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	DETAILS OF ASSESSMENT

	ORGANISATION
	

	ADDRESS
	

	LABORATORY REFERENCE NUMBER
	

	ACCOMPANYING LABORATORY REPRESENTATIVE
	

	DOCUMENTATION 
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Quality Manual                Procedures Manual         
Work Instructions                  Standard Operating Procedures


Records

	ASSESSOR/

TECHNICAL EXPERT
	

	SIGNATURE
	

	TYPE OF ASSESSMENT
	Preliminary Visit            Initial Assessment             Assessment    
Specify Assessment Number …………………………………

Extension              Extraordinary visit              Re-assessment

	DATE OF REVIEW
	

	DATE OF VISIT
	


2.
REVIEW – CRITERIA FOR HORSERACING LABORATORIES –ILAC G7:02/2016
	
	Criteria 
	C/NC/NA
	Remarks

	2.1
	Does the laboratory have measures to ensure that incidences of ‘false-negative’ results are kept to a minimum? Do these include: 
	
	

	
	An exchange programme with other similar testing laboratories for cross-checking negative samples, or failing this, blind re-submission of a percentage of negative samples into the analytical system?
	
	

	
	Blind submission of spiked samples or known positive samples into the analytical system?
	
	

	2.2
	Is every analytical batch accompanied by quality-control measures which includes analysis of appropriate blank(s), calibration of instrument performance parameters using suitably selected chemical standards and, where appropriate, recovery of spiked controls in a representative matrix?
	
	

	2.3
	Do the storage and handling of controlled drugs comply with local legislation?
	
	

	2.4
	Does the laboratory document the minimum schedule of screening tests to be performed for different types of samples and does it also record what tests it has carried out on each sample?
	
	

	2.5
	Does the laboratory use appropriate and validated methods for both screening and confirmation tests?

Does the laboratory document for each screening test the criteria it applies to decide which samples to investigate further?

	
	

	2.6
	Are limits of detection for representative analytes determined and documented for all screening methods? Are compilations updated as data accumulate?
	
	

	2.7
	Are all records, including those for negative results, checked, preferably by one additional qualified analyst?
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