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Robert F. Conley

Drug Recognition Expert Instructor

Impaired Driving Consultant Group
Nashville, Tennessee

Last update: July, 2005
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Robert F. Conley
Drug Recognition Expert Instructor

Impaired Driving Consultant Group
209 Chandler’s Pass Court
Hermitage, Tennessee 37076
(615) 485-1262

Robert Conley served as a police officer with the Metro-Nashville Police Department from
November 1996 to July 2005. Prior to this he served as a patrol officer with the Norman Police
Department in Norman, Oklahoma. While serving with the Norman Police Department he completed
the Norman Police Depértment Training Academy and subsequent Field Training Program in 1993.
Since the completion of his initial training Conley was assigned to the Patrol Division. Conley was
assigned to both Patrol Shift IT and Patrol Shift II. Since appointment to the Metro-Nashville Police
Department, Conley has completed the Metro-Nashville Police Academy, Field Training Program

and Supervisory Management classes.

Officer Conley was an active patrol officer. While serving with the Norman Police
Department, Officer Conley was the leading enforcement officer for Driving Under the Influence
offenses for three consecutive years. Officer Conley continued to actively enforce DUI offences
while serving in Nashville. Officer Conley has studied in this field to help his enforcement
capabilities. Officer Conley attended a Standardized Field Sobriety Testing class, sponsored by the
Oklahoma Council on Law Enforcement Education and Trainung and the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, in December 1992. Since that time Officer Conley has made over 1400
arrests for Driving Under the Influence. Officer Conley was selected to attend the National Highway
Transportation Safety Administration Standardized Field Sobriety Testing Instructor class in
December 1995 and is now certified nationally to instruct the NHTSA Standardized Field Sobriety

curriculum.
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Officer Robert F., Conley

Drug Recognition Expert

Due to his noted efforts Officer Conley was selected by the Norman Police Department to
attend the Drug Evaluation and Classification training beginning in April 1996. Officer Conley
attended the 2-Day Pre-School and the formal 7 Day Classroom Training Session in Apni. He
completed his certification requirements in July 1996 and obtained full certification as a Drug
Recognition Expert in July 1996. Officer Conley is now Internationally Certified and recognized by
the International Association of Chiefs of Police and the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration. Officer Conley is the only police officer in Tennessee o hoid this certification. With
this Drug Recognition Expert certification, Officer Conley is also internationally certified to instruct
the National Highway Transportation Safety Administrationls Drugs That Impair Driving
curriculum. Officer Conley is the only Tennessee police officer certified to teach this course. Officer
Conley received Tennessee POST certification as a Specialized Police Instructor in both Traffic and
Narcotics in September 1997 and is now certified to teach in these specialized fields throughout the
state of Tennessee. Officer Conley attended the DRE Instructor School held in Norman, Oklahoma in
March 1998. Officer Conley completed his Instructor certification requirements in April 1998 and
was certified by the IACP and NHTSA as a Drug Recognition Expert Instructor. Officer Conley
holds Police Instructor Certifications in Georgia, North Carolina and Oklahoma. Officer Conley has
also been named to the Tennessee District Attorney General’s DUI Conference Faculty. Upon
leaving law enforcement Conley established the Impaired Driving Consultant Group, a corporation

dedicated to providing detailed analysis of impaired driving cases for courtroom presentation.
FORMAL EDUCATION
1985 Edmond Memorial High School

High School Diploma
Edmond, Oklahoma
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Qfficer Robert F. Conley
Drug Recognition Expert

1991 Marshall University
Bachelor of Business Administration
Finance major
Huntington, West Virginia
1992 University Of Oklahoma College of Law
General studies
Norman, Oklahoma
SPECIALIZED TRAINING
02-95 Breathalyzer Operator
Oklahoma Department of Public Safety
03-95 Intoxilyzer Operator
Oklahoma Department of Public Safety
11-95 Calibre Press Street Survival Seminar
Caliber Press, Oklahoma County Sherifflls Office
12-95 Standardized Field Sobriety Testing

Instructor Class
NHTSA
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fficer Rob F n
Drug Recognition Expert

04-96

04-96

04/07-96

06-97

03-98

06-98

06-99

06-01

Drug Evaluation and Classification
2-Day Pre-School
NHTSA-IACP

Drug Evaluation and Classification
7 Day Classroom Training
NHTSA-IACP

Drug Evaluation and Classification
Certification Training

NHTSA-IACP

4™ Annual Alcohol and Drug Impaired Driving Conference
Buffalo, New York

Drug Recognition Expert Instructor School
NHTSA-IACP

Intoxilyzer/Intoximeter Operator

Tennessee Bureau of Investigation

5th Annual Alcohol and Drug Impaired Driving Conference

Minneapolis, Minnesota

7" Annual Alcohol and Drug Impaired Driving Conference
Long Beach, California
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officer Robert F. Conle
Drug Recognition Expert

06-05 10" Annual Alcohol and Drug Impaired Driving Conference

Phoenix, Anzona

CLASSES INSTRUCTED
02-96 Standardized Field Sobriety Testing
Durant, Oklahoma

02-96 Standardized Field Sobriety Testing
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma

03-96 Standardized Field Sobriety Testing
Lead Instructor

Muskogee, Oklahoma

06-96 Standardized Field Sobriety Testing
Norman, Oklahoma

12-97 Standardized Field Sobriety Testing

Nashville, Tennessee
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0fficer rt F. Con
Drug Recognition Expert

04-98 Drug Recognition Expert 7 Day School
Norman, Oklahoma
07-98 Drugs That Impair Driving

Nashville, Tennessee

09-99 Drug Recognition Expert Pre School and 7 Day School
- Forsythe, Georgia

07-00 Drugs That Impair Driving

Nashville, Tennessee

09-00 Drug Recognition Expert 7 Day School
Forsythe, Georgia

10-01 Drug Recognition Expert Pre and 7 Day Schooli
Cary, North Carolina

03-02 Drug Recognition Expert 7 Day School
Cary, North Carolina

03-03 Drug Recognition Expert 7 Day School

Greenville, North Carolina
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fficer rt F. ni
Drug Recognition Expert

DEC Presentations:

02-01

03-01

03-03

05-03

08-03

Tennessee General Assembly DUI Sub-committee
Tennessee General Assembly Legislative Sub-committee

Tennessee District Attorney General’s DUI Conference
Fall Creek Falls, Tennessce

Tennessee District Attorney General’s DUI Conference

Greeneville, Tennessee

Tennessee District Attorney General’s DUI Conference

Natchez Trace, Tennessee
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