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Idaho Stale Police Forensic Services Toxicology Discipline Analytical Method

Section Five
Quality Assurance

5.9

Testing Guidelines

5.9.1

592

593

BACKGROUND

To best utilize the resources available to support the ISP-I'S toxicology
discipline, the degree of analysis pursued should be guided by all available
information. Tt may not always be necessary and/or appropriate to confirm all
drug compounds present. With urine analysis, when a subject l@ admitted to
use of prescription and/or over-the counter drugs that m Qmpair driving,
confirmation of all drugs present may not serve to strengthdirpending charges.
With drugs-of-abuse, confirming the presence of all drug,eompounds may not
be necessary, depending on the circumstances. For ingfance, for Probation and
Parole cases, prescription pharmaceuticals are mos’t\@{ely not a consideration.
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This method addresses the factors to @n ider\whe
i

analysis a toxicology case sample ¢ es. i

'mining the extent of
d to provide guidance to
analysts; however, the decisiog. t0) ursL@est' mains at the discretion of
each analyst. The goal of thes cons'x@!atiﬁ“ for the efficient utilization of
resources in order to provid\@neb’s@ly@' ults to user agencies.
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5931 Ge NI
§.\ 11 OQNh@\zﬁlailable, the type of case associated with a

@) O g{p:ology sample should be determined.
5

9.3.1.2 OThe extent of analysis should be based on background
information and the charges pending,.

5.9.3.1.3  If no background information is provided, it is at the
discretion of the analyst to perform only basic testing.

59.3.1.4  When an EIA screen result indicates the preliminary
presence of a drug or drug class, unless current drug
therapy is in agreement, confirmation of EIA results
must be pursued by GC-MSD if the confirmation of the
compound(s) has the potential of providing an
additional source of impairment for DUID,

59.3.1.5 Blood and Urine samples submitted for determination
of drugs of abuse and other impairing substances should
be tested up to the point considering the ctiteria
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considered under 5.9.3.1 through 5.9.3.4, in essence
Jjustifying any potential charge in question. The extent
of testing is at the discretion of each analyst; however,
the following situations and examples should be
factored into the evaluation process.

5.93.1.6  If the drug in question is recovered in the extraction
procedure for another compound, it may be confirmed
provided quality assurance requirements are met.

Testing Guidelines: Post-Blood Alcohol or Breatky-’%’s%ting Analysis

593.21  When the ethanol concentration\\Ns 0.10/100cc, or
greater, further testing for addittonal drugs, in either
blood or urine, should not be'Bursued unless justified by
case related cncumstance’\cxhzs is in consideration that
the legal limit for et I is 0.08 grams per 100 cc
blood. \Q

59322 If a breath Q 1esﬁt) lséxd on the toxicology

submittal f on of a problem with the
test is ysis should not be pursued
unleqdle a %y bbtacted and it is determined that
eithed th\% st was invalid or extenuating
y{@UH&@%&VM%d

5.9.3. 2&) E(@m t&ﬁg%rcumstances may include the following:
D ’é‘\' &ry or injury accident where additional drug use
\6 @\tfspected
3 \5(\
@ Drug Recognition Exam (DRE) supports additional
O drug use. The DRE officer is reliant on a
confirmation of their observations to maintain their
certification,

¢ Drug related charges stemming from controlled
substance andfor paraphernalia recovered from
vehicle. Analysis of blood and/or urine could serve
to support a possession charge.

59324  The submitting officer or agency is responsible for
providing  justification for additional testing.
Justification could take the form of a memo, e-mail or
letter outlining the situation and a case repott.

5.9.3.2.5 If the ethanol concentration is 0.10 or lower, future
testing for other impairing drugs will not be pursued if
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the additional testing is not requested on the Toxicology
Evidence Submittal Form,

5933 Testing Guidelines: Proceeding After EIA Screen
5.9.3.3.1  When current prescription drug therapy has the ability
to trigger a positive enzyme immunoassay (EIA)
response, the presence does not have to be confirmed in
all situations.

59.3.3.2  Example One

Positive enzyme immunoassay (EIA) @Cﬁen resuit for
methamphetamine and benzodiaz@s is indicated.
The sample is collected as the £€sult of a suspected
DUID. The submittal fo(%gmdlcates symptoms
consistent with stimulant pse and lists diazepam as
current drug therapy. en the methamphetamme
confirmation data is sse n01d1azepam is present.
The qualitative enc Q[ nordiazepam may be
confumed in th saw@? benzodiazepine had

raction to recover

been in
methamp nn? ifional testing has to be
di

pmsu ines class drug.

59333
i es a positive enzyme immunoassay
(EI %ﬂzepme screen. The case is a probation
i& ¢ submittal form lists diazepam as current
apy.

In this situation, no additional testing
‘\\ be dforab di lass d
pursued for a benzodiazepine class drug.

@ 5.9.3. 3 4 % ample Three
A sample indicates a positive benzodiazepine and
KOQ opiate EIA screen, however, no drug therapy is
provided. Due to the impairing potential of compounds
in each of these classes, confirmatory testing should be
pursued for both classes.

%

5.9.3.3.5  Qualifying Statements
In the above examples, if no analysis for the e.g.
benzodiazepines is pursued, a qualifying statement
must be placed on the analysis report,

Preliminary testing indicates the presence of a
Benzodiazepine class compound. Confirmatory testing
was not pursued because the Benzodiazepine
Alprazolam is said to be part of current prescription
drug therapy.
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Testing Guidelines: Prescription Drugs Not Covered by EIA Screen

5934.1

59.3.4.2

035 Enzyme Immunoassay Positi

59351
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9.3.6 Confirmation of Metabolites When Parent Drug is Detected

&(}
(\

When a prescription drug compound is detected in a
general extraction procedure, the confirmation of the
drug’s presence is not required if other drugs present
have the potential to justify the pending charge.

Example One

Positive enzyme immunoassay (EIA) screen results for
methamphetamine and opiates. The sample is collected
as the result of a suspected DUID, The-submittal form
indicates symptoms consistent witl)stimulant and
narcotic analgesic use. Effexor (3 afaxine) is listed
as current drug therapy. Whep'the methamphetamine
confirmation data is proces@ venlafaxine is present.
It is at the discretion of nalyst of whether or not to
run a venlafaxine stan%@ and confirm its presence.

?’

tugs-of-Abuse
When posmve een .esults are indicated for

several dl,u volved drug compounds
need no on

%1@ positive  for  amphetamine,
et%@p l@e opiates, and cocaine metabolite.
%ﬁatmy analysis indicates the presence of
e@me methamphetamine, codeine, mmphme

onoacetylmorphine. No cocaine or ecgonine
1 ester is detected. After consideration of all
ilable information, it is at the discretion of the

analyst of whether or not to pursue the qualitative
confirmation of benzoylecgonine.

59.3.6.1

593.62

For qualitative analysis, when a parent drog compound
is detected, the confirmation of the presence of
associated metabolites is recommended but not
required,

Example

General basic extraction indicates the presence of
propoxyphene. The confirmation of the presence of
norpropoxyphene is at the discretion of the analyst.
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