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DATA ASSESSMENT FORM 
 
 

Project Title:  Rocketdyne SSFL RFI 
QC Level:  V1 
SDG:  24 
Matrix:  Soil Vapor 
No. of Samples:  47 
No: of Reanalyses/Dilutions:  0 
Date Reviewed:  April 24, 2001 
Reviewer:  K. Chapman 
Reference:USEPA Contract Laboratory Program National Functional Guidelines For Organic Data 
Review, (Feb. 1994), and Interim Guidance For Active Soil Gas Investigation, State of California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (LA Region). 
 
 

EPA Level V – Volatiles Assessment 
 

Data Validation Findings 
 

 Problems Qualifications 

1. Sample Management 
 

 
There were instances on the COC of 
uninitialed corrections to the information.   
 

 
No qualifications were required as 
field logs were reviewed to verify 
the accuracy of the undocumented 
corrections.  Field personnel 
reviewing the accuracy of the field 
logs initialed and dated the COCs. 

4 Method Blanks 
 

 
No problems were noted with the method 
blanks.  Five method blanks were analyzed 
with this SDG.  No target compounds were 
detected in the method blanks. 
 

 
No qualifications were required. 



Project:  Rocketdyne 
SDG:  24 

Analysis:  Soil Vapors 
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 Problems Qualifications 

6 Surrogates 
 

 
Samples RV819, RV833, RV827, and 
RV804 had surrogate recoveries outside the 
laboratory-established QC limits. 
 
 
The original analysis of samples RV811 and 
RV813 had surrogate recoveries below the 
control limits.  These samples were 
reanalyzed the following day.  The reviewer 
chose to report the original analyses and 
hand-corrected the Form Is to reflect the 
low surrogate recoveries. 

 
Samples with surrogate recoveries 
below the QC limit were qualified 
estimated, “UJ” for nondetects and 
“J” for detects.  Samples with 
surrogate recoveries above the QC 
limits were qualified “J” for 
detects only. 
 
Results for these samples were 
qualified estimated, “UJ” for 
nondetects and “J” for detects. 
 

7. Calibration 
 
 

 
The calibration verification standard 
analyzed with samples RV819-RV833 
exhibited %D outliers for tetrachloroethene 
and dichlorodifluoromethane. 
 
The calibration verification standard 
analyzed with samples RV803-RV816 
exhibited a %D outlier for chloroethane. 
 
The calibration verification standard 
analyzed with samples RV817 and RV818 
exhibited %D outliers for tetrachloroethene 
and dichlorodifluoromethane. 
 

 
Samples RV819-RV833 were 
qualified as estimated, “UJ” for the 
noted compounds. 
 
 
Samples RV803-RV816 were 
qualified as estimated, “UJ” for the 
noted compound. 
 
 
Samples RV817 and RV818 were 
qualified as estimated, “UJ” for the 
noted compounds. 

10. Other  
According to the laboratory, the reporting 
limit of either 10 ppb or 20 ppb on the Form 
Is for 1,1,2-trichloro-trifluoroethane is 
incorrect.  This reporting limit should be 5.0 
ppb.  The reviewer hand-corrected the Form 
Is to reflect the correct reporting limit.  As 
the laboratory MDL study does support a 
reporting limit of 1.0 ppb, detects between 
1.0 ppb and 5.0 ppb were reported as 
estimated values. 
 
The detects for cis-1,2-dichloroethene and 
trichloroethene in sample RV801 were 
reported from a 10 × dilution. 
 

 
Detects below 5.0 ppb reported for 
samples RV787, RV788, RV796-
RV810, RV812, and RV815-
RV833 were qualified as estimated 
“J.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 
These results were noted on the 
Form I as being reported from a 
dilution. 

Comments None. 
 

 
 

 
1 A modified level V validation was performed, reviewing only the sample management, surrogate, blank, and calibration data.  The blank and 
surrogate qualifications are based solely upon summary information, unless otherwise noted.  The reported values on the summary forms are 
presumed to be correct and no verification of the values from the raw instrument output is performed. 
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DATA ASSESSMENT FORM 
 
 

Project Title:  Rocketdyne SSFL RFI 
QC Level:  V1 
SDG:  31 
Matrix:  Soil Vapor 
No. of Samples:  95 
No. Renalyses/Dilutions:  0 
Date Reviewed:  April 24, 2001 
Reviewer:  K. Chapman 
Reference:USEPA Contract Laboratory Program National Functional Guidelines For Organic Data 
Review, (Feb. 1994), and Interim Guidance For Active Soil Gas Investigation, State of California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (LA Region). 
 
 

EPA Level V – Volatiles Assessment 
 

Data Validation Findings 
 

 Problems Qualifications 

1. Sample Management 
 

 
There were instances on the COC of 
uninitialed corrections to the information.   
 

 
No qualifications were required as 
field logs were reviewed to verify 
the accuracy of the undocumented 
corrections.  Field personnel 
reviewing the accuracy of the field 
logs initialed and dated the COCs. 

4 Method Blanks 
 

 
No problems were noted with the method 
blanks. Seven method blanks were analyzed 
with this SDG.  No target compounds were 
detected in the method blanks. 
 

 
No qualifications were required. 

6 Surrogates 
 

 
No surrogate deficiencies were noted. 

 
No qualifications were required. 
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SDG:  31 
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 Problems Qualifications 

7. Calibration 
 
 

 
The calibration verification standard 
analyzed with samples RV931-RV949 
exhibited %D outliers for  methylene 
chloride, 1,2-dichloroethene, and 1,1,2,2-
tetrachloroethane. 
 
The calibration verification standard 
analyzed with samples RV901-RV911 
exhibited a %D outlier for 1,1,2,2-
tetrachloroethane. 
 
The calibration verification standard 
analyzed with samples RV912-RV930 
exhibited %D outliers for  carbon 
tetrachloride, 1,1,2-trichloroethane, and 
1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane. 
 
The calibration verification standard 
analyzed with samples RV950-RV957, and 
RV961-RV968 exhibited %D outliers for 
vinyl chloride and chloroethane. 
 
The calibration verification standard 
analyzed with samples RV969, RV971-
RV973, RV967, and RV974-RV982 
exhibited a %D outlier for chloroethane. 
 

 
Samples RV931-RV949 were 
qualified as estimated, “UJ” for the 
noted compounds. 
 
 
 
Samples RV901-RV911 were 
qualified as estimated, “UJ” for the 
noted compound. 
 
 
Samples RV912-RV930 were 
qualified as estimated, “UJ” for the 
noted compounds. 
 
 
 
Samples RV950-RV957, and 
RV961-RV968 were qualified as 
estimated, “UJ” for the noted 
compounds. 
 
 
Samples RV969, RV971-RV973, 
RV967, and RV974-RV982 were 
qualified as estimated, “UJ” for the 
noted compound. 

10. Other  
According to the laboratory, the reporting 
limit of 1.0 ppb on the Form Is for 1,1,2-
trichloro-trifluoroethane is incorrect.  This 
reporting limit should be 5.0 ppb.  The 
reviewer hand-corrected the Form Is to 
reflect the correct reporting limit.  As the 
laboratory MDL study does support a 
reporting limit of 1.0 ppb, detects between 
1.0 ppb and 5.0 ppb were reported as 
estimated values. 
 
Samples RV986, RV987, RV989, RV990, 
RV991, and RV992 were reported from 5× 
dilutions. 
 
 
Detects for trichloroethane in samples 
RV950, RV951, RV952, RV977, and 
RV980, 1,1,2-trichloro-trifluoroethane in 
samples RV951 and RV952, and 1,1,1-
trichloroethane in samples RV955 and 
RV956 were reported at concentrations 
above the linear range of the calibration. 
 

 
Detects below 5.0 ppb reported for 
samples RV908, RV919, RV938, 
RV941, and RV942 were qualified 
as estimated “J.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The reporting limits for these 
samples were changed on the Form 
Is to reflect the dilutions. 
 
These detects were qualified as 
estimated, “J.” 
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 Problems Qualifications 

Comments None. 
 

 
 

 
1 A modified level V validation was performed, reviewing only the sample management, surrogate, blank, and calibration data.  The blank and 
surrogate qualifications are based solely upon summary information, unless otherwise noted.  The reported values on the summary forms are 
presumed to be correct and no verification of the values from the raw instrument output is performed. 
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