
STATE OF VERMONT
BOARD OF NURSING

INRE: )
)
)

Michell~ Monroe
License No. 26-23715

Case File Nol. NUO7-0703

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW .AND ORDER

Introduction

The Vermont Board of Nursing ("the Board") held a aring in this case on Monday,
October 11, 2004, at 81 River Street in Montpelier, Vermont Board members Susan Farrell,
De-Ann Welch, Laurey Tyo, Sandra Norton, Pat Rock, Alan Weiss, Ellen Left and Donarae
Metcalf participated in the decision. Edward Adrian, Prosec ting Attorney, appeared for the
State. Michelle Momoe ("the Respondent") was present and epresented by attorney Norman
Blais, who appeared by telephone. Christopher Winters was e Presiding Officer.

The parties agreed to an indefinite suspension of the ~espondent's license prior to the
hearing and asked the Board for its approval. I

Findings of Fa~t

In her Answer to the State's Specification of Charge~ ated January 14, 2004, the

Respondent admitted nearly all of the Charges against her. T e Charges and the Answer are

hereby incorporated by reference and the admitted allegatio , as well as the representations of
the parties at hearing, are the facts upon which the Board's 0 der is based.

Conclusions of Law

A. Pursuant to 26 V.S.A. §1582 and 3 V.S.A. §l r 9, the Board of Nursing may
revoke, suspend or otherwise discipline the license of a nurse who engages in unprofessional
conduct as defined by 26 V.S.A. §1582 and 3 V.S.A. §129a.

B. The Respondent does not admit but does not Cintest the violations of
unprofessional conduct alleged in the State's Charges and ha agreed to be disciplined by the
Board.

~

A. In light of the above findings and conclusions,t the Board hereby

INDEFINITELY SUSPENDS the Respondent' s license, effe tive as of the date of the hearing.

-rhis suspension will remain in effect until such time as a hea th care provider, approved in



advance by the Board or its designee, determines that the Re~ondent is safe to return to the
practice of nursing. Such return may be under conditions de,med appropriate by the Board.

B. This Order is a matter of public record and ~y be reported to other licensing

authorities as provided in 3 V.S.A. §129(a). I

c. This Order will remain part of Respondent's lipensing file and may be used for
purposes of determining sanctions in any future disciplinary ~atter.

Anneal Rights

This is a final administrative determination by the Ve ont Board of Nursing. You
may appeal by sending a notice of appeal in writing to the Di ector of the Office of
Professional Regulation within 30 days of the date of entry 0 this order. If you wish to
request a stay of the Board I s decision, please refer to the atta hed stay instructions.

--clA.-Q.k F~~ft",-
Susan Farrell
Chair

By:

OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL REGULATION

Date of entrY: L-'1-if~=~...i1L~~.~f
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SPECIFICATION O~ CHARGES

I NOW CO~S the State of Vermont and makes flte following Charges against the!Respondent, 
Michelle L. Monroe, R.N.: I

Board Authority

The Vemlont Board of Nursing (the "Board"), as jurisdiction to investigate and

adjudicate allegations of unprofessional condu t committed by Nurses pursuant to 3

V.S.A. §§ 129, 129a; 26 V.S.A. Chapter 28 an ; the rules of the Board and the Vennont
Office of Professional Regulation.

Statement of F/acts

Michelle L.. Monroe (the "Respondent") OfRi~ Ond' Vermont is a registered nurse

holding license nwnber 026-0023715, issued b the State of Vermont. This license was

originally issued on or about December 1, 199 and is set to expire on March 31, 2005.

At all relevant times, the Respondent was emp~oyed at Fletcher Allen Health Care -
South Burlington Family Practice (the "Facilitt") located in South Burlington, Vermont.

On or about April 23, 2003, the Respondent nt tified a patient that the patient's

ultrasound results were nonnal (negative). Th patient's ultrasound results were

abnonnal (positive).

On or about May 12, 2003, the Respondent br Ught a patient into a dirty room that had a
bloody speculum and blood on the exam table. The Respondent picked up the speculum
without using any gloves and was going to w out into the hallway with the speculum
exposed, before being prevented from doing s by the physician. The Respondent then
proceeded to clean up the room in front of the atient without using gloves. The
Respondent took the patient's blood pressure d temperature without washing her
hands.

STATE OF VERMONT

On or about May 22, 2003, the Respondent intrrectlY administered an IPV vaccine to a
fifteen month old child, when the physicianha ordered a RIB vaccine. The child's
parents were notified that the child needed to me in to receive the correct vaccine.

On or about June 27,2003, the Respondent tot a triage call from patientG.P. The
patient had already been to the emergency roo and had been advised that based on an
X-ray it was possible that he had tuberculosis. The Respondent failed to advise her co-

Prosecuting Attorney
Office of
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workers and the attending physician that G'P
~ otentially had tuberculosis. Respondent's failure to alert her co-workers d the attending physician of this

possibility prevented proper infection protocol from being implemented and placed her

co-workers, the physician and other patients at risk.

Between June 2002 and June 2003, Responde t was advised multiple times by the
Facility that her triage notes were insufficient d that this resulted in the attending
physicians going back to the patients for furth r clarification. During the same time
period the Respondent was notified by the Fac litythat her assessment skills were of
concern, that she demonstrated lack of goodju gment and that she failed to take proper
precautions and implement proper procedures oncerning infection controls.

Between February 2003 and April 2003, the R! SPondent took a six week leave of
absence from the Facility because as a Tesult 0 postpartum depression. On or about

March 12,2003, the Respondent was hospitali ed for mania and possible psychosis. In
February, 1998 the Respondent was diagnosed with Bipolar Disorder.

110.

Since J ~uary ~OO3, the .Respon~ent has ?eent eaded for clinical depres~ion, ~ultiple

SclerosIs, AnxIety, Mama and BIpolar Dlsord .The Respondent at VarIOUS tImes has

been prescribed Zoloft, Depakote, Ambien, KI nopin, Clonazepam, Baclofen and
Flexeril.

Charges

111.

The above acts and circumstances, alone or in"fombination, violate:

i. 3 V.S.A. § 129a(a) (5)(practicing th profession when medically or
psychologically unfit to do so);

ii. 3 V.S.A. § 129a(a) (7)(engages in nduct of a character likely to deceive,
defraud or hann the public);

iii. 3 V:S.A. § 129a(b )(failure to practic -competently by reason of any cause on
as single occasion or on multiple oc asions);

iv. 26 V.S.A. § 1582(a)(3)(isunable to ractice nursing competently by reason of

any cause);
v. 26 V.S.A. § 1582(a)(6)(hasa menta, emotional or physical disability, the

nature of which interferes with abili to practice nursing competently);
vi. Administrative Rules of the Board 0 Nursing (the "ARBN") Chapter 4, Rule

IV ,n, B, 1 and 2 (performance of safe or unacceptable patient care and
failure to conform to the essential st dards of acceptable and prevailing

nursing practice);
vii. ARBN Chapter 4, Rule IV, n, D, 1 erforming acts beyond the limits of the

statutory definitions of the practice fnll;fsing in 26 V.S.A. § 1572); and
viii. ARBN Chapter 4, Rule IV, n, D, 5 failing to take appropriate action to

safeguard a patient from incompete t health care);

STATE OF VERMONT

I 

WHEREFORE, the license of Michelle L. M t moeshoUld be revoked, suspended,reprimanded, 

conditioned or otherwise disciplined.
Prosecuting Attorney

Office of
Professional Regulation
Montpelier, VT 05602



~DATED at Montpelier, Vernlont this day of:~~~~ f' 2004.

STATE OF VERMONT

~y:

State Prosecuting Attorney

nu.monroe.soc

STATE OF VERMONT
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Montpelier, VT 05602



STATE OF VERMONT
SECRETARY OF STATE
OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL REGULATION
BOARD OF NURSING

IN RE: Michelle Monroe
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Docket No. NUq7-0703

ANSWER TO SPECIFICATION OF HARGES

NOW COMES Respondent Michelle Momoe, by and t~rough her attorney Nonnan R,

Blais, and hereby responds to the Specification of Charges file~ against her in this matter as

follows:

1 Admit.

2. Admit.

"-'. Admit.

4. Admit that this event occurred; Respondent coqtends that this was an excusable
error. I

5 Admit that a patient was brought into a room w~ichhad not been properly picked

up by the person (not Respondent) whose resporsibility it was to do so. Admit

that the Respondent cleaned up the room witho~t the benefit of gloves. Deny that

Respondent failed to wash her hands.

6.

Admit.

7. Deny that Respondent placed co-workers at ris*; any error with respect to the

failure to notify ofa possible tuberculosis patiept was excusable elTor.



8.

engaged in any activiti~s that were substantiall* different from her co-workers.

9. Admit.

10. Admit.


