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'STAN ROSSER CRAWFORD
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As an Invqatiqator for the Board of Vocnticn&l Hu:lc

Daviea, do hereby present to the oncucivo Di:ccto: 6! tho Baar of

gﬂqrno Examiners, the

. . Vi
,‘ Nu:g_u“ !:xaminc:- with 13.e-nn number 130741, hc:einatt-t alle Rnpondcnt

ndofsec
Board "Order in which Respondent’s license to _practice Vbcationai‘ ursin

was 18] ~auspenaion atayed and placed on probatio

Said Order %tipnlated, in pa:t, thab Resporiden
to submit aatiafactory neporta to the Board Offic

Reapondénc'a employer on “ox about Octobcr




‘oational Nurse at
*ﬂo:pital in Amarillo, Texas £zom a cuh Junua:y 20,
1992.

b. While so employed Reapondent vas :equired by his cmployer eo submit to
screen on or about September 28, 1992, Said screen ahaw-d a pooitiv‘ f

CANNABINOID, Subsequently, aoapondent was tc:mintt d zor
Policy, a positivc drug screen.:

in violation of Azticle 4528;;

»Tcx:a. 

ni& -

O

Examiners to take diacxplinary aetion .~ as provi

Civil:Statutgs of Texas, 1951, ai amended.




SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME by the said
day of Janaury, 1993,

CYNTHIA KINTON
fictary Public, State of Texas
My Commuasion Expires Se5t. 21, 1993

Filed with the Board of Vocational Nurse Bxaminc:a on*the
1993, i
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January 8, 1993

- STAN ROSSER CRAWFORD
2902 SOUTH HARRISON
AMARILLO, TEXAS 79109

Certified Mail No. P 478 052 263

¥

Dear Mr. Crawford:

s

Enclosed please find a sworn Complaint which has tnis cay “'peen filea —aga
you alleging one or more statutory violations or grounds to take '
action against you as a vocational nurse licensed undex :

Act, Tex. Rev. Civ. Stat. Ann., Art. 4528¢. 3

. Pursuant = to the Board of Vocational Nurse Examiners
offered the opportunity to schedule a prehearing conferenve
the Board’s office to discuss possible agreed resolution

~or in part. You may be represented by an
conference, or you may appear without an 3cto:noy,
conference are February 8,9,10, 1993. You

‘ - mug
" .Supervising Investigator, at {312) 835-2071, no lat
schedule your prehearing conference. L ek

Should .you choose not to schedule an appearance a&t-the prehearin

~ the enclosed Complaint will be presented to an Administrative Law Judc
State Office of Administrative Hearings at . a
meeting, for

A copy of the Board’s rules pertaining to preheariflg conferences
« The . proceedings relating to the prehearing conferente . are confl
.. statements made at the hearing will not be offered®as evi
~allegations in the Complaint. However, if an Agreed Order’

- result : of the prehearing conference,.it will become & ]

-and endorsed by the Board of Vocational Nutse Examiners.
. Should . you have questions regarding the prehearing

- please contact the Investigation Division. o

Sin :el&,;

 {y§ jorYe A.
' Executive D




~IN THE MATTER OF
‘ ,j§§ATE~oFFIc‘

STAN ROSSER CRAWFORD, L.V.N. " . ADMINISTRATIVE . HEA

Prepared by Earl A. Corbitt, Adgﬁnistrétive;:Law dﬁdge
authorized to act herein on behalf of the Board of Vocationa
Examiners pursuant to TEX. REV.

§2(b).

The staff of the Board of Vocational Nurse Examiners (the. oard)
pursuant to TEX. REV. CIV. STAT.»AKN.'ané§’4528c,:510 br t
‘disciplinary action against STAN ROSSER CRAWFORD:

‘Board alleged that RESPONDENT violated the

by the Board and that RESPONDENT rodu

tested positive for cCannabinoid.: The Boa

such actions constitute grounds for: di

RESPONDENT’s Vocational Nursing license p
8TAT. ANN. art. 45283,510.v“ R i

On April 19, 1993, a hearing concerning
.before Earl A, Corbitt, . Administrative -
Alcoholic-Baveraqa,Cdmmission;nuildéng,
- Texas. The hearing was re X
~of documentary evidence fr m partie
~on April 26, 1993.  The Board’s staffiwas
Leach, Assistant Attorney General of ‘Texas

‘appeared and represented himself at he

i 5

- The Board of Vocational Nurse:

- matter pursuant to TEX. REV. . C
State Office of Administrative
matters related to the hearing in:th

- authority to issue a proposal for dec
of fact and conclusions of * purs

:ANN. art. 6252-13f. )

- disciplinary action, dat

~and ' sent ' by ‘certified ‘

i Harrison, .

e time,




letter on November 9, 1992. On January 8, 1993, ‘a’c .of 'th

complaint against RESPONDENT was mailed by certified mail, retur

receipt requested, to RESPONDENT,. at the samg:;address. The lette:
containing the complaint was returned By the Post Office to:the
Board marked "Unclaimed." Notice of the hearing, dated March 22;
1993, was properly addressed and sent !by certified mail to STAN
ROSSER CRAWFORD at the same address pursuant to TEX. REV. CIV,
STAT. ANN. art. 6252-13a, §13.  The notice letter was returned b

the Post Office to the Board marked "Réfused."“fOn~Aprilzs;é1993‘
the Board received notice from RESPONDENT that he “intended’

attend the hearing. S

EBQBQ&EQ.DEQI&%QH
The Administrative Law Judge proposes that RESPONDENT
have violated the Vocational Nurse Act., 4
recommendation in this case.  The ‘Admin
recommends that STAN ROSSER CRAWFORD’ '
two year period with required quar
reports and periodic random drug screens.

Foo

On July 11, 1990, the Board endorsed an A c:&*aoardVOrdsr i
RESPONDENT was allowed to write th xamination for
ing the axaminatién, ,
ursing in the State of
suspended, the aucpennicn.:q~baintgyad;"d'REs
on probation for a period of two years.
stipulations which required RESPON T
employer to submit satisfactory reportd .to
quarterly basis. On June §, 1990, RE
Order and accepted its conditions an
notified RESPONDENT by letter dated Decembe
passed the examination and thé'terms?@f-
effective until Novenmber 28, 1992, ¥

&

| . ‘;‘ ? I S
RESPONDENT failed to submit the final sati
report which was due November 28, 1992, .y

RESPONDENT was terminated by his employd
Hospitals as a result of a drug screen provided ,

~drug screen tested positive . for . Cannabinoid. Nortr
Hospitals terminated RESPONDENT'n Octdber .74 192, an
'dﬁte gotified the Board of RESPONDENT’s términation and the
therefor. ' SRR :

At the time of the drug screen,'which-%ccgrred
- 1992, RESPONDENT had been off duty ap ‘
‘was requested to return to the hos

of an on-going investigation. At

he had used:marijuana. :




‘been taking ibuprofen at the tima. -

‘?aibuprofen has been known to

cannabinoid.

Evidence was received in the form of letters from Louise Anderso

R.N., B.8.N., and from Dalton D. Stewart, M.8.N., R.N o ¥
states that RESPONDENT, when confronted with the positive
screen, admitted use of marijuana. ~ Mr. Stewart, a- :
Assistance Program for Nurses (TPAPN) advocate,
RESPONDENT never indicated that the positive

been the result of other causative agents.

intervention by TPAPN. : T

There was no evidence that RESPONDENT@Qas{iﬁian impaired state
while practicing as a licensed vocatignal nurse. There was no
evidence as to when RESPONDENT was next to report for duty.

The Board has authority to take- disciplinary action ‘against its
licensees under TEX. REV. CIV. STAT. ANN. art. 4528c¢ §10(a) which
states, in part, "(a) The Board may .. ay suspend or ma

the license of any practitioner of vocational nursin

violation of this Act or of any rule, ragulation, issue
under thls Act ... [and] (9) unprofessional or dishonorable conduc
that, in the opinion of the Board, is likely to deceive, defrauc
or injure the public..." S : s

The Administrative Law Judge does no
RESPONDENT’s license because: ,
RESPONDENT’s use of marijuana during hi
unprofessional or dishonorable conduct

‘22 "TAC §239.11. There was no eavid
practicing :while impaired,

laws relative to drugs. _ ;
RESPONDENT has violated the Agreed Boatdforden
the final satisfactory employer’s report.
action is warranted. ~ However, under«tha‘faﬁ
case, it appears to the Administrative Laws .
‘revocation would be too stringent.: - ;

The staff had no recommendation in.

STAN ROSSER CRAWFORD ' (RESPONDENT),
licensed by the State of Texas,
130741, AR e e

A sworn complaint against RESA;NDENT;waszfiled with th
Board of Vocational Nurse ExAminers for ' the tewo:
Texas. BRI E SN .

RRTELRX




Service of propérfandLtimelylngtiée; f the hearing an
the complaint was effected upgn RESPONDENT y: certif
mail sent to her record address., i :

Oon July 11, 1990, the Board;

Order in which RESPONDENT
examination for -and
examination, RESPONDENT’s license
nursing in the State of Texas was €
suspension to be stayed RE :
probation for a period of twojyears. '

o : e
The Order described in Finding of Fact No. .
stipulations which required ;RESPONDENT ~ to .
nursing employer to submit satisfactory report
Board office on a quarterly ‘basis.
RESPONDENT signed the Agree rde;
conditions and stipulations.
RESPONDENT by letter dated Dedamber 3,
passed the examination and the terms:of
were effective until Novenber:28,

RESPONDENT failed to submit' the| final
employer’s report which was?dg -Novembe

Yo

There was insufficient avid;ﬁc_

RESPONDENT has engaged in unproé
conduct. SR T S T o

over this matter pursuant to TEX. REV.
arts. 4528c, §10 and 6252-13a..

, T
The Board of Vocational Nurseigxaminers

A sworn complaint against RES
Board of Vocational Nurse E
Texas in accordance with TEX
4528c, §10(d). - 3

Service of proper and timely notice of the’t

the complaint was effected updn RESPONDENT

TEX. REV. CIV. STAT. ANN. art. ' 6252-13a
~ §239.23. R &

_The Board hané@thbﬁiéy»to@fakq
~against its‘liceﬁéees,undgp%r$x \

et

T a—

I
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may ... may suspend or may:r
practitioner of vocational nu
of this Act or of any rule,
under this Act...

Baséd upoaninding'o£ F#et_ os

violated the terms of an rdi
Vocational Nurse Examiners whi

EX./REV. CIV.iSTAT

s e i S A e S s 5

RESPONDENT’s actions described in
constitute a violation of TEX. REV CIV
4528¢c, §10(a) (1) and warrant disciplina
his license pursuant to that statute.

i

igned and entered this Jﬁi;_”

)

f
£

e BB

S b B e




