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Karyn M. Kipp Docket No. 2011-514 
License No. 072.0000416 

REINSTATEMENT STIPULATION AND CONSENT ORDER 

STIPULATION 

NOW COME the State of Vermont, by and through Prosecuting Attorney Jennifer 
B. Colin, and Respondent Karen M. Kipp, who hereby stipulate and agree as follows:

Authority 

1. The Office of Professional Regulation (the "OPR''} has jurisdiction to investigate
and adjudicate allegations of unprofessional conduct, by and through a duly
appointed administrative law officer (the "ALO"), committed by Occupational
Therapists pursuant to 3 V.S.A. §§ 129, 129a; 26 V.S.A. Chapter 71; and the
Administrative · Rules for Occupational Therapists and Occupational Therapy
Assistants ("AROT") and the Rules of the Vermont Office of Professional
Regulation.

Stipulated Facts 

2. Karen M. Kipp ("Respondent") of White Hall, New York is licensed by the State
of Vermont as an Occupational Therapist ("OT") under license number
072.0000416. The I icense was first issued on June 1, 20 IO and expired on May 31,
2012.

3. 

4. 

5. 

In 2012, Respondent was disciplined by OPR for Lmprofessional conduct, namely
fabricating notes for two patients on multiple dates in 2011. The violations
charged were: 3 V.S.A. § 129a(a)(3) Failure to comply with provisions of federal
or state statutes or rules governing the practice of the profession; 3 V.S.A.
§ 129a(b)( I) and (2) Failure to practice competently (includes performance of
unsafe or unacceptable patient or client care or failure to conform to the essential
standards of acceptable and prevailing practice; and 3 V.S.A. § l 29a(a)(7)
Wil.lfully making or filing false repo11s or records in the practice of the profession.

Respondent failed to file an Answer and Default Judgment was entered on 
September I I, 2012. The Default Judgment indefinitely suspended Respondent's 
license. 

In May 20 I 8, Respondent petitioned for reinstatement, but submitted no 
documentation to support her request and failed to attend the hearing. On July 24, 










