place any license on probation.

7. Business and Professions Code section 4301 provides that the Board shall
take action against any holder of a license who is guilty of unprofessional conduct,

including the following:

(j) The violation of any of the statutes of this state, of any
other state, or of the United States regulating controlled

substances and dangerous drugs.

(k) The conviction of more than one misdemeanor or any
felony involving the use, consumption, or self-
administration of any dangerous drug or alcoholic

beverage, or any combination of those substances.

(I) The conviction of a crime substantially related to the
qualifications, functions, and duties of a licensee under this

chapter. The record of conviction of a violation of Chapter

10



13 (commencing with Section 801) of Title 21 of the United
States Code regulating controlled substances or of a
violation of the statutes of this state regulating controlled
substances or dangerous drugs shall be conclusive evidence

of unprofessional conduct.

(17 ...1[1]

8. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1770, provides in

pertinent part that:

(a) For the purpose of denial, suspension, or revocation of a
personal or facility license pursuant to Division 1.5
(commencing with Section 475) of the Business and
Professions Code, a crime or act shall be considered
substantially related to the qualifications, functions or
duties of a licensee or registrant if to a substantial degree it
evidences present or potential unfitness of a licensee or
registrant to perform the functions authorized by his license
or registration in a manner consistent with the public

health, safety, or welfare.

[(1...1[1]

(c) For purposes of subdivision (a), substantially related
crimes, professional misconduct, or acts shall include, but

are not limited to, those which:
[(17...[7]
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(2) Violate or attempt to violate, directly or indirectly, or to
aid, abet or conspire to violate, any provision of Chapter 13
(commencing with Section 801) of Title 21 of the United
States Code regulating controlled substances or any law of
this state, or any other jurisdiction, relating to controlled

substances or dangerous drugs.

9. A person whose license has been revoked “shall be prohibited from
serving as a manager, administrator, owner, member, officer, director, associate,
partner, or in any other position with management or control of a licensee” until the
license is reinstated. (Bus. & Prof. Code, § 4307, subd. (a)(2).) Given revocation of
respondent’s license, the foregoing prohibition shall apply to respondent unless and

until her license is reinstated.
Cause for Discipline

10.  On February 1, 2024, respondent was convicted of child abuse, in
violation of Penal Code section 273a, subdivision (a), and manufacturing a controlled
substance, in violation of Health and Safety Code section 11379.6, subdivision (a),
felonies. Therefore, cause to discipline respondent’s license exists under Business and
Professions Code sections 490 and 4301, subdivision (I), on the grounds of
unprofessional conduct for the conviction of a crime substantially related to the
qualifications, functions, and duties of a licensee as defined by California Code of

Regulations section 1770, subdivisions (a) and (c)(2).

11.  On February 1, 2024, respondent was convicted of manufacturing DMT, a

dangerous drug, in violation of Health and Safety Code section 11379.6, subdivision

12



(a), a felony. Therefore, cause to discipline respondent’s license exists under Business

and Professions Code section 4301, subdivision (k).

12.  On February 1, 2024, respondent was convicted of manufacturing DMT, a
dangerous drug, in violation of Health and Safety Code section 11379.6, subdivision
(a), a felony. Therefore, cause to discipline respondent’s license exists under Business

and Professions Code section 4301, subdivision (j).

Costs

13. Pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 125.3, a licensee
found to have violated a licensing act may be ordered to pay the reasonable costs of
investigation and prosecution of a case. In Zuckerman v. State Board of Chiropractic
Examiners (2002) 29 Cal.4th 32, the California Supreme Court set forth guidelines for
determining whether the costs should be assessed or reduced in the particular
circumstances of each case. These factors include whether the licensee has been
successful at hearing in getting charges dismissed or reduced, the licensee’s subjective
good faith belief in the merits of their position, whether the licensee has raised a
colorable challenge to the proposed discipline, the licensee’s financial ability to pay,

and whether the scope of the investigation was appropriate to the alleged misconduct.

14.  Complainant seeks $5,794.50 in costs. When all the Zuckerman factors
are considered, this cost amount is reasonable. However, because respondent was
unemployed for over five years and recently began working again, she should be

allowed to pay these costs if her license is reinstated.

13
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ORDER

1. Pharmacy Technician License No. TCH 104655 issued to respondent
Samantha Jane Blumlein is REVOKED.

2. Respondent shall relinquish her license, including any indicia of licensure

issued by the Board, to the Board within 10 days of the effective date of this decision.

3. As a condition precedent to reinstatement of her revoked license
respondent shall reimburse the Board for its costs of investigation and enforcement in
the amount of $5,794.50. That amount shall be paid in full prior to the reinstatement

of her license unless otherwise ordered by the Board.

4. Respondent shall be prohibited from serving as a manager,
administrator, owner, member, officer, director, associate, partner, or in any other
position with management or control of a licensee unless and until her license is

reinstated.

DATE: August 12, 2025 Marcie Larson

Marcie Larson (Aug 12,2025 14:38:58 PDT)
MARCIE LARSON

Administrative Law Judge

Office of Administrative Hearings

14
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ROB BONTA

Attorney General of California

DAVID E. BRICE

Supervising Deputy Attorney General

SUMMER D. HARO

Deputy Attorney General

State Bar Number 245482

1300 I Street, Suite 125

P.O. Box 944255

Sacramento, CA 94244-2550
Telephone: (916) 210-7510
Facsimile: (916) 327-8643
E-mail: Summer.Haro@doj.ca.gov

Attorneys for Complainant

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

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case Number 7846
SAMANTHA JANE BLUMLEIN
5772 Deerpark Lane

Paradise, CA 95969 ACCUSATION

Pharmacy Technician License Number TCH
104655

Respondent.

PARTIES
1.  Anne Sodergren (Complainant) brings this Accusation solely in her official capacity
as the Executive Officer of the Board of Pharmacy, Department of Consumer Affairs.
2. Onor about July 27, 2010, the Board of Pharmacy issued Pharmacy Technician
License Number TCH 104655 to Samantha Jane Blumlein (Respondent). The Pharmacy
Technician License was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein

and will expire on September 30, 2025, unless renewed.

JURISDICTION

3. This Accusation is brought before the Board of Pharmacy (Board), under the

authority of the following laws. All section references are to the Business and Professions Code

1

(SAMANTHA JANE BLUMLEIN) ACCUSATION



mailto:Summer.Haro@doj.ca.gov

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

(Code) unless otherwise indicated.

4. 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 default 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 one year.

(4) Revoking his or her license.

(5) Taking any other action in relation to disciplining him or her as the board in
its discretion may deem proper. . . .

5. Code section 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
placement of a license on a retired status, or the voluntary surrender of a license by a
licensee shall not deprive the board of jurisdiction 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

6.  Code section 490 states, in pertinent part,

(a) In addition to any other action that a board is permitted to take against a
licensee, a board may suspend or revoke a license on the ground that the licensee has
been convicted of a crime, if the crime is substantially related to the qualifications,
functions, or duties of the business or profession for which the license was issued.

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a board may exercise any
authority to discipline a licensee for conviction of a crime that is independent of the
authority granted under subdivision (a) only if the crime is substantially related to the
qualifications, functions, or duties of the business or profession for which the
licensee's license was issued.

(c) A conviction within the meaning of this section means a plea or verdict of
guilty or a conviction following a plea of nolo contendere. Any action that a board is
permitted to take following the establishment of a conviction may be taken when the
time for appeal has elapsed, or the judgment of conviction has been affirmed on
appeal, or when an order granting probation is made suspending the imposition of
sentence, irrespective of a subsequent order under the provisions of Section 1203.4 of
the Penal Code.

(SAMANTHA JANE BLUMLEIN) ACCUSATION
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1

7. Code section 4301 states, in pertinent part:

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

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

(k) The conviction of more than one misdemeanor or any felony involving the
use, consumption, or self-administration of any dangerous drug or alcoholic beverage,
or any combination of those substances.

(/) The conviction of a crime substantially related to the qualifications,
functions, and duties of a licensee under this chapter. The record of conviction of a
violation of Chapter 13 (commencing with Section 801) of Title 21 of the United
States Code regulating controlled substances or of a violation of the statutes of this
state regulating controlled substances or dangerous drugs shall be conclusive
evidence of unprofessional conduct. In all other cases, the record of conviction shall
be conclusive evidence only of the fact that the conviction occurred. The board may
inquire into the circumstances surrounding the commission of the crime, in order to
fix the degree of discipline or, in the case of a conviction not involving controlled
substances or dangerous drugs, to determine if the conviction is of an offense
substantially related to the qualifications, functions, and duties of a licensee under this
chapter. A plea or verdict of guilty or a conviction following a plea of nolo
contendere is deemed to be a conviction within the meaning of this provision. The
board may take action when the time for appeal has elapsed, or the judgment of
conviction has been affirmed on appeal or when an order granting probation is made
suspending the imposition of sentence, irrespective of a subsequent order under
Section 1203.4 of the Penal Code allowing the person to withdraw his or her plea of
guilty and to enter a plea of not guilty, or setting aside the verdict of guilty, or
dismissing the accusation, information, or indictment.

8. Code section 4307 states:

(a) Any person who has been denied a license or whose 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, administrative, owner, member,
officer, director, associate, partner, or any other person with management or control
of any partnership, corporation, trust, 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 manager, administrator, owner, member, officer,
director, associate, partner, or any other person with management or control had
knowledge of or knowingly participated in any conduct for which the license was
denied, revoked, suspended, or placed on probation, shall be prohibited from serving
as a manager, administrator, owner, member, officer, director, associate, partner, or in
any other position with management or control of a licensee as follows:

(SAMANTHA JANE BLUMLEIN) ACCUSATION
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(1) Where a probationary license is issued or where an existing license
is placed on probation, this prohibition shall remain in effect for a period not to
exceed five years.

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

(b) Manage, administrator, owner, member, officer, director, associate, partner,
or any other person with management or control of a license as used in this section
and Section 4308, may refer to a pharmacist or any other person who serves in such
capacity in or for a licensee.

(c) The provisions of subdivision (a) may be alleged in any pleading filed
pursuant to Chapter 5 (commencing with Section 11500) of Part I of Division 3 of the
Government Code. However, no order may be issued in that case except as to a
person who is named in the caption, as to whom the pleading alleges the applicability
of this section, and where the person has been given notice of the proceeding as
required by Chapter 5 (commencing with Section 11500) of Part I of Division 3 of the
Government Code. The authority to proceed as provided by this subdivision shall be
in addition to the board’s authority under Section 4339 or any other provision of law.

9.  California Code of Regulations, title 16 (ccr), section 1770 states in pertinent part:

(a) For the purpose of denial, suspension, or revocation of a personal or facility
license pursuant to Section 141 or Division 1.5 (commencing with Section 475) of the
Business and Professions Code, a crime, professional misconduct, or act shall be
considered substantially related to the qualifications, functions or duties of the
practice, profession, or occupation that may be performed under the license type
sought or held if to a substantial degree it evidences present or potential unfitness of
an applicant or licensee to perform the functions authorized by the license in a
manner consistent with the public health, safety, or welfare.

(c) For purposes of subdivision (a), substantially related crimes, professional
misconduct, or acts shall include, but are not limited to, those which:

(2) Violate or attempt to violate, directly or indirectly, or to aid, abet or
conspire to violate, any provision of Chapter 13 (commencing with Section
801) of Title 21 of the United States Code regulating controlled substances or
any law of this state, or any other jurisdiction, relating to controlled substances
or dangerous drugs.

COST RECOVERY

10. Code section 125.3 states, in pertinent part, that the Board may request the
administrative law judge to direct a licentiate found to have committed a violation or violations of
the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and

enforcement of the case, with failure of the licentiate to comply subjecting the license to not being

4
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renewed or reinstated. If a case settles, recovery of investigation and enforcements costs may be
included in a stipulated settlement.

DRUG INFORMATION

11.  Dimethyltryptamine (DMT) is a Schedule I controlled substance as designated by
Health and Safety Code section 11054, subdivision (d)(10), and a dangerous drug within the
meaning of Code section 4022, that causes strong hallucinations and psychedelic reactions.

12.  Methamphetamine is a is a Schedule II controlled substance as designated by Health
and Safety Code section 11055, subdivision (d)(2), and a dangerous drug within the meaning of
Code section 4022.

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Conviction of a Crime)

13.  Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under Code sections 490 and 4301,
subdivision (/), on the grounds of unprofessional conduct for the conviction of a crime
substantially related to the qualifications, functions, and duties of a licensee as defined by CCR
section 1770, subdivisions (a) and (c)(2), in that on or about February 1, 2024, in the criminal
proceeding entitled People v. Samantha Jane Blumlein (Butte County Superior Court, Case
Number 23CF05199), Respondent was convicted by the court on her plea of guilty to violating
Penal Code section 273a, subdivision (a), (Child Abuse), a felony, and Health and Safety Code
section 11379.6, subdivision (a), (Manufacturing a Controlled Substance, to wit DMT). As a
result of her conviction, Respondent received a suspended sentence of 180 days in jail and was
placed on four years of probation. Respondent was also ordered to complete 80 hours of
community service, complete a substance abuse program, and pay all fines and fees.

14. The circumstances underlying Respondent’s conviction are as follows: On or about
December 21, 2023, Butte County Sheriff’s deputies and other members of the Butte Interagency
Narcotics Task Force executed a search warrant at a residence that was a suspected DMT lab. An
Agent with the Butte County Sheriff’s Office located Respondent in the master bedroom and
observed that Respondent had dark colored liquid staining her pants, which matched the dark

colored liquid on the floor of the master bathroom floor and inside the toilet. The agent also found
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partially empty jugs of DMT in the master bathroom. Respondent admitted to dumping jugs of
DMT into the toilet when the Task Force arrived to execute the search warrant. Agents of the
Task Force found 7.9 grams of methamphetamine, a digital scale, assorted supplies and
chemicals, and an opened bottle of acetone in a freezer above an uncovered container of ice
cream. Respondent admitted to a Butte County Sheriff’s officer that she used methamphetamine
and DMT, and that both drugs “should be” present in the residence. Respondent also admitted
that she and another resident had been manufacturing DMT in the residence, that doing so is
hazardous due to fire and possible explosion, and that her minor son and daughter live with her in
the residence. Respondent’s minor son was also in the residence when the search warrant was

executed.

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Conviction of a Felony Involving Dangerous Drug)

15. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under Code section 4301, subdivision (k),
on the grounds of unprofessional conduct for conviction of a felony involving the use,
consumption, or self-administration of any dangerous drug or alcoholic beverage, or any
combination of those substances, as more particularly set forth above in paragraphs 13 and 14.

THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Violation of Law Regulating Controlled Substances and Dangerous Drugs)

16. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under Code section 4301, subdivision (j),
on the grounds of unprofessional conduct for the violation of any of the statutes of California, of
any other state, or of the United States regulating controlled substances and dangerous drugs,
specifically Health and Safety Code section 11379.6, subdivision (a), (Manufacturing a
Controlled Substance), as more particularly set forth above in paragraphs 13 and 14.

OTHER MATTERS

17.  Pursuant to Code section 4307, if discipline is imposed on Pharmacy Technician
License Number TCH 104655 to Samantha Jane Blumlein, Samantha Jane Blumlein shall be
prohibited from serving as a manager, administrator, owner, member, officer, director, associate,

or partner of a licensee for five years if Pharmacy Technician License Number TCH 104655 is
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placed on probation or until Pharmacy Technician License Number TCH 104655 is reinstated if it
is revoked.
PRAYER

WHEREFORE, Complainant 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 Pharmacy Technician License Number TCH 104655, issued
to Samantha Jane Blumlein;

2. Ordering Samantha Jane Blumlein to pay the Board of Pharmacy the reasonable costs
of the investigation and enforcement of this case, pursuant to Business and Professions Code
section 125.3; and, if placed on probation, the costs of probation monitoring;

3. Ordering that Samantha Jane Blumlein is prohibited from serving as a manager,
administrator, owner, member, officer, director, associate, or partner of a licensee pursuant to
Code section 4307; and,

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

Digitally signed by
SOderg renl Sodergren, Anne@DCA

DATED: 8/20/2024 Anne@ DC %&;(6)6?024.08.20 14:14:52

ANNE SODERGREN
Executive Officer

Board of Pharmacy

Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California

Complainant

SA2024302302
38250067.docx
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