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Nerch 26, 199)

A. F. Sanchez, N D
Floride Pover Corperation
P. 0. 219

Cryetal River, FL 32629

RE: S50 256-23-353%3
LAN ¢ BR595393

Dear Or. Sesnchez:

¥e vere in receipt of the sbove mentioned sesple on 18 Merch 1991, The
sasple vas logged in end sn eligquot submitted to EIA testing. The semple
vas pert of batch Q03189IN3 end vas given & procesaing number on that
batch of sasple 044, 1t screened negetive for coceine, opiste, PCP, end
THC but positive for amphetamine, (see enclosure).

Ae part of our routine; sll presusptive ssphetanine positives go Lo Abbott
TDX teeting. This vas the case in this satter The sample var resoved
from the EIA ring snd placed in & further testing eliquot rack for TDX
testing. The specimen ves given pomition #9 in the TOX rack slong vith a
blind OC, negetive OC and s wedius QC specimen. The specimen in poeition
99 did not screen positive on the TDX as the cutoff is 1000 and specimsen
9 read 13.56, therefore the cese vas signed out ss negative,

Upon initistion of thie investigation, the sasple vas re-eliquoted for EIA
on 19 March 1991 in Batch #03199143., It sgein screened positive by EIA
snd vas sent for further testing on the Abbott TDX on 19 Merch 1991 The
position it held on this screen vas #8. This screen demonstrated s value
of 3366, clesrly sbove the 1000 threshold for ssphetanines. The sample

vas therefore taken to GC/NS and swmphetanine vap confirmed as positive at
8 concentreation of 2106 ng/wml.

Upen reviev of the above data, there sre only tve poesible ansvers of
which only one is likely or wmore probable than the other. They sre:

A The Abbott TDX reported s false negetive

2. The EIA eliquot used for further testing ves resoved in
error by the screening technician and & negative urine
placed in the TDX run. This seewms more likely and scre
probable than the lst choice.




Dr. Sanchez letter continued

We are nov revieving the further aliquot loge from EIA & confirming thes
vith the bar coded test tubes to verify the sesple is in the correct
position and bears the correct barcode.

1 believe that this is the most pleueible snever, since ve have instituted
the log, this probles should be allevisted vith the check procedure

Respectfully submitted, \
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Richeel 1. Scheffex, Ph.b., D.A.B.F. T,
DOCTORS & PHYSICIANS LABORATORY, INC.
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Kethe Russell

Pogt OMce Box 490120 ¢ Lawvlurn Ronaa M4




