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5G – Raley’s Pharmacy #123 
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5M – Tiana Hubbard 
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10A – Amazon Pharmacy #051  

14B – Workshop – Public Comment 

17A – Financial Report 
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BEFORE THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF PHARMACY 

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF PHARMACY, 

Petitioner, 
v. 

PATRICIA RENEE SANCHEZ. PTT, 
Certificate of Registration No. PT28814, 

Respondent. 

CASE NO. 26-108-PTT-N 

MEMORANDUM OF ATTORNEY’S 
FEES AND COSTS 

Pursuant to NRS 622.400, the undersigned hereby submits the following itemized bill of costs 

and reasonable attorney’s fees incurred by the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy in connection with the 

investigation and prosecution of the above-entitled administrative action. 

Investigative Time 

Date(s) Description Hours Rate Amount 

N/A Investigator Segedy – 

SEE ATTACHMENT 

6.5 $53.00/hr $344.50 

Subtotal (Investigation): $344.50 

Attorney Time - Brett Kandt 

Date(s) Description Hours Rate Amount 

3/25/26 
Confer with staff and 
review investigative case 
file in case 26-108-PTT-
N; draft Notice of 
Intended Action and 
Accusation. 

2.0 $104.00/hr $208.00 

4/22/26 
Confer with staff 
regarding hearing date. 0.25 $104.00/hr $26.00 

4/27/26 
Review Answer and 
Notice of Defense. 0.25 $104.00/hr $26.00 
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5/4/26 
Confer w/ respondent 
regarding resolution. 1.00 $104.00/hr $104.00 

5/20/26 
Confer w/ respondent 
regarding resolution. 0.25 $104.00/hr $26.00 

5/21/26 
Confer w/ respondent 
regarding resolution. 0.25 $104.00/hr $26.00 

5/22/26 
Prepare for default 
hearing. 2.00 $104.00/hr $208.00 

6/3/26 
Hearing in case 26-108-
PTT-N; finalize order. 1.00 $104.00/hr $104.00 

Subtotal (Attorney Time): $728.00 

Administrative Costs 

Date(s) Description Hours Rate Amount 

4/8/26 
Jessette Phaynarikone 
finalized and served 
Accusation. 

0.50 $25.00/hr $12.50 

5/13/26 
Jessette Phaynarikone 
served Notice of Hearing 
for June 3, 2026. 

0.50 $25.00/hr $12.50 

Subtotal (Administrative Costs): $25.00 

Additional Recoverable Costs: Postage/Mailing Costs: $20.65 

Total Attorney’s Fees and Recoverable Costs: $1,118.15 

 I, Brett Kandt, affirm, to the best of my knowledge and belief, that the foregoing is a true 

and correct statement of reasonable attorney’s fees and recoverable costs incurred by the Board 

in the above-entitled action. 
      DATED this 3rd day of June 2026. 

 
      Brett Kandt  
      General Counsel  
      Nevada State Board of Pharmacy 

 



Investigation hours 

Case No. 26-108-PTT-N PTT Patricia Sanchez, License 28814
Investigator Monica S. Segedy

Date Hours

3/18/2026 0.5
3/18/2026 1
3/19/2026 1
3/19/2026 1
3/19/2026 1
3/20/2026

Duties

Reviewed Initial Case Opening Information 
Conducted/Documented  License Queries 
Discussions wih NVBOP Licensing Personnel 
Reviewed updated PTT application and documents 
Interivew of PTT Sandez and documentation 
Prepared Final Report 2

Total hrs 6.5 Hours 
Wage per Hour $53.00

Total Investigative Cost $344.50
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BEFORE THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF PHARMACY 

 
NEVADA STATE BOARD OF PHARMACY, 
 

Petitioner, 
                         v. 
 
RALEY’S PHARMACY #123, 
Pharmacy License No. PH00999,  

 
Respondent. 

 Case No. 24-366-PH-N 
         
 
STIPULATION AND ORDER 
           
           

   

 J. David Wuest, in his official capacity as Executive Secretary of the Nevada State Board of 

Pharmacy, by and through its Senior General Counsel, Gregory L. Zunino, and Respondent Raley’s 

#123 (“Respondent”), by and through Timothy Kuhls, Esq, hereby stipulate and agree as follows: 

1. The Nevada State Board of Pharmacy (“Board”) has jurisdiction over Respondent and 

this matter. 

2. Respondent acknowledges that it was properly served with the Notice of Intended 

Action and Accusation (“Accusation”) on file in this matter, together with the Statement to Respondent 

and Notice of Hearing (“Notice of Hearing”). Respondent further acknowledges that allegations and 

charges have been plead with adequate specificity.    

3. The parties agreed to postpone Respondent’s deadline for filing an Answer and Notice 

of Defense pending the Board’s review of this Stipulation on June 3, 2026.   

4. Respondent acknowledges that it understands the terms of this Stipulation and has 

executed it knowingly and voluntarily. 

5. Respondent is aware of the right to a hearing on the matters alleged in the Accusation, 

the right to reconsideration of a Board determination in a contested case, the right to appeal a Board 

determination in a contested case, and all other rights afforded to Respondent under NRS Chapter 

233B, the Nevada Administrative Procedure Act, NRS Chapter 622A, which governs administrative 

procedure before the Board, and NRS Chapter 639, the Nevada Pharmacy Act.  

6. Conditioned on the acceptance of this Stipulation by the Board and excluding the right 

to challenge any determination that Respondent has failed to comply with the provisions of this 
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Stipulation, Respondent hereby freely and voluntarily waives its rights to hearing, reconsideration, 

appeal, and other rights related to this action as identified above.  

7. Respondent denies the allegations stated in Count One of the Accusation to the extent 

that those allegations set forth a claim of unprofessional conduct related to the operation or 

implementation of Respondent’s system for documenting patient counseling.  However, Respondent  

does not contest the allegations stated in Count Two of the Accusations on file herein, and it further 

admits that evidence exists, and that the Board staff prosecuting this case could present such evidence 

at an administrative hearing, to establish a factual basis for the claim that Respondent has employer 

responsibility for the conduct of Pharmacist Patrick Awa as alleged in Count Two of the Accusation, 

to wit: 

A. Between 2022 and 2025, Respondent employed Pharmacist Patrick Awa (“RPH Awa”) at 

its pharmacy location in Yerington, Nevada. 

B. On July 3, 2024, RPH Awa processed and filled a new prescription for patient R.S., for 

antibiotic ear drops. Respondent’s automated prescription management system identified 

the prescription as “Rx No. 7047361.”  

C. RPH Awa dispensed Rx No. 7047361 to the patient’s wife, who later complained to the 

Board that RPH Awa had not offered her counseling at the pharmacy counter when she 

picked up her husband’s ear drops. 

D. When questioned about Rx No. 7047361, RPH Awa stated that he had no recollection of 

dispensing the prescription. 

E. RPH Awa admittedly failed to make a written or digital record of whether he offered or 

provided counseling in connection with Rx No. 7047361.   

F. Respondent acknowledges that as RPH Awa’s employer at the time, Respondent is 

responsible for RPH Awa’s conduct as described in the Accusation..    

8. To resolve this case without incurring any further costs or the expenses associated with 

a hearing, the Board and Respondent agree to the imposition of the following discipline: 
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A. Respondent shall pay a fine of Seven Hundred Fifty and 00/100 Dollars ($750.00). 

This sum shall be payable by cashier’s check, certified check, or money order written 

to the “State of Nevada, Office of the Treasurer.” Respondent shall remit payment in 

full to the Board’s Reno office, located at 985 Damonte Ranch Parkway, Suite 206, 

Reno, Nevada 89521, on or before July 31, 2026. 

B. Respondent shall pay the sum of Five Hundred and 00/100 Dollars ($500.00). to 

partially reimburse the Board for recoverable attorney’s fees and costs incurred in 

investigating and prosecuting this case. This sum shall be payable by cashier’s check, 

certified check, or money order written to the “Nevada State Board of Pharmacy.” 

Respondent shall remit payment in full to the Board’s Reno office, located at 985 

Damonte Ranch Parkway, Suite 206, Reno, Nevada 89521, on or before July 31, 2026. 

C. Respondent has cooperated, and it agrees that it will continue to cooperate with the 

Board’s inspectors in terms of explaining and/or demonstrating how its system for 

documenting patient counseling operates and to make reasonable changes or 

modifications to that system, as appropriate, to address any compliance concerns that 

the Board may have. 

9. This Stipulation constitutes a full and final resolution of the Accusation in Case No. 24-

366-PH-N. However, any failure by Respondent to comply with the terms stated herein may result in 

issuance by the Executive Secretary of an order to show cause, pursuant to NAC 639.965, directing 

Respondent to appear before the Board at the next regularly scheduled meeting for a show cause 

hearing. If such a hearing results in the finding of a violation by Respondent, the Board may impose 

additional discipline not inconsistent with the provisions of NRS Chapter 639.  

10. The Board’s Senior General Counsel will present this Stipulation to the Board for 

approval pursuant to NRS 622.330 at the Board’s regularly scheduled public meeting on June 3, 2026, 

in Las Vegas, Nevada. The Board Members and Staff may discuss and deliberate regarding this 

Stipulation, even if Respondent fails to send an authorized representative to the meeting. 
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11. The Board may accept this Stipulation, but it has no obligation to accept this Stipulation.  

If this Stipulation is approved by the Board, it shall be a public record pursuant to NRS 622.330 and 

shall be reported to the National Practitioner Data Bank pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1396r–2 and 45 CFR 

Part 60. 

12. If the Board rejects any part or all of this Stipulation, and unless the parties reach an 

alternative agreement on the record during the hearing, the parties agree that the Board may hear a 

contested hearing on the merits of all alleged violations as stated in the Accusation. The terms and 

admissions herein may not be used, relied upon, or referred to by any party during any such hearing. 

13. Subject to the approval of this Stipulation by the Board, the Board and Respondent agree 

to release each other from any or all additional claims arising from the facts set forth in the Accusation 

on file herein, whether known or unknown that might otherwise have been asserted by the Board on or 

before the date of entry set forth below. 
 
 Respondent has fully considered the charges and allegations contained in the Notice of Intended 
Action and Accusation in this matter, and the terms of this Stipulation, and has freely and 
voluntarily agreed to the terms set forth herein, and waived certain rights, as stated herein. 

 
AGREED: 
 
Dated: June 3, 2026.   Dated: June 3, 2026  

RALEY’S #123               NEVADA STATE BOARD OF PHARMACY 
     
 
By______________________                        By /s/ Gregory L. Zunino  
Name:         GREGORY L. ZUNINO    
Title:          Senior General Counsel 
              Nevada Bar No. 4805 
   
 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
/s/ Timothy Kuhls 
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TIMOTHY KUHLS, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 13362 
Attorney for Respondent Raley’s #123  
 
 
 
 
 
 

DECISION AND ORDER 

 As to Respondent Raley’s #123, in Case No. 24-366-PH-N, the Nevada State Board of 

Pharmacy hereby adopts the foregoing Stipulation as its final decision in the matter and orders that its 

terms and conditions be made effective upon the date of entry set forth below.  

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 Entered this 3rd day of June 2026. 
  
       __________________________________ 
       Helen Park, President 
       Nevada State Board of Pharmacy 
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BEFORE THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF PHARMACY 

NEVADA STATE BOARD OF PHARMACY, 

Petitioner, 
       v. 

ELISE CACCIO, RPH,  
Certificate of Registration No. 22906,  
TOMMY DINH, RPH,  
Certificate of Registration No. 20256,  
JOSE ESCOBEDO, RPH,  
Certificate of Registration No. 20782,  
TAMARA ANGELES, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 19070,  
MARIE BARAGA, RPH,  
Certificate of Registration No. 16851,  
MARC BARBOSE, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 14251,  
MAGDALENA CYBULSKA, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 22437,  
SOYOUNG EOM, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 18126,  
ARTIN FAKHOR, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 16225,  
CHRIS GOODMAN, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 16422,  
KENNY LI, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 19870,  
PAULINA NGO, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 18970, 
JAYMIE PADERO, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 23846,  
CHRIS PETERS, RPH, 
Certificate of Registration No. 16325, 
CHAD ANTONIE, APRN, 
Certificate of Registration No. CS33041, 
TIANA HUBBARD, APRN, 
Certificate of Registration No. CS25791, 
MARY MILLER-WILSON, APRN, 
Certificate of Registration No. CS33703, and 
ASHLEY THOMAS, PT, 
Certificate of Registration No. PT17873  

            Respondents. 

     Case Nos. 24-424-RPH-A-S 
24-424-RPH-B-S
24-424-RPH-C-S
24-424-RPH-D-S
24-424-RPH-E-S
24-424-RPH-G-S
24-424-RPH-H-S
24-424-RPH-I-S
24-424-RPH-J-S
24-424-RPH-K-S
24-424-RPH-L-S
24-424-RPH-M-S
24-424-RPH-N-S
24-424-RPH-O-S
24-424-CS-A-S
24-424-CS-B-S
24-424-CS-C-S
24-424-PT-S

[PROPOSED] FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER 

(RESPONDENT HUBBARD ONLY) 

Exhibit 1
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This matter came before the Nevada State Board of Pharmacy at its regularly scheduled meeting 

on Wednesday, June 3, 2026. Gregory L. Zunino, Senior General Counsel, prosecuted the case before 

the Board. Respondent Tiana Hubbard, APRN, Certificate of Registration No. CS25791, failed to 

appear after being properly noticed of the time, date, and place of the hearing. Pursuant to NRS 

622A.350(2) and NRS 639.244(2), the Board adopted, as its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, 

the allegations, averments, and legal conclusions stated in the Notice of Intended Action and 

Accusation on file herein. Those allegations, averments, and legal conclusions are restated below with 

conforming changes, as appropriate, to reflect the Board’s determination to impose professional 

discipline in this case. 

JURISDICTION AND SERVICE 

1. The Nevada State Board of Pharmacy (the “Board”) has jurisdiction over Respondent 

Tiana Hubbard (“Respondent Hubbard”) because, at the time of the events alleged herein, Respondent 

Hubbard held a certificate of registration issued by the Board authorizing her to prescribe dangerous 

drugs and controlled substances in Nevada.  

2. The Board has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this Accusation because it involves 

the distribution and sale of dangerous drugs and controlled substances.    

3. Respondent Hubbard was properly served with the Notice of Intended Action and 

Accusation and the Statement to Respondent and Notice of Hearing.   

FINDINGS OF FACT 

4. In 2024, Respondent Hubbard was an advanced practice registered nurse licensed by 

the Nevada State Board of Nursing to practice advanced nursing in Nevada. Respondent Hubbard held 

a certificate of registration issued by the Board authorizing her to prescribe dangerous drugs and 

controlled substances.  

5. In 2024, Respondent Hubbard was employed by or otherwise working in the service of 

Helix RHT (“Helix”), a business located at 2625 North Green Valley Parkway, #275, in Henderson, 

Nevada.  
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6. In 2024, Helix was owned and/or operated by Jasen Kohli (“Kohli”) and Blake Frostad 

(“Frostad”), both competitive body builders.    

7. Neither Kohli nor Frostad, nor anyone else working on site at Helix, held medical 

credentials or a medical license authorizing them to prescribe dangerous drugs or controlled substances. 

8. In 2024, Helix did not employ or contractually engage any practitioners who worked 

from the Helix business location on North Green Valley Parkway in Henderson. 

9. In 2024, while working for Helix, Respondent Hubbard evaluated patients using 

“telehealth” technology. This means that she worked from home, or from some facility other than the 

Helix location at 2625 North Green Valley Pkwy. #275, in Henderson, Nevada. 

10. Using telehealth technology to evaluate her patients, Respondent Hubbard authorized 

dangerous drugs and/or controlled substances for her patients. The controlled substances included 

ketamine, testosterone cypionate, and/or nandrolone decanoate. All three drugs are listed in Schedule 

III of the regulations promulgated pursuant to the federal and state Controlled Substances Acts. See 21 

C.F.R. §1308.13; NAC 453.530. 

11. Testosterone cypionate and/or nandrolone decanoate are commonly used by body 

builders to increase muscle mass. Ketamine is also used by body builders prior to workouts. 

12. Respondent Hubbard did not transmit her own prescriptions; instead, she authorized 

Kohli, Frostad and/or Helix to transmit written prescriptions on her behalf using a fill-in-the-blanks 

form bearing a signature stamp or other signature facsimile denoting the prescriber’s approval. 

13. The above forms were preprinted with the address and telephone number for Helix.  The 

forms did not contain an address or telephone number for Respondent Hubbard. 

14. Respondent Hubbard was generally unfamiliar with the process used by Helix to 

transmit prescriptions to pharmacies for dispensing. 

15. During all of 2024, Respondent Hubbard had access to the database established pursuant 

to NRS 453.162. This database is known as the Nevada Prescription Monitoring Program or “PMP” 

database. 
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16. The PMP database has two functions that must be used by prescribers of controlled 

substances. The first function (known as the “MyRx” function) enables the prescriber to review his or 

her own prescribing activity to make sure that someone is not issuing fraudulent prescriptions under 

his or her name and medical credentials. 

17. The second function on the PMP database (known as the “Patient History Report”) 

enables the prescriber to evaluate the patient’s history of using controlled substances. This enables the 

prescriber to determine whether a patient is doctor shopping or potentially abusing controlled 

substances or using them for recreational purposes. 

18. Respondent Hubbard had never used the MyRx function until requested to do so on 

October 16, 2024. Additionally, she did not run a Patient History Report at any time between January 

1, 2024, and October 1, 2024. Within this same time frame, Respondent Hubbard authorized 

approximately 1,800 prescriptions for controlled substances, most or all transmitted by Helix. 

19. In 2024, using the fill-in-the-blanks forms described above, Kohli, Frostad and/or Helix 

completed and transmitted approximately 7,000 prescriptions for dangerous drugs and controlled 

substances.  Most or all of these prescriptions were transmitted by Helix to either Meta Pharmacy or 

Partell Specialty Pharmacy, where they were filled. 

20. When transmitting prescriptions to Meta Pharmacy or Partell Specialty Pharmacy, as 

applicable, Kohli, Frostad and/or Helix were not supervised by a prescribing practitioner. 

21. Some of the above prescriptions, including prescriptions for ketamine, testosterone 

cypionate and/or nandrolone decanoate, were not accompanied by medical notes, charts, or other 

records indicating that corresponding patient evaluations had taken place. 

22. When questioned regarding prescriptions without supporting medical records, 

Respondent Hubbard denied having authorized the prescriptions. 

23. Prescriptions for controlled substances were not transmitted electronically in the manner 

required by NRS 639.23535 and NAC 639.7105, and they did not contain a valid address and telephone 

number for the prescriber, or a unique prescriber-affixed signature or authenticating notation as 

required by NRS 639.2353(2). 
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24. Prescriptions for dangerous drugs did not contain a valid address and telephone number 

for the prescriber, or a prescriber-affixed signature or other unique identifier for the prescriber, as 

required by NRS 639.2353 and NRS 454.223. 

25. Prescriptions for controlled substances were never approved by the Board to be 

transmitted in any manner other than via electronic transmission in accordance with NRS 639.23535 

and NAC 639.7105. 

26. Prescriptions for controlled substances did not meet applicable criteria for an exemption 

from electronic transmission requirements, as stated in NRS 639.23535(1)(a)-(i). 

27. The above prescriptions for controlled substances were not “legal” prescriptions within 

the meaning of NRS 453.377 and NRS 454.316. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

28. Every practitioner who prescribes controlled substances in Nevada must secure and 

maintain a certificate of registration issued by the Board pursuant to the Nevada Controlled Substances 

Act (NRS Chapter 453). See NRS 453.226(1)(a); NRS 453.231(3). 

29. If an advanced practice registered nurse prescribes dangerous drugs in Nevada, he or 

she must hold a certificate of registration issued by the Board. See NRS 639.1375; NAC 639.850. 

30. If an advanced practice registered nurse prescribes controlled substances in Nevada, he 

or she must hold a certificate of registration issued by the Board. NRS 453.226(1)(a); NRS 453.231(3). 

31. The Board may revoke or suspend the registration of any practitioner who has 

committed an act that renders his or her registration inconsistent with the public interest. NRS 

453.236(1)(e). 

32. Noncompliance with state and local law, including noncompliance with the Nevada 

Pharmacy Act and/or the Nevada Controlled Substances Act, renders a practitioner’s registration 

inconsistent with the public interest. NRS 453.236(1)(e); NRS 453.231(1)(b). 

33. Pursuant to NRS 639.100, it is unlawful for a practitioner to permit an unsupervised 

person to transmit prescriptions for dangerous drugs or controlled substances unless that person holds 

the appropriate license or certificate issued by the Board. 
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34. A practitioner has a duty to establish and maintain effective controls and procedures to 

prevent or guard against theft and misuse of controlled substances. See NRS 435.231(1)(a); NAC 

453.400. 

35. Before issuing an initial prescription for a controlled substance, and at least once every 

90 days thereafter for the duration of the course of treatment using the controlled substance, a 

practitioner must run and evaluate a Patient History Report using the PMP. NRS 639.23507. 

36. A practitioner registered with the Board to write prescriptions for controlled substances 

must use the MyRx function in the PMP database at least once every 6 months to review prescriptions 

issued by the practitioner and to verify that he or she continues to have access to the PMP. NRS 

453.164(7). 

37. The Board may revoke or suspend the registration of any practitioner who commits, or 

who assists or abets in a violation of the Nevada Pharmacy Act or the Nevada Controlled Substances 

Act. NRS 453.236(1)(e); NRS 453.231(1)(b); NRS 639.210(12). 

38. A prescription must contain the telephone number and address of the prescriber and the 

prescriber’s original signature, or if the prescription is transmitted electronically, a unique identifier 

affixed by the prescriber. NRS 639.2353; NRS 639.23535; NRS 454.223(2). 

39. Generally, a prescription for a controlled substance must be electronically transmitted 

by a practitioner to a pharmacy using a computer system approved by the Board. NRS 639.23535; NAC 

639.7102; NAC 639.7105. 

40. When transmission by a facsimile machine is permitted, the practitioner, or the 

practitioner’s designated agent, must transmit the prescription directly to the pharmacy. NAC 639.711. 

The pharmacist must not dispense such a prescription unless it is signed by the practitioner and 

transmitted to the pharmacy by the practitioner or the designated agent of the practitioner. NAC 

639.711(4). 

41. The holder of a certificate of registration issued by the Board pursuant to the Nevada 

Pharmacy Act (NRS Chapter 639) may be disciplined by the Board for engaging in unprofessional 

conduct or conduct contrary to the public interest. NRS 639.210(4); NRS 639.255. 
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FINDINGS OF CULPABILITY 

As To Count Two of the Accusation 

42. Respondent Hubbard authorized Helix and its non-practitioner owners, operators, 

and/or employees to transmit prescriptions on her behalf using a fill-in-the-blanks form bearing a 

signature stamp or other facsimile signature denoting the prescriber’s approval. 

43. Prescriptions for controlled substances were not transmitted by Respondent Hubbard in 

the manner required by NRS 639.23535 and NAC 639.7105. 

44. Prescriptions did not contain a valid address or telephone number for the prescriber, or 

a prescriber-affixed signature as required by NRS 639.2353(2). 

45. Respondent Hubbard knew or should have known that prescriptions transmitted by 

Helix did not comply with NRS 639.23535, NRS 639.2353, and NAC 639.7105. 

46. By causing or permitting non-compliant prescriptions to be transmitted by Helix and its 

non-practitioner owners, managers, and/or employees, Respondent Hubbard assisted or abetted in 

recurring violations of the Nevada Pharmacy Act regarding the form and content of prescriptions and 

their manner of transmission. See NRS 453.236(1)(e); NRS 453.231(1)(b); NRS 639.210(12). 

47. By causing or permitting prescriptions to be issued by Helix and its non-practitioner 

owners, managers and/or employees, and/or by failing to exercise control over their process for issuing 

prescriptions, Respondent Hubbard permitted Helix and its non-practitioner owners, managers, and/or 

employees to engage in unregistered prescribing in violation of NRS 639.100(1). 

48. Respondent Hubbard is subject to discipline for having failed to comply with the 

Nevada Pharmacy Act. See NRS 453.236(1)(e); NRS 453.231(1)(b); NRS 639.210(12). 

As to Count Three of the Accusation 

49. Respondent Hubbard authorized Helix and its non-practitioner owners, operators, 

and/or employees to issue prescriptions on her behalf using a fill-in-the-blanks form bearing a signature 

stamp or other signature facsimile denoting the prescriber’s approval. 

50. Respondent Hubbard was generally unfamiliar with the process used by Helix to 

transmit prescriptions to pharmacies for dispensing. 
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51. Respondent Hubbard failed to monitor and/or supervise the activities of Helix and its 

non-practitioner owners, operators, and/or employees in regard to their issuance of prescriptions. 

52. Respondent Hubbard knew or should have known that Helix and its non-practitioner 

owners, operators, and/or employees were issuing unauthorized prescriptions and/or prescriptions that 

did not comply with NRS 639.2353, NRS 639.23535 and NAC 639.7105. 

53. Through her acts and omissions as alleged above, Respondent Hubbard failed to 

establish and maintain effective controls against the diversion of controlled substances. 

54. Respondent Hubbard is subject to discipline for having failed to establish and maintain 

effective controls against the diversion of controlled substances. 

As to Count Four of the Accusation 

55. Respondent Hubbard failed to query the PMP database in the manner required by NRS 

639.23507 and NRS 453.164(7). 

56. Respondents Hubbard’s failure to query the PMP demonstrates an inability to establish 

and maintain effective controls against diversion of controlled substances into other than legitimate 

medical, scientific, research or industrial channels. 

57. Respondent Hubbard’s failure to query the PMP database demonstrates a failure to 

comply with the Nevada Pharmacy Act and the Nevada Controlled Substances Act. 

58. Respondent Hubbard is subject to discipline for having failed to query the PMP database 

in the manner required by NRS 639.23507 and NRS 453.164(7). See NRS 453.236(1)(e); NRS 

453.231(1)(a); NRS 453.231(1)(b); NRS 639.210(12); NRS 639.255. 

ORDER 

Based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Board imposes upon 

Respondent Tiana Hubbard, APRN, Certificate of Registration No. CS25791, the following 

professional discipline, effectively immediately: 

1. Respondent Hubbard’s Certificate of Registration No. CS25791 is hereby REVOKED. 

Respondent Hubbard shall not be eligible to petition for the reinstatement of her privileges 
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to prescribe dangerous drugs and controlled substances for a period of one (1) year from the 

date of entry set forth below. 

2. Respondent Hubbard shall pay an administrative fine of $5,000, due in full on or before 

July 31, 2026. 

3. Respondent Hubbard shall reimburse the Board for its costs of investigation and prosecution 

in the amount of $1,000, due in full on or before July 31, 2026. The Board finds that these 

costs were reasonable, necessary and actually incurred. 

4. This Order constitutes a final decision in a contested case and a public record pursuant to 

NRS 639.255(5) and shall be reported to the National Practitioner Data Bank pursuant to 

42 U.S.C. § 1396r–2 and 45 CFR Part 60. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 Entered June 3, 2026. 

 

      _______________________________________ 
    Helen Park, President 
    Nevada State Board of Pharmacy 
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June 1st , 2026 

 

David Wuest  

Executive Secretary 

Nevada Board of Pharmacy 

985 Damonte Ranch Pkwy Ste 206 

Reno, Nevada 89521 

 

Dear Executive Secretary Wuest and Members of the Board, 

Empower Pharmacy’s core mission is to provide access to personalized, affordable medication through 

innovation with a commitment to quality, service, and people. Since 2009, we have grown into the nation's 

largest, most advanced compounding pharmacy and outsourcing facility serving healthcare markets across the 

country. We proudly serve patients across the state of Nevada and play a pivotal role in providing critical 

access to medications. I am writing to you as Director of Government Affairs to work collaboratively with the 

Board and to help continue our efforts to support safe and quality access to medications for Nevada patients.  

We thank the Board for its efforts in updating regulations to keep pace with industry advancements while 

protecting patient safety. On behalf of Empower, I am writing to propose changes to share industry insights for 

the proposed rules that are scheduled for Public Hearing at the June 4th, 2026, meeting.  Our goal is to work 

collaboratively with the Board to ensure the proposed language is strengthened, clear, and data driven. We 

respectfully submit the following recommendations to improve clarity, avoid unintended regulatory 

consequences, and support patient access while maintaining safety. 

Proposed Rule Section 1 NAC 639 

Recommendations: 

 

a. A pharmacy that ships a temperature sensitive prescription to a patient must use packaging, or devices, or 

other scientifically supported measures which will ensure that the prescription is maintained within 

appropriate standards pertaining to temperature, light and humidity listed in the manufacturer’s package 

insert and as described in the United States Pharmacopeia - National Formulary, as adopted by reference in 

paragraph (c) of subsection 1 of NAC 639.670. The pharmacy shall implement shipping 

controls commensurate with the risk to the prescription, taking into consideration the nature of the drug, its 

temperature sensitivity, anticipated transit time, and seasonal conditions.  

b. The pharmacy shall utilize a shipping system or other documented controls demonstrating that the 

prescription will be maintained within the required temperature range during shipment. At the request of the 

patient or legal guardian, the pharmacy must include a device in the shipping container which monitors the 

temperature of the prescription and alerts the patient if the prescription is exposed to temperatures outside the 

temperature range listed in the manufacturer’s package insert. 

Rationale/Comment: 

The proposed regulation appropriately emphasizes adherence to manufacturer labeling and USP standards for 

shipping and transporting drugs. However, as drafted, it may unintentionally limit pharmacies to a narrow set 

of compliance methods, even where alternative, scientifically supported approaches provide the same level of 

patient protection. 

Allowing additional compliance options and pharmacist discretion does not weaken patient safety. Instead, it 

enhances it by encouraging risk-based decision making, accountability, and documentation tailored to the 



 
 
 
 
specific prescription and shipping conditions. A framework that allows pharmacies to tailor controls based on 

product risk helps ensure safeguards are meaningful and consistently applied, rather than diluted by 

one-size-fits-all requirements.  

Mandating the inclusion of a temperature monitoring device at the request of a patient in mail-order 

prescription containers conflates the appearance of oversight with actual patient protection. Chemical 

indicators, the only economically feasible option at the individual package level, cannot be calibrated, have not 

been shown to meet accuracy and documentation standards required by pharmaceutical quality guidelines, and 

produce ambiguous and often subjective readings. They also generate a high rate of false excursions, and place 

an unfair burden on patients to interpret complex pharmaceutical information without adequate training or 

guidance.1 Research suggests approximately half of all recorded excursion events may be attributable to 

handling errors at the destination rather than true cold-chain failures.2 Furthermore, once activated, chemical 

indicators cannot be stopped, making it impossible to distinguish a genuine transit excursion from post-

delivery ambient exposure.3 These devices shift interpretive responsibility to patients, even though research 

shows more than half a million Americans misread prescription labels each year and half of outpatients 

misunderstand at least some medication instructions.4 

The Board could instead adopt language that holds pharmacies accountable for using shipping systems and 

documented controls designed to prevent excursions before they occur. This approach is aligned with USP 

<1079> guidance, creates a clearer compliance standard, and is more likely to achieve the Board's intended 

goal of protecting patient safety.5 

Empower Pharmacy fully supports the Board’s mission to protect the public through the advancement of 

quality and safety in compounding practice. We believe that regulations grounded in validated data and 

science-based risk assessment best serve this mission. We stand ready to collaborate with the Board, 

compounding experts, and other stakeholders to design a framework that promotes both innovation and patient 

safety as the Board develops regulations. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Spencer Roach, Esq.   

Director of Government Affairs   

Empower Pharmacy 

sroach@empowerpharmacy.com 

 

Empower Pharmacy 

 7601 N Sam Houston Pkwy W, Ste 100  

Houston, TX 77064 
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