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EG&G ER Program 
Rocky Flats Plant 

(OW 9/90) 

ER PROGRAM DATA ASSESSMENT 
SUMMARY REPORT FORM 

Batch No. 89126645 Site 881 - Hillside 
Laboratory Roy F, Weston - Gulf Coast No. of Samples/Matrix 5/Water 
SOW # 10/86 (Rev. 2/88) Reviewer Org. TechLaw. Inc. 
Sample Numbers TB121289009. SW054009. SWO54009D. SW054009FB. SW026009 
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Overall Assessment 

V = Data had no problems. 
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A 

V 
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Comments 

Action Item 1 

Action Items 2.3.4: Comments 1.2 

Action Item 5 

X 

V 

Comment 3 

A 

X 

A 

A = Data acceptable but qualified due to problems. 
R = Data rejected. 
X = Problems, but do not affect data. 

Action Item 6 Comment 4 

Comment 5 

Data acceDtable with aualifications. 

Data Quality: Data contained in this batch were reviewed and found to be aCCeDtabk with aualifications. Acceptable. 

aualified data may be used urovided that individual values im~acted by the "Action Items" listed below are amromhtelY flagged. 

jRefer to attached Results Summarv Tables.) 
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Action Items: 1) Non-detected aromatic comuounds in all five samules are estimated and undetected WJ) 

because holding times exceeded seven days. 

2) In the initial calibration of 12/18/89, Acetone’s %RSD exceeded 30%. Therefore the uositive results for 

Acetone in samules TB121289009 and SW054009FB are estimated (J). The uositive result in samule SWO26009 

would have been estimated (J) had blank criteria been met. (See Action Item 3 

3) The nondetected results for Chloromethane, Methylene Chloride. 2-Butanone and Vinyl Acetate in m u l e  

SW026009 are reiected IR) because the %Ds for these comuounds exceeded 50% in the continuing calibration for 

12/24/89. 

4) In the continuing calibration for 12/23/89 Methylene Chloride’s %D exceeded 25%. The uositive values 

for Methylene Chloride would have been estimated (J) had blank criteria been met. (See Action Item 3 

5) As a result of blank contamination, the uositive results for Methylene Chloride in samules TB121289009, 

SWO54009. SW054009D. and SW054009FB and the uositive result for Acetone in samule SW026009 are 

estimated and undetected KJn as Der the Functional Guidelines criteria (lox rule). 

6) The quantitation rewrt for sample SWO54009 had a uositive result for Carbon disulfide, but the value was 

not listed on Form 1A. The result from the auant report is rewrted on the Data Summary Table and is estimated CJ) 

because mass suectral data wasn’t umvided to confm its identity. 

Comments: 1) Both continuinn calibrations had comwunds whose %Ds exceeded 25%. However no action is 

necessary because there were no wsitive results for these comuounds. 

2) In the initial calibration, the surrogates had %RSDs exceeding 100%. The surrovates should have been run 

at five seuarate concentrations in the initial calibration. However. it auuears that the RRFs were calculated as if 

they were run at the auurouriate concentration. This did not warrant any action. 

3) Samule SWO26009 was listed on the wrong SA and 8A Forms. The samule was run on 12/24/89 and the 

12/24/89 (951) calibration was used to auantitate results. 

4) One TIC as found in samule SWOS4009. but was not accounted for. identified or auantitated. 
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Comments: (cont) 5) Chromatogs showed a late rise in baseline that indicates column bleed. The 

12/23/89 BFl3 tune contained an extraneous ion at m/z 44 which was u m n t  in the mass suectra. 

Note: Data Summary Tables are attached. 
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