
EG&G ER Program 
Rocky Flats Plant 

ER PROGRAM DATA ASSESSMENT 
SUMMARY REPORT FORM 

Batch No. E89-1281/3rd Quarter 1989 Site Area 2 - 881 Hillside 
Laboratory 88 1 - General Laboratory No. of Samples/Matrix 13Nater 
SOW # 10/86 (Rev. 2/88) Reviewer Org. TechLaw, Inc. 
Sample Numbers TB7-26. FB7-26.45-87.5-87.69-86. 10-74.43-87, TB7-31. FB7-31.8-87.1-87. W9-86. 
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Comments 

Action Item 1 

Action Items 2.3: Comment 1 

Action Item 4 

Comment 2 

Action Item 5 

Data acceutable with aualications. 

A = Data acccptahle but qualified due to prduns. 
R = Data rejected. 
X = Problems. but do not affeci data. 



Action Items: 1) The following samules exceeded the seven &Y holding time criteria: TB7-26, FB7-26. 

45-87,5-87.69-86.10-74,10-74DL, 43-87.43-87DL (x50 Dil), and 43-87DL (~100  Dil). Nondetect aromatic 

comuounds are estimated and undetected CUJ) and uositive results for aromatic comuounds are estimated C J l  in 

these samules. 

2) 2-Butanone had Relative Resuonse Factors CRRFs) less than 0.05 in all calibrations. The nondetect 

2-Butanone results are rejected IR) in all samules. 

3) Vinyl Acetate had %Differences (%Ds) that were excessively high (>SO%) in both continuing calibrations. 

The nondetect Vinyl Acetate values are. reiected IR) in all samules. 

4) 1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 exceded the s m g a  %Recoven' criteria in samules 10-74 and 43-87. The 

nondetect values are estimated and un detected RJJI and the uositive values are estimated (J) in these samules. 

5) The mass suecba for Carbo n Tetrachloride did not verifv a uositive result in sample 43-87. Carbon 

Tetrachloride was rewrted as a nondetect o n the Results S u m  Table for this samule. 

Comments: 1) Chloromethane exceeded the %D criteria in both continuing calibrations. Data was not 

aualified because Chloromethane was undetected in the associated samules. 

2) The matrix mike OC analysis was submitted in the associated batch Em-1281. This batch was divided into 

two different remrts due to re-samplinn. The laboratorv should have performed two matrix spike analysis because 

the number of samules in both cases exceeded 20 samules. 

Note: Data Summary Tables are attached. 
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