
Erratum

REFERENCE: Farrell LJ, Kerrigan S, Logan BK. Recommendations for toxicological investigation of drug impaired driving. J Forensic
Sci 2007;52(5):1214–18.

We have noticed an error in Table 1. The mode for LSD screening survey data should be 0.5 ng ⁄ mL and not 0.05 ng ⁄ mL as printed.

A corrected Table 1 is provided below.

Laurel J. Farrell, B.A.
Colorado Bureau of Investigation
690 Kipling Steet, Suite 4000
Denver, CO 80215

TABLE 1—Survey data: urine screen and confirmation levels.

Screen Confirmation

Drug ⁄ Drug Class
No. of Labs
Responding

Cutoff Range
(ng ⁄ mL)

Mode
(ng ⁄ mL)

No. of Labs
Responding

Cutoff Range
(ng ⁄ mL)

Mode
(ng ⁄ mL)

Amphetamines
(methamphetamine)

37 20–1100 1000 33 10–1100 50

Barbiturates
(secobarbital)

33 5–1000 200 29 5–1000 100

Benzodiazepines (oxazepam) 32 10–300 200 28 5–150 50
Cannabinoids
(11-nor-delta-9-carboxy-
tetrahydrocannabinol)

37 7–55 50 34 2–50 5

Cocaine metabolite 38 50–500 300 33 15–500 20
Methadone 18 20–2200 300 28 10–300 50
Opiates (morphine) 38 20–2200 300 34 10–500 20
Phencyclidine (PCP) 31 5–200 25 29 5–50 25
Propoxyphene 16 20–2200 300 26 10–300 100
LSD 5 0.5–25 0.5 4 0.1–10 None
Meprobamate 16 5–5000 1000 26 5–5000 500
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