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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
• At the request of a perspective buyer, a state of the art Industrial Hygiene assessment 

was performed by personnel with Forensic Applications Consulting Technologies, Inc. 
(FACTs) for the determination of the presence of methamphetamine at 4685 Cody Street, 
Wheat Ridge Colorado 80033 (the subject property).   

 
• On July 8, 2019, FACTs performed a standard “basic methamphetamine survey” and 

collected samples in full compliance with all rules and regulations of the State of 
Colorado, and pursuant to Standard Industry Practices and established Industrial 
Hygiene procedures.   
 

• According to the Senior Assistant State of Colorado Attorney General for the Natural 
Resources and Environment Section, a “basic methamphetamine survey” is not subject 
to any regulatory constraints1 and no person in the State of Colorado is "certified" to 
perform a  “basic methamphetamine survey.”2   
 

• FACTs collected five samples from the subject property resulting in a five-part composite 
sample for analysis.  The sample was submitted for the quantitative analysis of 
methamphetamine by gas chromatography- mass spectroscopy (using a modified NIOSH 
9109 Method). 
 

• The sample results indicate the presence of widespread elevated concentrations of 
methamphetamine contamination in the structure at concentrations that exceed the 
regulatory cleanup threshold for the State of Colorado by approximately 31 times.  
 

• Based on the results of the samples taken by FACTs, an “illegal drug laboratory,” as 
defined in Colorado Revised Statutes §25-18.5-101(8) has been discovered at the 
subject property. 
 

• Pursuant to CRS §25-18.5-104(1), entry into the property is restricted to those meeting 
the regulatory training requirements found in 29 CFR 1910.120 and the restrictions found 
in 6 CCR 1014-3. 
 

• Pursuant to CRS §25-18.5-104, prohibition of entry into the subject property extends to 
the current occupants, all potential occupants, the registered owner, Real Estate agents, 
perspective buyers, property owner(s), construction personnel, maintenance personnel, 
Home Inspectors, and any and all other personnel, except on-duty law enforcement 
personnel and personnel meeting the requirements of Title 29 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 1910.120(e). 
 

• All items in the residence are similarly to be considered contaminated (that is, all of the 
"staging" items in the residence are contaminated).  Pursuant to CRS §25-18.5-103(1)(c) 
no person shall remove any personal belongings or personal property from the subject 
property unless that person secures the property in a manner that prevents theft and 

                                                 
1 The term “basic methamphetamine survey” was coined by Daniel S. Miller, Senior Assistant Attorney 
General, Natural Resources and Environment Section, State of Colorado Department of Law, February 2, 
2015. 
 
2 In any event, the Courts have ordered the CDPHE to reinstate the State license they illegal withheld from 
FACTs.  As of this writing, the State is still ignoring the court order, and the only personnel who are 
"certified" for regulatory compliance sampling are untrained consultant who have been granted licenses as 
personal favors by Ms. Brisnehan. 
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prevents exposing any other person to any toxic or hazardous chemicals until the 
property, and resultant debris, is appropriately discarded or cleaned according to board 
rules (the State regulations). 
 

• According to Colorado Revised Statutes §38-35.7-103(3)(a), if the property is put up for 
sale, the seller is required to disclose to any potential buyer, in writing, the fact that the 
property is a contaminated illegal drug laboratory that has not been remediated according 
to regulations.  
 

• To achieve compliance according to State Regulations and State Statutes, the owner 
must either: 
 

o demolish the property, or 
o hire an untrained, (but State certified), consultant to perform a Preliminary 

Assessment, (and subsequently bring the property into compliance) or  
o sell the property under full disclosure of noncompliance 

 
• If the owner hires a State certified consultant, the work by the untrained consultant will 

almost certainly be invalid, and it is probable the work will be invalidated by the Colorado 
Courts in the near future.   
 

• Contrary to misconceptions held by State certified consultants, any second testing 
performed by the seller cannot be used to refute these findings, since “Discovery” and 
“Notification” has already occurred; pursuant to CRS §25-18.5-103(1)(a).  
 

• According to State Regulation 6 CCR 1014-3, any cleaning and/or remediation and/or 
decontamination is strictly prohibited, except pursuant to a valid Preliminary Assessment 
conducted by a State certified consultant. 
 

• It is  probable that this report will be criticized by Ms. Coleen Brisnehan with the Colorado 
Department of Public Health and the Environment.  Ms. Brisnehan has been caught 
engaging in the intentional falsification of real estate records and has falsely claimed the 
work by FACTs is invalid. During a November 5-8, 2018 trial in Denver, Colorado, 
wherein Ms. Brisnehan committed perjury under oath, Ms. Brisnehan conflicted her own 
testimony regarding the validity of sampling.  The Court’s ruling on January 15, 2019, 
stated that Ms. Brisnehan and the Colorado Department of Public Health and 
Environment (CDPHE), have abused their Regulatory discretion, and regarding sampling 
conducted by FACTs, the courts ruled (in part):  
  

“The ALJ finds Mr. Connell’s professional judgment, based upon his assessment 
of the many a variables in the given circumstances more credible than Ms. 
Brisnehan’s in these instances. Ms. Brisnehan is not qualified to be an Industrial 
Hygienist and was not present to do a personal assessment of the properties for 
which Mr. Connell conducted his reports.” 

 
• During the trial, Mr. Connell was admitted as an Expert Witness in Industrial Hygiene and 

the assessments of illegal drug laboratories, (without objection by the CDPHE), and the 
courts opined in 13 different sections, that they found Mr. Connell credible, reasonable 
and reliable in our sampling decisions.  By contrast, the courts ruled that Ms. Brisnehan 
was duplicitous, unpersuasive and the courts did not find Ms. Brisnehan to be credible. 

INTRODUCTION 
On July 8, 2019, at the request of a buyer, personnel from Forensic Applications 
Consulting Technologies, Inc (FACTs) performed a standard “basic methamphetamine 
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survey” for the presence of methamphetamine at the residence located at 4685 Cody 
Street, Wheat Ridge Colorado 80033.  
 
Pursuant to standard, science-based, accepted Industrial Hygiene practices and protocols, 
FACTs collected samples for the quantitative determination of the presence of 
methamphetamine.   
 
The  residence is a three-story single family residence built circa 1956, and 
approximating 1,440 ft2 of occupiable space.  On the day of our assessment, the 
residence was unoccupied but contained numerous "staged items" (tables, chairs, 
furniture, etc.  A visual assessment of the property indicated inconclusive subjective 
indicators of contamination, independent of the objective testing. 

ASSESSMENT PROTOCOLS 

Sampling Protocol  
During the “basic methamphetamine survey,” the hypothesis was made that the property 
contained concentrations of methamphetamine above a specified limit of reporting, and 
data would be diligently collected to support the hypothesis.  As such, the data quality 
objectives were not designed to meet any regulatory requirements or quantify or 
characterize the extent or degree of contamination, but rather to test the statement:  
 

Methamphetamine is present on property components above specified levels. 
 
For this project, FACTs was following the same scientifically valid sampling protocols 
Mr. Connell developed for the original State Regulations (6 CCR 1014-3 (2005)).   
FACTs established “data quality objectives” (DQOs) prior to the sampling.  Our DQOs 
were such that we selected a total sampling area and an analytical reporting limit (0.3 µg) 
that would result in a reportable quantity limit of not greater than 0.5 µg/100cm2.  That 
is, unless the concentration of the methamphetamine in the sample(s) exceeded 0.5 
µg/100cm2, the analytical laboratory would merely report the concentration as “below 
reportable limit.”   
 
For this property, FACTs employed the scientifically valid sampling theory called 
“authoritative judgmental biased sampling” to test the hypothesis within the residence.  
Our testing produced results that supported the hypothesis and therefore, we must 
conclude: 

Methamphetamine is present in the property above specified levels. 

Wipe Sample  
The wipe sample media was commercially available cotton Johnson & Johnson™ brand 
gauze pads.  Each gauze material is assigned a lot number for quality assurance and 
quality control (QA/QC) purposes and recorded on a log of results.  Each pad was 
moistened with reagent grade methyl alcohol.  Each batch of alcohol was assigned a lot 
number for QA/QC purposes, and recorded on a log of results.   
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The sampling media were prepared off-site in small batches in a clean environment.  The 
sample media are inserted into individually identified single-use polyethylene centrifuge 
tubes with screw caps and assigned a unique sample identifier.   

Quality Assurance – Quality Control (QA/QC) 
QA/QC is a major consideration in all environmental sampling.  The Industrial Hygienist 
for this project, Mr. Connell, has extensive experience in establishing QA/QC protocols 
for laboratories, field assessments and regulatory work.  Mr. Connell was a bench 
chemist for a US EPA CLP Laboratory (Colorado School of Mines Research Institute – 
Analytica), wherein Mr. Connell was responsible for ensuring that QA/QC protocols met 
the US EPA SW846 QA/QC criteria for several methods including ion chromatography 
as well as atomic absorption spectrophotometry.  Mr. Connell also has extensive 
experience in US EPA SW 846 data validation and field assessments using US EPA SW 
846 methodologies. 
 
Mr. Connell was an original author of the QA data quality objectives and assessment 
protocols for the State of Colorado Regulations 6 CCR 1014-3, and remains, to our 
knowledge,  the only consulting Industrial Hygienist in Colorado with documented 
training from legitimate organizations in the assessment of illegal drug laboratories.   
 
Attached to this discussion is the laboratory report for the samples.  The laboratory report 
contains some of the internal QA/QC data for the current analysis suite.  According to the 
laboratory, their internal QA/QC was within acceptable tolerance. 
 

 
 Note 1 Note 2 Note 3 Note 4 Note 5 
                                               
The laboratory QA/QC tells us the following:   
 
Note 1) The laboratory’s internal detection limit is 0.05 µg.   This ensures that the 
laboratory is capable of meeting our reportable limit of 0.3 µg. 
 
Note 2) The laboratory ran an analytical blank called a matrix blank.  The matrix blank is 
designed to determine if any of the laboratory reagents, or the handling of the sample in 
the laboratory, resulted in the inadvertent introduction of methamphetamine into the 
sample.  The “Matrix Blank” for this analysis suite indicates that no methamphetamine 
was introduced into the sample suite by the laboratory (BRL means “Below Reportable 
Limit – in this case below the analytical detection limit specified above); this is a 
negative control. 
 
Note 3) The laboratory also ran a “matrix duplicate”  which is a check of precision (that 
is, the laboratory’s ability to consistently recover known amounts of methamphetamine).  
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In this case, the laboratory recorded a relative percent difference - (RPD) of 5% between 
the duplicate and the original spike.  This speaks to the precision of the analysis suite. 
 
Note 4) The laboratory also “spiked” an in-house blank with a known amount of 
methamphetamine to see if they could proficiently and accurately recover the known 
amount of methamphetamine.  In this case, the laboratory reports they recovered 93% of 
the known standard; this assures the accuracy of the method.  The acceptable range for 
recovery is 85% to 115%.  Therefore, the recovery was within acceptable limits.   
 
Note 5) The laboratory also ran “positive” controls including a “laboratory control 
sample” to determine if they could proficiently recover methamphetamine from a “real” 
sample that has been processed in exactly the same manner as actual samples.  In this 
case, the laboratory reported they recovered 94% of the control.  The acceptable range for 
recovery is 85% to 115%.  Therefore, the recovery was within acceptable limits. 
 
Field Blanks 
To guard against false positives (that is, reporting the presence of methamphetamine 
when it isn’t actually there), FACTs regularly challenges the laboratory in a surreptitious 
manner by surreptitiously submitting  samples that contain no methamphetamine and 
other surreptitious samples that contain known amounts of methamphetamine – these are 
called “field blanks” and “field spikes” respectively.  FACTs maintains a database of 
QA/QC data that we have been accumulating for the last 15 years of performing this kind 
of sampling.  Currently, FACTs has over  6,791 samples in our database representing 
approximately 727 assessments, starting in January, 2003. 
 
To date, FACTs has submitted a total of 353 field blanks for analysis to challenge the 
laboratory and check for false positives.   
 
For this project, FACTs submitted a field blank during the last three analyses.  The 
laboratory reported “BRL” for that blank indicating that the materials used by FACTs 
and our handling procedures did not introduce methamphetamine contamination.  That is, 
the methamphetamine reported in the laboratory report came exclusively from the 
surfaces in the property.  Our data log indicates an alcohol Lot # A17Ø1 <MDL for n=7; 
and Gauze Lot # G16Ø1 <MDL for n=12.  
 
Field Spikes 
Whereas blanks are negative controls, “spikes” are positive controls.  As part of our 
general QA/QC protocol, FACTs regularly submits surreptitious spikes to the analyzing 
laboratory.   “Spiked” samples consist of randomly selecting sample materials that are 
submitted to a third party independent laboratory for the inclusion of known amounts of 
d-methamphetamine3 into the selected sample media.  The spiked samples are then 
surreptitiously submitted with normal project samples to the analyzing laboratory.  To 
ensure the integrity of the spikes, analyzing laboratory personnel are unaware of the 
presence or nature of the spikes.  The spikes allow FACTs to determine the adequacy of 
                                                 
3 S(+)-methamphetamine, S,S(+)-pseudoephedrine, 1S,2R(+)ephedrine 
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the laboratory in recovering known amounts of methamphetamine from the samples.  
Sample results reported are then corrected to the spike recovery.   In this case, the internal 
QA/QC from the laboratory indicates that the concentrations of methamphetamine in the 
property are probably slightly greater than reported here. 
 
The pooled spike recovery from all previous projects indicates an exceptionally good 
record of spike recovery of 98.9% recovery (n=39, σ =0.14 µg).  This indicates that if 
methamphetamine was present in the sample identified as "BRL," the laboratory would 
have properly identified it. 

Analytical Method 
Samples were hand-delivered to the analyzing laboratory, Reservoirs Environmental, Inc. 
(REI).  REI is a respected laboratory, and Mr. Connell has been using REI for 
approximately 30 years.  REI is accredited for the analysis of environmental matrices by 
the National Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program, Lab Certification 
#E871030.   REI is also currently proficient in the in-house PAT Program.  REI analyzed 
the samples using a gas chromatography mass spectrometry equipped with a flame 
ionization detector.  The method is essentially the same as the method validated by the 
US National Institutes of Occupational Safety and Health  (NIOSH) 9109 Method, 
Methamphetamine.   Mr. Connell was an expert peer reviewer for the NIOSH method.  
 
The NIOSH 9109 method is both sensitive to, and specific for, methamphetamine.  
Contrary to misinformation intentionally provided by Ms. Colleen Brisnehan with the 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE), there are no 
contaminants with a reasonable probability of false positives.  (In the past, Ms. Brisnehan  
has knowingly provided false information while under oath4,5 to protect members of her 
private commercial organization called the “Colorado Association of Meth and Mold 
Professionals” who have been caught performing fraudulent assessments as part of the 
Brownfields funding program on behalf of this CDPHE regulatory staff  member, who 
was simultaneously sitting on the Board of Directors for the group. 6)   

Cross Contamination 
Prior to entering the property, FACTs personnel donned disposable booties to ensure that 
no contamination is brought into the property, and throughout the project, clean 
disposable gloves were used. 
 

                                                 
4 See sworn deposition of Colleen Brisnehan, June 14, 2018 (CDPHE et al vs. Caoimhín P Connell Case 
Number HE-2015-0023) 
  
5 See sworn trial testimony of Colleen Brisnehan, Nov. 6-7, 2018 (CDPHE et al vs. Caoimhín P Connell 
Case Number HE-2015-0023) 
 
6 See for example: 4690 West 76th Ave., Westminster available at 
 http://forensic-applications.com/meth/DimickCriticalReview.pdf  
 

http://forensic-applications.com/meth/DimickCriticalReview.pdf
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Immediately following each sampling project, all equipment used in a property (such as 
the step-ladder used at the property) is decontaminated in the field before being brought 
to a new location.   
 
FACTs performs checks on our equipment including wipe samples from our field 
equipment (such as our step-ladder) and those QA/QC samples have never had reportable 
concentrations of methamphetamine. 

Sample Results 
Contrary to the belief of untrained State-certified consultants, the values in the 
accompanying laboratory report are not concentrations.  The values in the laboratory 
report are absolute mass of methamphetamine in the samples.  The actual 
methamphetamine concentrations found in the samples taken at the subject property are 
not within our stated data quality objectives and are not germane to this discussion.  
Nevertheless, FACTs has calculated the concentrations and reported those concentrations 
below.  The attached laboratory report does contain a typographical error – in the column 
identified as “Sample Area”, the laboratory identifies “0 cm2” and that should read “Not 
Provided” and the total sampling area for each composite was 61.2 cm2.  The table below 
summarizes the results of the sampling performed at the property. 
 

Sample ID Sample Location Sample Result 
µg/100 cm2 

CBMS070819-01A Master Bedroom 

15.4 
CBMS070819-01B Utility room electrical junction box 
CBMS070819-01C Utility room dryer vent 
CBMS070819-01D Common bath exhaust 
CBMS070819-01E Furnace interior cold air return 

Table 1 
Summary of Results  

 
It is well established knowledge in the Industrial Hygiene professions that the use of 
methamphetamine in a structure results in elevated exposures to the occupants via 
airborne migration.  When methamphetamine is smoked, between 80%7 and half8 of the 
substance is released from the user's pipe into the surrounding air.  Of that material which 

                                                 
7 Cook CE, Pyrolytic Characteristics, Pharmacokinetics, and Bioavailability of Smoked Heroin, Cocaine, 
Phencyclidine, and Methamphetamine (From: Methamphetamine Abuse: Epidemiologic Issues and Implications 
Research Monograph 115, 1991, U.S. Department Of Health And Human Services Public Health Service 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health Administration National Institute on Drug Abuse  
 
8 Cook CE, Jeffcoat AR, Hill JM, et al. Pharmacokenetics of Methamphetamine Self-Administered to Human 
Subjects by Smoking S-(+)-Methamphetamine Hydrochloride. Drug Metabolism and Deposition Vol. 21 No 4, 
1993 as referenced by Martyny JW, Arbuckle SL, McCammon CS, Erb N, Methamphetamine Contamination on 
Environmental Surfaces Caused by Simulated Smoking of Methamphetamine (The publication of this study is 
currently pending. Copies of the study are available from the Colorado Alliance for Drug Endangered Children.)  
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is inhaled, between 33%9 and 10%10 of the nominal dose is not absorbed into the body, 
but rather exhaled back into the ambient air.  
  
Unpublished data11 indicate that a single use of methamphetamine, by smoking, could 
result in an average residential area ambient airborne concentration of methamphetamine 
ranging from 35 micrograms per cubic meter (µg/m3) to over 130 µg/m3.  These authors 
found that smoking methamphetamine, just once, in the residence can result in surfaces 
being contaminated with methamphetamine.  The authors concluded:  
 

"If methamphetamine has been smoked in a residence, it is likely that children present in 
that structure will be exposed to airborne methamphetamine during the "smoke" and to 
surface methamphetamine after the 'smoke.'12   

 
The ventilation system in the residence is contaminated.  Since it is the purpose of the 
forced air ventilation system to move air throughout the structure, and the furnace system 
is contaminated, the furnace system is an effective mechanism of dissemination of 
methamphetamine (and other contaminants) throughout the building, and its contents.  
 
It is also for this reason, in accordance with regulations, that one may reasonably assume 
all areas not specifically excluded are contaminated even where sampling was not 
conducted (crawlspace, attic, etc). 
 
The results indicate widespread elevated methamphetamine contamination.   

PERTINENT REGULATORY STANDARDS 
Until 2014, the State of Colorado had one of the country’s most comprehensive and 
scientifically valid clandestine drug laboratory regulations.  On December 15, 2014, those 
regulations were replaced with new regulations.  The new regulations are poorly written 
and the regulations rejected known science (upon which the original regulations were 
based), and rejected standard sampling protocols and theories.  The new regulations no 

                                                 
9 Harris DS, Boxenbaum H, Everhart ET, Sequeira G, et al, The bioavailability of intranasal and smoked 
methamphetamine, Pharmacokinetics and Drug Disposition, 2003;74:475-486.)  
 
10 Cook CE, Jeffcoat AR, Hill JM, Pugh DE, et al Pharmacokinetics of methamphetamine self-administered to 
human subjects by smoking S-(+)-methamphetamine hydrochloride Drug Metabolism and Disposition, Vol 21, 
No. 4, pp. 717-723, 07/01/1993  
 
11 Martyny JW, Arbuckle SL, McCammon CS, Erb N, Methamphetamine Contamination on Environmental 
Surfaces Caused by Simulated Smoking of Methamphetamine (The publication of this study is currently pending. 
Copies of the study are available from the Colorado Alliance for Drug Endangered Children.) The referenced 
article contains serious scientific errors and false statements and is used here with caution.  
 
12 Martyny JW, Arbuckle SL, McCammon CS, Erb N, Methamphetamine Contamination on Environmental 
Surfaces Caused by Simulated Smoking of Methamphetamine (The publication of this study is currently pending. 
Copies of the study are available from the Colorado Alliance for Drug Endangered Children.) The referenced 
article contains serious scientific errors and false statements and is used here with caution.  
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longer contain scientific data quality objectives, and even the objectives for collecting 
samples was removed from the regulations by Ms. Brisnehan (CDPHE).  As a result, the 
regulations are ambiguous  and do not reflect normal, accepted scientific sampling 
protocols.    
 
The new regulations are capriciously enforced by a single regulator (Ms. Brisnehan) who 
has a documented history of knowingly falsifying written real estate records and 
falsifying written public documents to gain unlawful financial benefit for fraudulent 
consultants.13,14,15   
 
Nevertheless, to bring the property into compliance, the property owner will be required 
to hire a State Certified consultant to perform a Preliminary Assessment.  In violation of 
State regulations, “State Certification” is awarded as personal favors by Ms. Brisnehan to 
consultants regardless of their training, and in violation of state requirements.  As such, 
those individuals who have testified against Ms. Brisnehan are not awarded State 
Certification.  Mr. Connell is one of those individuals.  In a court ruling issued January 
15, 2019, (Case HE 20150023), the courts found that Ms. Brisnehan and her office 
abused their regulatory power and ordered the CDPHE to follow the regulations and re-
instate Mr. Connell's State certification (which was withheld illegally).  As of the date of 
this report, Ms. Brisnehan's office is refusing to comply with the court order. 
 
Examples of some of the protected consultants who have been preparing fraudulent 
assessments under Ms. Brisnehan's protection include the following: 
 

• Alex Johnsen (DS Environmental Consulting, Inc.)16  
• Andre Gonzales, CIH (Foothills Environmental)17  
• Dr. Jim Dennison, CIH (Century Environmental) 18 
• Dr. Joe Boatman, (Quality Environmental Services) 19 

                                                 
13 See for example, 4383 Tennyson Street, Unit 3A, Denver, Colorado 80212, http://www.forensic-
applications.com/meth/FEI_Tennnyson_SA_CA_RA.pdf  
 
14 See for example: 690 South Lincoln St. Denver, CO, http://forensic-
applications.com/meth/Woellner_Lincoln_Clearance_RA.pdf  
 
15 See for example, 3016 – 3018 Sumac Street, Fort Collins, Colorado,  http://forensic-
applications.com/meth/CEH_Sumac_PA_RA.pdf  
 
16 See for example, http://forensic-applications.com/meth/Glade_Rd_PA_RA.pdf  for 3400 N Glade Rd, 
Loveland, Colorado 80538 (684 Regulatory violations)  
 
17 See for example, 343 regulatory violations, http://www.forensic-
applications.com/meth/FEI_Tennnyson_SA_CA_RA.pdf  for 4383 Tennyson Street, Unit 3A, Denver, 
Colorado 80212  (It is important to note that following the submittal of a fraudulent and invalid report by 
Mr. Gonzales, Coleen Brisnehan instructed Mr. Gonzales to re-issue a falsified report in an attempt to cover 
up the regulatory violations, which Mr. Gonzales did at Ms. Brisnehan’s request.)  
 
18 See for example, http://forensic-applications.com/meth/CEH_Clarice_Screening_RA.pdf  (112 
regulatory violations) for 2102 Clarice Court Loveland, CO 
 

http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/FEI_Tennnyson_SA_CA_RA.pdf
http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/FEI_Tennnyson_SA_CA_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/Woellner_Lincoln_Clearance_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/Woellner_Lincoln_Clearance_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/CEH_Sumac_PA_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/CEH_Sumac_PA_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/Glade_Rd_PA_RA.pdf
http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/FEI_Tennnyson_SA_CA_RA.pdf
http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/FEI_Tennnyson_SA_CA_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/CEH_Clarice_Screening_RA.pdf
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• Judith E Sawitsky (Wee-Cycle Environmental Consulting)20 
• Methlab Clean-up Company21 
• Paul Jaeckel (Century Environmental Hygiene)22 
• Robert Rodosevich (Health and Environmental Techology - sic)23 
• Robert Woellner (QUEST Inc.)24  
• Joe Gifford, CIH (A.G. Wassenaar, Inc.)25  
• Ron Crandall (Foothills Environmental )26  
• Tom Koch (Koch Environmental Health)27 

 
However flawed, the Colorado regulations nevertheless become applicable when the 
owner of a property has received “notification” from a cognizant authority that a property 

                                                                                                                                                 
19 See for example 681 regulatory violations associated with 1815 Regal Ct., Unit B, Louisville, CO 80027 
as follows: 1) Screening Assessment resulting in 90 regulatory violations: http://www.forensic-
applications.com/meth/Boatman_Screening_Regal_RA.pdf , 2) Preliminary Assessment resulting in 234 
regulatory violations: http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/Boatman_Regal_PA_RA.pdf  3) 
Clearance assessment resulting in 357 regulatory violations: http://www.forensic-
applications.com/meth/sh.pdf (It is important to note that while under oath, Ms. Brisnehan knowingly lied 
to the Court, and falsely testified that she was unaware of the above violations, in spite of the fact that she 
was in possession of the above regulatory audits, and, with the Assistance of Michael Richen (Boulder 
County Health), Ms. Brisnehan informed the Boulder County Housing Authority there were no violations 
associated with Dr. Boatman’s work). 
 
 
20 See for example, 2,934 regulatory violations at 795 Main St. Limon, CO 80828 http://forensic-
applications.com/meth/WEC_Limon_PA_Clearance_RA.pdf   
 
21 See for example: http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/MLCC_Prospect_Lake.pdf  for 836 
Prospect Lake Drive, Colorado Springs, CO (39 regulatory violations). 
 
22 See for example, http://forensic-applications.com/meth/CEH_Cherry_PA_RA.pdf documenting 403 
regulatory violations at 728 Cherry Street, Fort Collins, Colorado 
 
23  See for example, http://forensic-applications.com/meth/HET_Hancock_PA_RA.pdf  documenting 471 
regulatory violations at 316 South Hancock Avenue, Colorado Springs, Colorado 80903 
 
24 See for example, http://forensic-applications.com/meth/Woellner_Lincoln_Clearance_RA.pdf 
documenting 769 regulatory violations at 690 S. Lincoln Street, Denver, CO 80203.  It is important to note 
that following our regulatory audit, Coleen Brisnehan with the Colorado Department of Public Health and 
Environment was faced with the problem of having already defended Mr. Woellner’s report and had 
claimed there were no violations.  Therefore, Ms. Brisnehan instructed Mr. Woellner for falsify a second 
report, claiming to be the final report; it is the second, falsified report that is currently on file for public 
review through CORA.  However, FACTs, retains a copy of the original report and is available on request. 
 
25 See for example, http://forensic-applications.com/meth/AGW_Knox_Clearance_RA.pdf  documenting 
863 regulatory violations during a falsified Clearance Assessment for 3830, 3832 and 3834 South Knox 
Court, Denver, CO 
 
26 See for example, http://forensic-applications.com/meth/FEH_Uinta_PA_C_RA.pdf  documenting 408 
regulatory violations associated with 3731 S. Uinta St. Denver, CO 80237  
 
27 See for example, http://forensic-applications.com/meth/KEH_Speer_PA_Clearance_RA.pdf  
documenting 498 regulatory violations associated with 1301 Speer Blvd. Denver, Colorado 
 

http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/Boatman_Screening_Regal_RA.pdf
http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/Boatman_Screening_Regal_RA.pdf
http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/Boatman_Regal_PA_RA.pdf
http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/sh.pdf
http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/sh.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/WEC_Limon_PA_Clearance_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/WEC_Limon_PA_Clearance_RA.pdf
http://www.forensic-applications.com/meth/MLCC_Prospect_Lake.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/CEH_Cherry_PA_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/HET_Hancock_PA_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/Woellner_Lincoln_Clearance_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/AGW_Knox_Clearance_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/FEH_Uinta_PA_C_RA.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/KEH_Speer_PA_Clearance_RA.pdf
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is or may be noncompliant, or methamphetamine may be present, or there is a potential 
for contamination.   The discovery upon which the notification is based may be from a 
peace officer “…or when a “drug laboratory” is otherwise discovered.”28  
 
For some properties, (but not all) the CDPHE (via Ms. Brisnehan) has claimed that 
“discovery” can only occur if the sampling has been performed pursuant to State 
screening regulations.29  However, on other properties, the CDPHE (via Ms. Brisnehan) 
has claimed that discovery occurs if the sampling has been performed by members of the 
Colorado Association of Meth and Mold Professionals, even if those consultants are not 
trained or even authorized to perform the sampling.   
 
However the State statutes and State regulations are otherwise explicitly clear about the 
“discovery” process and explicitly state the following: 
 
State Statutes 
C.R.S. §25-18.5-103. Discovery of illegal drug laboratory - property owner - cleanup - liability  

(1) (a) Upon notification from a peace officer that chemicals, equipment, or supplies of an 
illegal drug laboratory are located on a property, or when an illegal drug laboratory is 
otherwise discovered and the property owner has received notice, the owner of any 
contaminated property shall meet the clean-up standards for property established by the 
board in section 25-18.5-102; except that a property owner may, subject to paragraph (b) 
of this subsection (1), elect instead to demolish the contaminated property. 
 

State Regulations 
Colorado Regulation 6 CCR 1014-3 REGULATIONS PERTAINING TO THE CLEANUP OF  

METHAMPHETAMINE-AFFECTED PROPERTIES  
1.2 Applicability - The requirements of this Part apply: 
 
1.2.1 When an owner of property has received notification from a peace officer that 
chemicals, equipment, or supplies indicative of a methamphetamine-affected property are 
or have been located at the property. 
 
1.2.2 When a methamphetamine-affected property is otherwise discovered, and the 
owner of the property where the methamphetamine-affected property is located has 
received notice. 

 
State statutes and regulations are clear in their language regarding discovery.  As such, an 
illegal drug laboratory has been otherwise discovered at the subject property.    

Environmental Statutes 
The definition of an illegal drug laboratory is found in Colorado Revised Statutes as 
follows: 

25-18.5-101. Definitions 
(8) "Illegal drug laboratory" means the areas where controlled substances, as defined by 
section 18-18-102, C.R.S., have been manufactured, processed, cooked, disposed of, 

                                                 
28 CRS §25-18.5-103 
 
29 See for example, the documentation associated with 3731 South Uinta Street, Denver, CO 



 
Industrial Hygiene Assessment FACTs, Inc.  Page 13 of 16 
Cody Street 

used, or stored and all proximate areas that are likely to be contaminated as a result of 
the manufacturing, processing, cooking, disposal, use, or storage. 

 
The samples collected at the subject property conclusively confirm that 
methamphetamine has been manufactured and/or processed, and/or cooked, and/or 
discarded, and/or used, and stored at the property and all proximate areas are likely to be 
contaminated as a result of the same. 

State Regulations 
Similarly, Colorado Regulations 6-CCR 1014-3 Part 1 defines “illegal drug laboratory” 
as: 

“Illegal drug laboratory” means the areas where controlled substances, as defined by § 
18-18-102, C.R.S., have been manufactured, processed, cooked, disposed of, used, or 
stored and all proximate areas that are likely to be contaminated as a result of the 
manufacturing, processing, cooking, disposal, use, or storage. 

 
The samples collected at the subject property conclusively confirm that 
methamphetamine has been manufactured and/or processed, and/or cooked, and/or 
discarded, and/or used, and stored at the property and all proximate areas are likely to be 
contaminated as a result of the same. 
 
Pursuant to State Regulations, 6 CCR 1014-3 an illegal drug laboratory has been 
otherwise discovered at the subject property.  
 
Pursuant to Colorado regulations 6 CCR 1014-3, 30 following discovery and notification, 
the registered owner of the property (or their representative) exclusively has only four 
options: 
 

1) Demolish the structure or, 
2) Perform a “full clearance sampling” assessment (not possible for this property) 
3) Perform a Preliminary Assessment - 
4) Sell the property under full disclosure 

 
Pursuant to Colorado Statutes: 
 

38-35.7-103. Disclosure - methamphetamine laboratory 
(3) (a) Except as specified in subsection (4) of this section, the seller shall disclose in 
writing to the buyer whether the seller knows that the property was previously used as a 
methamphetamine laboratory. 
 
(b) A seller who fails to make a disclosure required by this section at or before the time of 
sale and who knew of methamphetamine production on the property is liable to the buyer 
for: 
 
(I) Costs relating to remediation of the property according to the standards established by 
rules of the state board of health promulgated pursuant to section 25-18.5-102, C.R.S.; 

                                                 
30 Titled “Regulations Pertaining To The Cleanup Of Methamphetamine-Affected Properties” (Amended)  
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(II) Costs relating to health-related injuries occurring after the sale to residents of the 
property caused by methamphetamine production on the property; and 
 
(III) Reasonable attorney fees for collection of costs from the seller. 
 
(c) A buyer shall commence an action under this subsection (3) within three years after 
the date on which the buyer closed the purchase of the property where the 
methamphetamine production occurred. 

 

 CONCLUSIONS 
Based on our objective sample results collected during our assessment, the subject 
property contains elevated methamphetamine contamination in excess of our reporting 
thresholds. 
 
No attempt was made to affix a time-frame associated with the contamination.  As such, 
based on the current information, the contamination could have occurred at any time after 
the structure was built. 
 
Attachments: 
Laboratory Reports 
SOQ 
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July 09, 2019

Sincerely,

For Jeanne Spencer
President

Subcontractor Number:

Laboratory Report: RES 439314-1

Project #/P.O. #: Cody

Project Description: None Given

Caoimhin Connell
Forensic Applications
185 Bounty Hunter Ln.
Bailey CO 80421

Dear Caoimhin,

Reservoirs Environmental, Inc. is an analytical laboratory accredited for the analysis of Environmental matrices
by the National Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program, Lab Certification #E871030. The laboratory is
currently proficient in the in-house ERA PAT Program.

Reservoirs has analyzed the following sample(s) using Gas Chromatography Mass Spectrometry (GC/MS) /
Gas Chromatography Flame Ionization Detector (GC/FID) per your request. The analysis has been completed in
general accordance with the appropriate methodology as stated in the analysis table. Results have been sent to
your office.

RES 439314-1 is the job number assigned to this study. This report is considered highly confidential and the
sole  property  of  the  customer.  Reservoirs  Environmental,  Inc.  will  not  discuss  any  part  of  this  study  with
personnel other than those of the client. The results described in this report only apply to the samples analyzed.
This report must not be used to claim endorsement of products or analytical results by NVLAP or any agency of
the  U.S.  Government.  This  report  shall  not  be  reproduced  except  in  full,  without  written  approval  from
Reservoirs Environmental, Inc. Samples will be disposed of after sixty days unless longer storage is requested.
If you have any questions about this report, please feel free to call 303-964-1986.

Reservoirs Environmental, Inc Effective April 02, 2018
Reservoirs Environmental QA Manual Q:\QAQC\Lab\Reservoirs Environmental QA Manual.doc

P:303-964-1986
F:303-477-4275

1-866-RESI-ENV
www.reilab.com

5801 Logan St, Suite 100, Denver, CO 80216    
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Client ID NumberClient ID NumberClient ID NumberClient ID Number SampleSampleSampleSample
AreaAreaAreaArea
(cm²)

ReportingReportingReportingReporting
LimitLimitLimitLimit
(µg)

METHAMPHETAMINEMETHAMPHETAMINEMETHAMPHETAMINEMETHAMPHETAMINE
CONCENTRATIONCONCENTRATIONCONCENTRATIONCONCENTRATION

(µg)

ReportingReportingReportingReporting
LimitLimitLimitLimit

(µg/100cm²)

METHAMPHETAMINEMETHAMPHETAMINEMETHAMPHETAMINEMETHAMPHETAMINE
CONCENTRATIONCONCENTRATIONCONCENTRATIONCONCENTRATION

(µg/100cm²)

CBMS070819-01CBMS070819-01CBMS070819-01CBMS070819-01 0 0.30 9.3 ---- ----

CBMS070819-02CBMS070819-02CBMS070819-02CBMS070819-02 NR NR NR NR NR

CBMS070819-03CBMS070819-03CBMS070819-03CBMS070819-03 NR NR NR NR NR

** The Reporting Limit for this job has been set to 0.3µg per customer request
* Unless otherwise noted all quality control samples performed within specifications established by the laboratory

Analyst/Data QA

Reservoirs Environmental, Inc Effective April 02, 2018
Reservoirs Environmental QA Manual Q:\QAQC\Lab\Reservoirs Environmental QA Manual.doc

RES Job Number:
Client:
Client Project/P.O.:
Client Project Description:
Date Samples Received:
Analysis Type:
Turnaround:
Date Samples Analyzed:

TABLE: I   ANALYSIS: METHAMPHETAMINE BY WIPE

RES 439314-1
Forensic Applications
Cody
None Given
July 08, 2019
REI CHEMISTRY SOP / NIOSH 9109-M
Rush
July 09, 2019

RESERVOIRS ENVIRONMENTAL, INC
NVLAP Lab Code 101896-0

AIHA Certificate of Accreditation #480 LAB ID 101533

NA = Not Analyzed
NR = Not Received
ND = None Detected
TR = Trace; <1 % Visual Estimate
Trem-Act = Tremolite-Actinolite
BAS = Below Analytical Sensitivity
BRL = Below Reporting Limit

P:303-964-1986
F:303-477-4275

1-866-RESI-ENV
www.reilab.com

5801 Logan St, Suite 100, Denver, CO 80216    
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Quality ControlQuality ControlQuality ControlQuality Control
BatchBatchBatchBatch

Reporting LimitReporting LimitReporting LimitReporting Limit
(µg)

Matrix BlankMatrix BlankMatrix BlankMatrix Blank
(µg)

Matrix DuplicateMatrix DuplicateMatrix DuplicateMatrix Duplicate
(%RPD)

Matrix SpikeMatrix SpikeMatrix SpikeMatrix Spike
(% Recovery)

Laboratory ControlLaboratory ControlLaboratory ControlLaboratory Control
SampleSampleSampleSample

(% Recovery)

070819-5070819-5070819-5070819-5 0.05 BRL 5 93 94

* Unless otherwise noted all quality control samples performed within specifications established by the laboratory

Analyst/Data QA

Reservoirs Environmental, Inc Effective April 02, 2018
Reservoirs Environmental QA Manual Q:\QAQC\Lab\Reservoirs Environmental QA Manual.doc

RES Job Number:
Client:
Client Project/P.O.:
Client Project Description:
Date Samples Received:
Analysis Type:
Turnaround:
Date Samples Analyzed:

TABLE: I   ANALYSIS: METHAMPHETAMINE BY WIPE

RES 439314-1
Forensic Applications
Cody
None Given
July 08, 2019
REI CHEMISTRY SOP / NIOSH 9109-M
Rush
July 09, 2019

RESERVOIRS ENVIRONMENTAL, INC
NVLAP Lab Code 101896-0

AIHA Certificate of Accreditation #480 LAB ID 101533

NA = Not Analyzed
NR = Not Received
ND = None Detected
TR = Trace; <1 % Visual Estimate
Trem-Act = Tremolite-Actinolite
BAS = Below Analytical Sensitivity
BRL = Below Reporting Limit

P:303-964-1986
F:303-477-4275

1-866-RESI-ENV
www.reilab.com

5801 Logan St, Suite 100, Denver, CO 80216    
Page 4 of 4
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 Forensic Applications Consulting Technologies, Inc. 

185 Bounty Hunter’s Lane, Bailey, Colorado 80421  
Phone: 303-903-7494  www.forensic-applications.com 

 

Consultant Statement of Qualifications  
FACTs project name: Cody Form # ML15 
July 9, 2019 

Caoimhín P. Connell, has been involved in clandestine drug lab investigations and assessments since 2002 and meets 
the Colorado Revised Statute §24-30-1402 definition of an “Industrial Hygienist.”  He has been a practicing Industrial 
Hygienist since 1987.  Mr. Connell is a recognized authority in drug-lab operations and is a Certified Instructor in Meth-
Lab Safety through the Colorado Regional Community Policing Institute, CRCPI (Colorado Division of Criminal Justice) 
and was the lead instructor for the CRCPI through the Colorado Division of Criminal Justice, providing over 260 hours 
of methlab training for over 45 Colorado Law Enforcement Agencies, federal agents, probation and parole officers 
throughout Colorado judicial districts.  He has provided meth-lab lectures to the US Interagency Board, US Air Force, 
the National Safety Council, and the American Industrial Hygiene Association (of which he is a member and served on 
the Clandestine Drug Lab Work Group and for whom he conducted the May, 2010, Clandestine Drug Lab Course, and 
is a coauthor of the AIHA methlab assessment publication.)  
 
Mr. Connell is a member of the American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists, the Occupational Hygiene 
Society of Ireland, the Colorado Drug Investigators Association, an appointed Member of the National Fire Protection 
Association, and the ASTM International Forensic Sciences Committee, (where he was the sole sponsor of the draft 
ASTM E50 Standard for the Assessment of Suspected Clandestine Drug Laboratories). 
 
From 2009, Mr. Connell served as the Industrial Hygiene Subject Matter Expert on the Federally funded Interagency 
Board (Health, Medical, and Responder Safety SubGroup), and was elected full member of the IAB-HMRS in 2011 
where he now serves.  He is the only private consulting Industrial Hygienist in Colorado certified by the Office of 
National Drug Control Policy High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area Clandestine Drug Lab Safety Program, and P.O.S.T. 
certified by the Colorado Department of Law. 
 
He has received over 194 hours of highly specialized law-enforcement sensitive training in drug lab operation, and 
under supervision of the US DEA, he has manufactured methamphetamine using a variety of street methods.  He has 
received highly specialized drug lab assessment training through the Iowa National Guard, Midwest Counterdrug 
Training Center and the Florida National Guard Multijurisdictional Counterdrug Task Force, St. Petersburg College, 
Rocky Mountain HIDTA, as well as through the US NHTSA, and the U.S. Bureau of Justice Assistance (US Dept. of 
Justice)  and he is currently ARIDE Certified. 
 
Mr. Connell is a current sworn law enforcement officer who has conducted clandestine laboratory investigations and 
performed risk, contamination, hazard and exposure assessments from both the law enforcement (criminal) 
perspective, and from the civil perspective in residences, apartments, motor vehicles, and condominia. Mr. Connell has 
conducted over 727 assessments of illegal drug labs in CO, SD, NE, OK, and collected over 6,791 samples during 
assessments (a partial detailed list of drug lab experience is available on the web at): http://forensic-
applications.com/meth/DrugLabExperience2.pdf 
 
He has extensive experience performing assessments pursuant to the Colorado meth-lab regulation, 6 CCR 1014-3, 
and was an original team member on two of the legislative working-groups which wrote the original regulations for the 
State of Colorado and he was the primary author of Appendix A (Sampling Methods And Procedures) and Attachment 
to Appendix A (Sampling Methods and Procedures Sampling Theory) of the original Colorado regulations.  Mr. Connell 
strongly objected to the unscientific, unfounded and inappropriate amendments now found in regulation.   
 
Recommended by the US NIOSH as Peer Review Expert for the NIOSH 9109 Method, Methamphetamine, he has 
been admitted as a drug lab expert in Colorado, and an Industrial Hygiene Expert in Colorado in both civil and criminal 
courts as well as Federal Court in Pennsylvania.  He has provided expert testimony in several criminal cases including 
Grand Jury testimony and testimony for US Bureau ATF and he testified before the Colorado Board of Health and 
Colorado Legislature Judicial Committee regarding methlab issues. Mr. Connell has provided services to private 
consumers, Indian Nations, Sate Investigators, and Federal Investigators, and provided Expert witness testimony 
regarding criminal activities of staff members at the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment. 

http://forensic-applications.com/meth/DrugLabExperience2.pdf
http://forensic-applications.com/meth/DrugLabExperience2.pdf
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