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Executive Summary

Ambient Air Monitoring for Acephate and Methamidophos
In Fresno County - Summer 2002

In January 2002 the California Department of Pesticide Regulation (DPR) requested
that the Air Resources Board (ARB) conduct ambient air monitoring for the pesticides
acephate and methamidophos in Fresno County during the summer of 2002.
Monitoring was conducted in Fresno County from July 8 through August 23, 2002, to
coincide with the use of acephate and methamidophos as insecticides. California
growers primarily use acephate and methamidophos to control a variety of plant and
soil insects. According to the DPR monitoring recommendation, acephate converts to
methamidophos in the environment.

Five sampling sites were selected in relatively high-population areas or in areas
frequented by people (e.g., schools or school district offices, fire stations, or other
public buildings). Background samples were collected at the ARB's regular air
monitoring site in Fresno. At each site, 28 discrete 24-hour samples were collected,
Monday through Friday (4 samples/week), during the 7-week sampling period.
Collocated (replicate) samples were collected for seven dates (each Wednesday) at
each sampling location.

The sites were selected by ARB personnel from areas in Fresno County where
acephate and methamidophos was used in the past. Sites were selected for their
proximity to the prior use areas with considerations for both accessibility and security of
the sampling equipment. The ARB understands that DPR staff will verify and quantify
the actual use of acephate and methamidophos that took place during the study when
the information becomes available.

Acephate Results

Of the 168 ambient samples collected, one contained a concentratlon of acephate
above the reported estimated quantitation limit (EQL) of 10 ng/m®. This concentration
of 15 nanograms per cubic meter of sampled air (ng/m ) (2.0 parts per trillion by volume
(pptv)) was measured at the Tranquility High School (THS) site. Four samples were

found to have results of “detected,” and 163 were below the method detection limit
(MDL).

Seven-week average concentrations ranged from 1.1 ng/m® (0.15 pptv) to 1.6 ng/m3
(0.21 pptv). The highest average was measured at the THS site.

Methamidophos Results
Of the 168 ambient samples collected 10 contained concentrations of methamidophos

above the reported EQL of 3.5 ng/m®, 7 were found to have results of “detected,” and
151 were below the MDL.

Daily concentrations of methamidophos ranged from <MDL to 16 ng/m® (2.8 pptv). The



highest concentration was measured at the San Joaquin Elementary School (SJS) site.

Seven-week average concentrations ranged from 0.55 ng/m® (0.095 pptv) to 1.4 ng/m3
(0.24 pptv). The highest average was measured at the SJS site.
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Ambient Air Monitoring for Acephate and Methamidophos
In Fresno County - Summer 2002

. Introduction

At the request (January 2, 2002, Memorandum, Helliker to Lloyd) of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation (DPR), the Air Resources Board (ARB) staff
determined airborne concentrations of the pesticides acephate and methamidophos in
Fresno County over a seven week ambient monitoring program. This monitoring was
done to fulfill the requirements of Assembly Bill 1807/3219 (Food and Agricultural Code,
Division 7, Chapter 3, Article 1.5) which requires the ARB "to document the level of
airborne emissions ... of pesticides which may be determined to pose a present or
potential hazard..." when requested by the DPR. Monitoring was conducted in Fresno
County from July 8 through August 23, 2002, to coincide with the use of acephate and
methamidophos as insecticides. California growers use acephate and methamidophos
to control a variety of plant and soil insects. According to the DPR monitoring
recommendation, acephate converts to methamidophos in the environment. The
application site monitoring conducted during summer 2002 for methamidophos will be
described in a separate report.

The ARB Special Analysis Section of the Northern Laboratory Branch conducted the
method development and sample analyses. The ARB Air Quality Surveillance Branch
staff conducted sample collections for the ambient study.

The protocol for the ambient air monitoring for acephate and methamidophos is
enclosed separately as Appendix | (page 1 of the Appendices to this report). The
protocol Attachments |, Il, and V have not been included in Appendix |, but are available
upon request. The laboratory report, “Air Sampling Cartridge Method Development and
Analytical Results of Ambient Monitoring in Fresno County for Methamidophos and
Acephate” is enclosed separately as Appendix Il (pages 19 of the Appendices to this
report). The Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) for acephate and methamidophos
are also enclosed as Appendix Il (page 35 of the Appendices to this report). The field
data sheets for acephate and methamidophos are enclosed separately as Appendix IlI
(page 41 of the Appendices to this report).

Il. __Sampling

A. Sampling Method

Air samples were collected by passing a measured volume of ambient air through
XAD-2 resin. The exposed XAD-2 resin tubes (SKC #226-30-06) were stored in an ice
chest (on dry ice) or in a freezer until desorbed with 10% of acetone in ethyl acetate.
The tubes are 8 mm x 110 mm with 400 mg XAD-2 in the primary section and 200 mg
in the secondary section. The flow rate of 3.0 standard liters per minute (slpm) was
accurately measured and the sampling system operated continuously for 24 hours with
the exact operating interval recorded in the logbook. The tubes were protected from
direct sunlight and positioned 1.5 meters above roof tops for the ambient monitoring. At



the end of each sampling period, the tubes were placed in culture tubes with an
identification label affixed. Subsequent to sampling, the sample tubes were transported
on dry ice, as quickly as possible, to the ARB Monitoring and Laboratory Division
laboratory for analysis. The samples were stored at or below 4 °C or
extracted/analyzed immediately.

Each sample train consisted of an adsorbent tube, Teflon fittings and tubing, rain/sun
shield, rotameter (or needle valve), train support, and either a 12-volt DC or a 115-volt
AC vacuum pump. Tubes were prepared for use by breaking off the sealed glass ends
and immediately inserting the tube into the Teflon fitting. The tubes were oriented in
the sample train according to a small arrow printed on the side indicating the direction
of flow. A needle valve with a range of 0-5 slpm was used to control sample flow rate.
The flow rates were set using a calibrated digital mass flow meter (MFM), scaled from
0-5 slpm, before the start of each sampling period. The flow rate was also checked and
recorded, using the MFM, at the end of each sampling period. Samplers were leak
checked prior to each sampling period, with the sampling tubes installed. Any change
in flow rates was recorded on the field log sheet. The pesticide sampling procedures
for adsorbent tubes are included in Appendix | (page 15 of the Appendices to this
report).

The ambient monitoring study included 168 individual sampling periods (6 sites x 28
sampling days). Collocated (duplicate) samples were collected for one day/week (each
Wednesday) at each sampling location. Trip blanks were submitted once per week.

B. Sampling Site Selection

The DPR recommendations for acephate and methamidophos requested that ambient
monitoring occur in Fresno County for 7 week consecutive weeks between July 8 and
August 23, 2002. Monitoring was conducted in Fresno County from July 8 through
August 23, 2002. Five sampling sites were selected by ARB personnel in populated
areas or in areas frequented by people. Site selection was based upon considerations
for accessibility, security of the sampling equipment, and compliance with technical
siting requirements. Urban background samples were collected at the ARB's Fresno
Ambient Air Monitoring Station. The six sites are listed in Table 1. Although the
sampling sites are near areas of prior use of acephate and methamidophos it is
understood that DPR staff will verify and quantify the actual use of acephate and
methamidophos that occurred during the study when the information becomes
available.

Table 1
Ambient Sampling Sites

FRS ARB Fresno - First Air Monitoring Station (559) 228-1825
3425 North First Street Pat Seames,
Fresno CA 93726 Site Operator
Section/Township/Range: SE.22/T.13S/R.20E
GPS Coordinates: N. 36° 46.906° W. 119°46.328



HES Helm Elementary School (559) 866-5683
13883 South Lassen Avenue , Sylvia Grider
Helm, CA 93627 Principal
Section/Township/Range: SE.15/T.16S/R.17E
GPS Coordinates: N. 36° 31.977° W. 120°05.903'

SJS San Joaquin Elementary School (559) 693-4321
West Nevada Avenue John Crider
San Joaquin, CA 93660 Principal

Section/Township/Range: SW.24/T.156S/R.16E
GPS Coordinates: N. 36° 36.580° W. 120°11.201

THS Tranquility High School (559) 698-7205
6052 Juanche Avenue Jo Ann R. Minnite
Tranquility, CA 93668 School Secretary

Section/Township/Range: NW.8/T.15S/R.16E
GPS Coordinates: N. 36° 38.735 W. 120°15.194

CES Cantua Creek Elementary School (559) 829-3331
19288 West Clarkson Avenue Rubin V. Castillo
Cantua Creek, CA 93608 Principal

Section/Township/Range: SE.27/T.16S/R.15E
GPS Coordinates: N. 36° 30.0935 W. 120°19.192’

WRS West Side Research and Extension (559) 884-2412
17353 W. Oakland Avenue Jimmie H. Ross
Five Points, CA 93624 Superintendent

Section/Township/Range: NE.27/T.18S/R.19E
GPS Coordinates: N. 36° 20.494" W. 120°06.515’

FRS

The urban background site was located at ARB's ambient air monitoring station in the city of
Fresno. This station monitors concentrations and collects samples of most criteria gas and
particulate pollutants as well as meteorological data. The site is located relatively close to the
center of the metropolitan Fresno city limits in a mix of business offices, parks, and
residences. Fresno has a population of approximately 450,000. The pesticide samplers were
operated on top of the two-story building housing ARB’s air monitoring station. The sample
inlets were 34.5 +0.5 feet above ground level. The site met all technical siting requirements.
Elevation of the site is 350 +10 feet above mean sea level (MSL). No agricultural fields were
noted within a 3-mile radius.

HES

The Helm Elementary School was located in a rural agricultural/residential mixed area in the
town of Helm, which has a population of approximately 200. The pesticide samplers were
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operated on the roof of one of the school buildings and their inlets were 18 +0.5 feet above
ground level. The site met all technical siting requirements. Elevation of the site is 200 +10
feet above MSL. Cotton and bean fields were located to the northeast and north within a
1.5-mile radius.

SJS

The San Joaquin Elementary School site was located in a rural, residential/agricultural mixed
area near the center of the town of San Joaquin, which has a population of approximately
3,300. The pesticide samplers were operated on the roof of a shipping container and their
inlets were 9.5 +0.5 feet above ground level. The site met all technical siting requirements.
Elevation of the site is 170 +10 feet above MSL. Cotton fields surround this site within a 2-
mile radius.

THS

The Tranquility High School site was located in a rural, residential/agricultural mixed area in
the town of Tranquility, which has a population of approximately 200. The pesticide
samplers were operated on the roof of the south wing of the gymnasium and their inlets were
10.5 +0.5 feet above ground level. The site met all technical siting requirements as the roof
peak was more than twice the height away. Elevation of the site is 165 +10 feet above MSL.
Cotton fields surround this site within a 2-mile radius.

CES

The Cantua Creek Elementary School site was located in a rural, agricultural/residential
mixed area in the town of Cantua Creek, which has a population of approximately 300. The
pesticide samplers were operated on the roof of one of the school buildings and their inlets
were 17 +0.5 feet above ground level. The site met all technical siting requirements.
Elevation of the site is 310 +10 feet above MSL. Multiple cotton and bean fields were
located within a 1.5-mile radius.

WRS

The West Side Research & Extension site was located in a rural, agricultural/residential
mixed area at the west end of the community of Calflax, which has a population of
approximately 50. The pesticide samplers were operated on the roof of one of the complex’s
buildings, which at one time was a PM10 site, and their inlets were 16.5 +0.5 feet above
ground level. The site met all technical siting requirements. Elevation of the site is 325 +10
feet above MSL. Multiple cotton fields surround this site within a 1.5-mile radius.

lll. __Analytical Methodology
The standard operating procedures for sampling and analysis of acephate and
methamidophos are enclosed in Appendix |l.

Per 40 CFR, Part 136, Appendix B, the method detection limit (MDL) was determined
by analysis of 7 replicate cartridge spikes (near the estimated detection limit) for
acephate and methamidophos. The MDL=(3.14) times standard deviation, calculated
from the 7 replicate results. The analytical EQL=(5) times MDL. Based on a 3-ml
extraction volume and a sample collected for 24 hours at a flow rate of 3.0 slpm, the



MDLs achieved by the laboratory were 2.2 ng/m and 0.86 ng/m for acephate and
methamidophos, respectlvely This corresponds to analytical EQLs of 11 ng/m? for
acephate and 4.3 ng/m® for methamidophos. The DPR requested target 24-hour EQLs
of 5.0 ng/m* and 1.0 ng/m for acephate and methamidophos, respectively. However,
the reported EQLs in the lab report were based on the lowest calibration standards of
45 ng/sample (10 ng/m%) and 15 ng/sample (3.5 ng/m?®) for acephate and
methamidophos, respectively.

The sampling and analytical method used for this study specifies that the ambient air is
collected on XAD-2 cartridges for 24 hours at 3.0 slpm flow rate. The samples are
stored in an ice chest on dry ice or in a refrigerator until extracted with 3 milliliters (ml)
of 10% acetone in ethyl acetate. Sample extracts are analyzed on a gas
chromatograph (GC) with a flame photometric detector (FPD) using internal standard
method.

IV. Monitoring Results

All samples were extracted and analyzed within 21 days of collection, within the period
samples were shown to be stable. Samples were stored at or below 4°C before
extraction. All samples were analyzed the day of extraction and not kept in extract
storage longer than a few hours.

For acephate and methamidophos, results below the MDL are reported as <MDL,
results equal to or above the MDL, but below the reported EQL, are reported as
“detected” (DET). Laboratory results equal to or above the reported EQL are reported
to 3 significant figures in units of ng/sample, final concentrations in sampled air are
reported to 2 significant figures. No sample results have been adjusted or corrected for
recoveries of quality assurance spike samples.

Acephate Results
Table 2 presents the results of ambient air monitoring for acephate in units of ng/m3
and pptv. A summary of the ambient results for acephate is presented in Table 4.

The equation used to convert acephate air concentration results from units of ng/m3 to
units of pptv at 1 atmosphere and 25°C is shown below:

pptv = (ng/m?) x (0.0820575 liter-atm/mole-°K)(298°K) = (0.1335) x (ng/m®)
{1 atm)(183.16 gram/mole)

Of the 168 ambient samples collected (spikes, blanks, and the lower value of each
collocated pair excluded) one contained a concentration of acephate above the
reported EQL of 10 ng/m This concentration was 15 ng/m (2.0 pptv), measured at
the THS site on August 20, 2002. Four samples were found to have results of detected,
and 163 were below the MDL.

Seven-week average concentrations ranged from 1.1 ng/m?® (0.15 pptv) to 1.6 ng/m3
(0.21 pptv). The highest average was measured at the THS site.
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As discussed in Section VI, Part C of this report, an increase in response is observed
for acephate in the solvent extracts with time (i.e., “Re-analysis of an extract within 24
hours results in acephate values up to 2 times higher than the original value”). The
laboratory report did not provide information regarding the time elapsed between
extraction and analysis for the samples. The impact of this problem on the results is
difficult to quantitatively assess. However, the results reported may be considered as
maximum possible concentrations.

Methamidophos Results
Table 3 presents the results of ambient air monitoring for methamidophos in units of

ng/m and pptv. A summary of the ambient results for methamidophos is presented in
Table 5.

The equation used to convert methamidophos air concentration results from units of
ng/m?® to units of pptv at 1 atmosphere and 25°C is shown below:

pptv = (ng/m®) x (0.0820575 liter-atm/mole-°K)(298°K) = (0.1733) x (ng/m")
(1 atm)(141.13 gram/mole)

Of the 168 ambient samples collected (spikes, blanks, and the lower value of each
collocated pair excluded), 10 contained concentrations of methamidophos above the
reported EQL of 3.5 ng/m 7 were found to have results of detected, and 151 were
below the MDL.

Daily concentrations of methamidophos ranged from <MDL to 16 ng/m® (2.8 pptv). The
highest concentration was measured at the SJS site on July 31, 2002.

Seven-week average concentrations ranged from 0.55 ng/m® (0.095 pptv) to 1.4 ng/m3
(0.24 pptv). The highest average was measured at the SJS site.

V. _Quality Control (QC)
Field QC for the ambient monitoring included the following:

1) Seven field spikes (same environmental and experimental conditions as
those occurring at the time of ambient sampling) prepared by the Special
Analysis Section staff. The field spikes were obtained by sampling ambient
air at the background monitoring site for 24-hour periods (collocated with an
ambient sample);

2) Seven trip spikes;

3) Collocated (duplicate) samples taken once per week at each sampling
location; and

4) 1 trip blank submitted per week;

5) The battery operated mass flow meters used to set and check the sampling
flow rate were calibrated by the ARB's Program Evaluation and Standards
Section.

6) A flow audit of each sampler was performed by the Quality Assurance
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Section (QAS) on August 30, 2002, at the MLD’s 5" Street warehouse
facility. All pesticide sampler flow rates were within the QAS’s + 10% control
fimit.

For each sampler using cartridges, the flow rate was set and recorded at the start of
every sampling period for every sample using a calibrated, battery operated, digital
mass flow meter. The flow rates were also checked and recorded at the end of each
sampling period using a calibrated mass flow meter.

V1. Quality Control Results

A. Trip Blank Results
Referring to Table 3, Appendix Il (page 34 of the Appendices to this report), seven trip

~ blanks were analyzed for acephate and methamidophos and all trip blanks results were
<MDL.

B. Collocated Sample Results

The relative percent difference (RPD) of the collocated results prowdes an indication of
the precision of the monitoring method (i.e., the lower the RPD the better the precision).
RPD is calculated as follows: RPD=(| difference |/average) x 100.

Referring to Table 6, only one sample had an acephate result above the EQL. The
corresponding collocated sample result was <MDL.

Referring to Table 7, 2 collocated pairs of samples had both methamidophos results
above the EQL. The RPDs were 4.1% and 15.7%. The results indicate acceptable
precision for the method.

C. Laboratory, Trip, and Field Spikes

The purpose of collecting spiked samples is to assess the accuracy (% recovery) of the
sampling and analytical methods. The field spikes are collected by sampling ambient
air through the previously spiked cartridges at one of the sampling sites. Thus, the field
spikes provide an assessment of the accuracy of the entire method and are collected
under the same environmental and experimental conditions as those occurring at the
time of ambient sampling. The lab and trip spikes are used to confirm the field spike
results or to help identify the source of losses (problems) when they occur in the field
spikes.

Laboratory, trip, and field spikes were prepared by spiking a known amount of the target
compound onto the appropriate cartridges. The spikes were made and collected in
seven separate sets, one every week for the seven-week sampling period.

The laboratory spikes were placed immediately in a freezer and kept there until
extraction and analysis. The trip and field spikes were kept in the lab freezer until
transported to the field. The trip spikes were kept on dry ice in an ice chest (the same
one used for samples) during transport to and from the field and at all times while in the



field except log-in and labeling. 300 ng of acephate and 210 ng of methamidophos
were spiked onto a cartridge for all laboratory, trip, and field spikes. The extraction and
analysis of each set of laboratory, trip and field spikes normally occurs at the same
time. The collocated (unspiked) sample result, if above the EQL, was subtracted from
the field spike sample result before calculation of percent recovery of the analytes.

The lab, trip and field spikes for acephate and methamidophos are reported in Tables
8, 9 and 10 respectively.

The percent recoveries of the acephate lab, trip and field spikes ranged from 81% to
128%, 93% to 118%, and 48% to 163%, respectively.

For acephate, the lab and trip spike results are acceptable. Five of seven field spike
recoveries are acceptable (86% to 126%), one is relatively low (48%) and one is high
(163%). The laboratory report indicates that the high recovery field spike result may be
caused by the interaction between the XAD resin and the target compound in the
extraction solution and/or that the high and low results may be “outliers”. The
laboratory report states:

“Acephate is very unstable after extraction and there is no explanation to account for
the wide variability of recovery efficiencies. While the acephate is stable on the
XAD based on the storage studies, once in solution, even at low temperature it is
not. The data from the laboratory and trip spike indicate that the extraction method
is acceptable. The higher percentage recovery of acephate indicates that some
interaction may be occurring between the XAD resin and the target compound. Re-
analysis of an extract within 24 hours results in acephate values up to 2 times higher
than the original value. Due to interfering peaks on the nitrogen phosphorous
detector, use of this detector for confirmation was not available. The 48% and

163% recoveries of the field spikes appear to be outliers compared to the remainder
of the field spike recovery data. The field spike recoveries during the method
development were acceptable, although “high” for the lower spiked samples. Since
the samples were predominantly <MDL, the actual values may be lower based on
the “high” recoveries of the field spikes. All the samples were analyzed the day of
extraction and not kept in extract storage longer than a few hours.”

The percent recoveries of the methamidophos lab, trip and field spikes ranged from
80% to 96%, 86% to 96%, and 56% to 76%, respectively.

For methamidophos, the lab and trip spike results are acceptable, but the filed spike
recoveries are relatively low. According to lab report, random analysis of the back bed
of the cartridges did not detect any methamidophos. There is no explanation for the
low recoveries of methamidophos so far. During the collection and extraction efficiency
study, the recoveries of methamidophos at low concentration (15 ng/sample) were good
(116.5% + 12.4), but at high concentration (210 ng/sample) were low (46.4% * 2.1),
which are consistent with the field spike recoveries (56% to 76%). The sample results
for this project range from <MDL to 69 ng/sample. The consistently low recoveries of
field spikes may indicate that ambient sample results reported are lower than actual.



VIl. Method Development
Refer to Attachment Il in Appendix | and Appendix Il and IV for discussion and results
of method development studies.

A. Collection and Extraction Efficiency

For acephate, the average recoveries for low (45 ng/sample) and high (300 ng/sample)
spike levels were 193% and 111%, respectively. The method validation memo did not
provide an explanation or discussion in regard to the high recoveries with the low-level
spike. Based on the method development results, the actual concentrations of
acephate in the samples may be lower than the values reported. All sample results for
acephate are below the EQL of 45ng/sample except one sample with a result of 61.3
ng/sample.

For methamidophos, the average recoveries for low (15 ng/sample) and high (210
ng/sample) spike levels were 117% and 46%, respectively. The method validation
memo did not provide an explanation or discussion in regard to the low recoveries with
the high-level spike.

B. Storage Stability _
The storage stability study results show that acephate and methamidophos are stable
for up to 21 days on the XAD-2 cartridge when stored in a freezer at -20 °C. All
samples were extracted and analyzed within 21 days of collection for the current
project. Note however that the laboratory report states that: “Sample cartridges are
stored at or below four (4) degrees centigrade (°C) before extraction.”

C. Breakthrough

XAD-2 cartridges spiked with 1500 ng of acephate and methamidophos in the front
tubes were sampled at a flow rate of 3 slpm for 24 hours. The analytical results show
that no acephate and methamidophos were detected in the back tubes of cartridge.



Figure 1.Ambient Monitoring Area
(use map provided by DPR)
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Madera, and Kings Counties {(June 1- August 31, 2000)

e

y

b

[ e S

e THS
f

1 sit

".‘::j/ B S
T

Site CES

t
SRR
&
:

~ Site WR

CountyLines  yethamidophos
Major Roads 1- 374 pounds

.
townstips B 375 - 748 pounas
L

748 - 1,888 pounds
Sections:

-10-



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (md) (ng/sample) | (ng/m’) | =(pptv)
002 FRS-AM-1 L L 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
003 HES-AM-1 s s 23.3 419 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
004 SISAMA [0 B0 e 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | "<MDL
005 THS-AM-1 s i 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
006 CES-AM-1 LR, o 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
007 WRS-AM-1 R s 23.4 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
008 FRS-AM-2 UL o 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
009 FRS-AM-2-C | —groiors o 24.0 4.3 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
012 HES-AM-2 UL L 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
013 HES-AM-2-C | i ke 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
014 SIS-AM-2 S e 23.4 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
015 SISAM2-C | —orriss e 23.4 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
016 THS-AM-2 s il 23.4 4.21 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
07 | THS-AM2-C |—oros Ll 23.4 4.21 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
018 CES-AM-2 LN, L 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
019 CES-AM2-C [—0/0982 T 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
020 WRS-AM-2 07092 2> 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
021 WRS-AM-2-C [ 0L/9R2 s 23.6 4.03 <MDL <MpL | <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -11- ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time.On Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m®) (ng/sample) | (ng/m®) | =(pptv)
022 FRS-AM-3 oriion Ooo 24.0 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
023 HES-AM-3 Dros oot 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
024 sisAM3 | —OT10%02 grzs 23.8 4.02 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
025 THS-AM-3 AL Iy 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL
026 CES-AM-3 LAty uctss 23.7 4.92 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
027 WRS-AM-3 LI oo 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL <MDL
028 FRS-AM-4 LN 000 23.1 4.17 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
029 HES-AM-4 LN poss 23.1 4.16 <MDL <MDL <MDL
030 SJS-AM-4 AL s 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL <MDL
031 THS-AM-4 LAY orss 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
032 CES-AM-4 L 2509 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL <MDL
033 WRS-AM-4 AL ks 23.0 4.14 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
034 FRS-AM-5 il oot 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
038 HES-AM-5 071502 075 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
039 SJS-AM-5 AL L 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
040 THS-AM-5 g;ﬁ] g ES 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL <MDL
041 CES-AM-5 S s 24.1 4.35 <MDL <MDL <MDL
042 WRS-AM-5 ST s 24.1 4.35 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -12- ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results fdr Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Acephate

# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m) (ng/sample) { (ng/m®) | *(pptv)
043 FRS-AM-6 RS g55t 236 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
044 FRS-AM6-C [0 11002 gont 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
045 HES-AM-6 [0 202 sl 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
046 HES-AM-6-C  [—or1o2 ey 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
047 SJS-AM-6 gm%g 8?1; 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL <MDL
048 SIS-AMEC |- ST1902 o 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
049 THS-AM-6 ALY 0gas 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
050 THS-AM6-C  |—porio02 ke 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
051 CES-AM-6 grisiz iy 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
052 CES-AM6-C | —pr 10002 s 235 4.23 <MDL <MpL | <MDL
053 WRS-AM-6 ALY, 0o 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
054 | WRSAM6-C | o192 e 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
055 FRS-AM-7 %ﬂggg 0%z 23.7 4.27 <MDL <MDL <MDL
056 HES-AM-7 UL b 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
057 SJS-AM-7 AL ores 237 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
058 THS-AM-7 AL A 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
059 CES-AM-7 ST s 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
060 WRS-AM-7 T2 a2t 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -13- ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m°) (ng/sample) | (ng/m®) | **(pptv)
061 FRS-AM-8 A s ke 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL
062 HES-AM-8 grisn2 oros 237 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
063 sis-Ams  [--O718R2 grsd 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
064 THS-AM-8 LA s 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
065 CES-AM-8 AL Al 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL <MDL
066 WRS-AM-8 il o 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
067 FRS-AM-9 Qrizain2 e 23.3 4.19 DET DET DET
069 HES-AM-9 Orraens sl 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL <MDL
070 sisamo D722 e 235 4.23 <MDL | <MDL | <MDL
071 THS-AM-9 il ge48 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
072 CES-AM-9 Orige? ool 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
073 WRS-AM-9 Ll o 237 4.27 <MDL <MDL <MDL
076 FRS-AMA0  [—pT 2302 oodt 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
077 | FRs-AM-0C |22 e 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL <MDL
078 HES-AM-10 i ey 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL <MDL
079 | HES-AM-t0C (072372 o 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
080 SJS-AM-10 ELIL = 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL <MDL
081 sis-am10Cc (—JT2302 ol 23.2 3.46 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
. DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -14- ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m®) (ng/sample) | (ng/m®) | **(pptv)
082 THS-AM-10 Ol M 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
083 | THS-AM-10C [—ol2302 oot 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL <MDL
084 CES-AM-10 Qrieans e 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
085 .| CES-AM-10-C |—gr2o02 0822 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
086 WRS-AM-10 0T 250 098 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL <MDL
087 | WRS-AM-10-C 002302 s 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL <MDL
088 FRS-AM-11 O o 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL <MDL
089 HES-AM-11 sy e 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
090 SJS-AM-11 e pLEz 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
091 THS-AM-11 S HhZ 23.9 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
092 CES-AM-11 il cat . 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
093 WRS-AM-11 il ic ey 236 4.24 <MDL <MDL <MDL
094 FRS-AM-12 il e 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL <MDL
095 HES-AM-12  [—0T 2002 oo 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
096 SJS-AM-12 ot s 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
097 THS-AM-12 DLz orss 23.4 4.21 <MDL <MDL <MDL
098 CES-AM-12  |—OT25/02 el 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
099 WRS-AM-12  [—002002 i 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C
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Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On . Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m’) (ng/sample) | (ng/m’) | **(pptv)
100 FRS-AM-13 0ri2ons oot 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
104 HES-AM-13 O 3 23.4 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
105 SJS-AM-13 Origonz sl 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
106 THS-AM-13 Qrizons s 236 - 4.25 <MDL <MpL | <MDL
107 CES-AM-13 g;ﬁggﬁgg s 23.7 4.26 <MDL <MDL <MDL
108 WRS-AM-13 |07 202 B2 23.9 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
109 FRS-AM-14 grne oo 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL
110 | FRS-AM-t4-C [ 073002 oosr 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
111 HES-AM-14 grsane orzs 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
112 | HES-AM-14-C |—oos02 e 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
113 SJS-AM-14 grane oot 237 4.27 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
114 | sisAm-tac [ 203082 ore 23.7 4.27 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
115 THS-AM-14 UL i 238 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
116 | THs-AM4c (073002 1 DO 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
117 CES-AM-14 g2 s 2338 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
118 | CESAM-14-C | —on3002 at 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
119 WRS-AM-14  [—07I3002 il 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
120 | WRS-AM-14-C |—or 2002 o 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -16- ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m?®) (ng/sample) | (ng/m°) | **(pptv)
121 FRS-AM-15 |0l 0102 2z 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
122 HES-AM-15 | 019702 s 24.0 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
123 SIS-AM-15 | OTI31/02 s 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
124 THS-AM-15 8;581 ;85 8222 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL <MDL
125 CES-AM-15 LLELe 08 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
126 WRS-AM-15 | OT8102 e 23.7 4.27 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
127 FRS-AM-16 e ooz 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
128 HES-AM-16 ggfgygg 8;1‘7” 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL <MDL
129 SJS-AM-16 Opn2 groe 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
130 THS-AM-16 e ores 23.4 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
131 CES-AM-16 Ll e 23.4 4.21 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
132 WRS-AM-16 001182 0553 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
133 FRS-AM-17 Qa2 e 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
135 HES-AM-17 | —O0'0%/02 00 237 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
136 SJS-AM-17 L oot 23.7 4.27 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
137 THS-AM-17  |—00/05/02 ] 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
138 CES-AM-17 | —o0/05/02 Bl 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
139 WRS-AM-17 | —o005/02 U 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -17- ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m’) (ng/sample) | (ng/m’) [ **(pptv)
142 FRS-AM-18 geron T 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
143 | FRS-AMA8C |— o002 e 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
144 HES-AM-18  [—00/00/02 o 23.5 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
145 | HES-AM-18-C | —O00002 oot 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
146 SJS-AM-18 oo oaz2 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
147 | SISAM-1B-C Qoo oz 236 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
148 THS-AM-18 bl e 237 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
149 | THS-AM-18-C 82;8?583 opa 23.7 4.26 <MDL <MDL <MDL
150 CES-18-AM e s 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
151 | CES18AMC |—oo0onZ 20 236 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
152 WRS-AM-18  [—0o0022 ias 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL <MDL
153 | WRS-AM-18-C |—Jo00n2 = 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
154 FRS-AM-19 Ui, 0035 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
155 HES-AM-19  |—JOPT02 oz 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
156 SJS-AM-19 Opi 2 ores 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
157 THS-AM-19 ooz s 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL <MDL
158 CES-AM-19 i et 23.2 4.17 <MDL <MDL <MDL
159 WRS-AM-19 [ -—000702 . 23.1 417 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -18- * pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m%) | (ng/sample) | (ng/m®) | **(pptv)
160 FRS-AM-20 ga a0 oo 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
161 HES-AM-20 Oa/08/2 2859 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
162 SJS-AM-20 et e 23.2 4.17 <MDL <MDL <MDL
163 THs-AM-20 908702 orat 23.1 4.16 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
164 CES-AM-20 Qanarz aeas 23.1 4.16 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
165 WRS-AM-20 |08 oo 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
166 FRS-AM-21 e oL 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
170 HES-AM-21 b oros 23.5 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
171 SJS-AM-21 oo o 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
172 THS-AM-21 AT oo 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
173 CES-AM-21 Jane o8 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
174 WRS-AM-21 oo oo 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
175 FRS-AM-22 gansioZ el 237 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
176 | FRS-AM-22C |—Qonioro2 %! 237 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
177 HES-AM-22 | —D013/02 g7t 238 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
178 | HES-AM22.C |—OU13/02 el 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
179 SJS-AM-22 ki grss 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
180 | SUS-AM22C |—oor13/02 e 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -19- ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m*) | (ng/sample) | (ng/m®) | **(pptv)
181 THS-AM-22 ksl 2008 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
182 | THS-AM22C | —oorio02 oo 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
183 CES-AM-22 | —pon 302 s 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
184 | CES-AM22C | Qoo 083 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
185 WRS-AM-22 001302 Do 23.8 4.28 DET DET DET
186 | WRS-AM22-C [ —gorio2 o 23.8 4.28 DET DET DET
187 FRS-AM23 [0 TH02 ezl 238 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
188 HES-AM-23 2 orid 23.7 4.27 <MDL <MDL <MDL
189 SJS-AM-23 UL o738 23.7 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
190 THS-AM-23 |0 1402 ke 236 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
191 CES-AM23 | o910 Doo 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
192 WRS-AM-23 {01402 ooos 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
193 FRS-AM24 oo o102 2008 23.9 431 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
194 HES-AM-24  |—Dorto02 oes 23.9 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
195 SJS-AM-24 Saonz o7l 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
196 THS-AM-24 oo o7es 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
197 CES-AM24 | —OO/15/02 LA 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
198 WRS-AM24 | —0or0R2 ey 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -20-

** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Acephate
# iD Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m®) | (ngisample) | (ng/m®) | **(pptv)
200 FRS-AM25 | O0/19/02 J7zs 23.8 4.28 DET DET DET
203 HES-AM25 | —Oor19n2 0818 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
204 SJS-AM-25 oo goss 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
205 THS-AM25 | —Oor92 o 24.0 432 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
206 CES-AM25 |- OSHOM2 s 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
207 | WRS-AM25 | —ool19/02 o208 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
208 FRS-AM-26 Pl AL 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
209 FRS-AM-26-C 82@?;85 8(7512 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL <MDL
210 HES-AM-26 Sa2002 o 23.0 415 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
211 HES-AM-26-C | 002002 200 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
212 SJS-AM-26 oo ke 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
213 SJS-AM-26-C ggg%gg gggg 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL <MDL
214 THS-AM-26 Al oo 23.1 415 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
215 | THS-AM26.C | 00202 1 D850 23.1 415 | 6.13E+01 | 1.5E401 | 2.0E+00
216 CES-AM26 | —oor20n2 oozl 23.2 418 DET DET DET
217 | CESAM26-C |—ooaoi2 oo 23.2 4.18 DET DET DET
218 WRS-AM-26 |00 2002 i 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
219 | WRs-AM26-C | —o020/02 oo 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -21- ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 2. Acephate Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Tirﬁe On Time* Volume Acephate
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m°) | (ng/sample) | (ng/m®) | *(pptv)

220 FRS-AM-27 ez oo1 24.1 4.34 <MDL | <MDL | <MDL

221 HES-AM-27 L ons 24.1 4.34 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

222 SJS-AM-27 it oras 24.2 4.35 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

223 THS-AM-27 Szt e 24.1 4.34 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

224 CES-AM-27 Al Doss 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

225 WRS-AM-27 82@;;32 83?? 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL

226 FRS-AM-28 a2 oozt 24.1 4.33 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

227 HES-AM-28 082an2 ALEY 24.0 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

228 SJS-AM-28 ey s 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

229 THS-AM-28 e o 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

230 CES-AM-28 oty oo 24.2 4.36 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

231 WRS-AM28 [ —Oor2202 o 24.2 4.36 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
MDL=9.58 ng/sample for Acephate. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 45 ng/sample but >MDL -22- ** pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m%) | (ngisample) | (ngim’) | *(pptv)
002 FRS-AM-1 e et 23 1 415 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
003 HES-AM-1 s L 23.3 419 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
004 SJS-AM-1 e o 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
005 THS-AM-1 s i 23.4 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
006 CES-AM-1 s L 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
007 WRS-AM-1 bl s 23.4 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
008 FRS-AM-2 D oS o 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
009 | FRSAM2C | goroos s 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
012 HES-AM-2 b, e 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
013 | HEsAM2C |—orPe L 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
014 SJS-AM-2 s L 23.4 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
015 SISAM2C [T e 23.4 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
016 THS-AM-2 e il 23.4 4.21 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
017 | THS-AM2C | i o 23.4 4.21 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
018 CES-AM-2 /L i 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
019 CES-AM-2-C 8%?3533 gg‘g 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL <MDL
020 WRS-AM-2 oribero gazs 236 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
021 WRS-AM2-C | OrIO¥02 08z 23.6 4.03 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
MD1.=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -23- *“*pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m* | (ng/sample)| (ng/m’) | **(pptv)
022 FRS-AM-3 07792 goos 24.0 431 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
023 HES-AM-3 L Ll 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
024 SJS-AM-3 AL 0728 23.8 4.02 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
025 THS-AM-3 371002 o 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
026 CES-AM-3 gL B 237 4.92 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
027 WRS-AM-3 LA U o 23.5 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
028 FRS-AM-4 LRI 000 23.1 4.17 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
029 HES-AM-4 gz oo 23.1 4.16 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
030 SJS-AM-4 LA u 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
031 THS-AM-4 AR ois 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL <MDL
032 CES-AM-4 LRI 0500 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
033 WRS-AM-4 grAtioZ post 23.0 4.14 <MDL <MpL | <mDL
034 FRS-AM-5 risne oot 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
038 HES-AM-5 dAL 0 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
039 SJS-AM-5 aronz e 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
040 THS-AM-5 oriz 0% 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
041 CES-AM-5 371502 s 24.1 4.35 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
042 WRS-AM-5 L 09 24.1 4.35 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -24- “pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m%) | (ng/sample) | (ng/m’) | **(pptv)
043 FRS-AM-6 077602 ek 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL <MDL
044 FRS-AM6-C  [—O/16/07 ks 236 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
045 HES-AM-6 AL L 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
046 HES-AM-6-C [—O/116/02 o 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
047 SJS-AM-6 orione 0814 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
048 SISAME-C | —ooro02 Ak 236 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
049 THS-AM-6 griio’2 2835 236 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
050 THS-AM-6-C |07 10/02 RS 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
051 CES-AM-6 gre o 23.5 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
052 CES-AM-6-C |0/ 10702 2 23.5 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
053 WRS-AM-6 R el 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL <MDL
054 | WRsAM6.C |—OI1072 s 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL <MDL
055 FRS-AM-7 AR Deaz 23.7 4.27 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
056 HES-AM-7 Qr e arag 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
057 SJS-AM-7 AL e 237 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
058 THS-AM-7 LALLY: A 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
059 CES-AM-7 gri1 iz Ogas 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
060 WRS-AM-7 g7 T2 oot 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -25- “pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m%) [ (ng/sample) | (ng/m’) | **(pptv)
061 FRS-AM-8 0r8n2 oL 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
062 HES-AM-8 LAl oro8 23.7 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
063 SJS-AM-8 on 82 orad 236 4.24 <MDL <MbL | <mDL
064 THS-AM-8 grios e 23.5 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
065 CES-AM-8 Orene il 23.5 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
066 WRS-AM-8 g e uad 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
067 FRS-AM-9 Ll e 23.3 4.19 DET DET DET
069 HES-AM-9 Orreae T 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MpL | <MDL
070 SJS-AM-9 Orizee e 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
071 THS-AM-9 O ooas 23.6 425 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
072 CES-AM-9 Oz ool 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MpL | <MDL
073 WRS-AM-9 8;%;83 oo 23.7 4.27 <MDL <MDL <MDL
076 FRS-AM-10 [T 2302 it 232 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
077 | FRS-AM-0-C |—ol 202 o 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
078 HES-AM-10 07232 7 23.2 418 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
079 | HES-AM-t0C |22 o 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
080 SJS-AM-10 Orzsms atd 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
081 SJS-AM-10-C —2T 2502 el 23.2 3.46 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -26- **pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitorihg Results for Fresno County 2002

-Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m?) (ng/sample) | (ng/m®) | **(pptv)
082 THS-AM-10 U, 082 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
083 | THS-AM-10C |—o7 2002 0ge! 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL <MDL
084 CES-AM-10 | —072902 gasy 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
085 | CES-AM-0-C 31232 0853 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
086 WRS-AM-10  [—ar2302 gass 233 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
087 | WRS-AM-10-C 8%2;82 D3 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL <MDL
088 FRS-AM-11 L ! 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL <MDL
089 HES-AM-11 e 2604 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
090 SJS-AM-11 Qrzane o1z 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL
091 THS-AM-11 LU gréz 23.9 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
092 CES-AM-11 Sueaibe s 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL
093 WRS-AM-11 Qrjcane o 236 4.24 <MDL <MDL <MDL
094 FRS-AM-12 Qnon: 0552 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
095 HES-AM-12 o0z e 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
096 SJS-AM-12 002 At 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
097 THS-AM-12 L e 23.4 4.21 <MDL <MDL <MDL
098 CES-AM-12 Qpone e 233 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
099 WRS-AM-12  |—072502 o 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL. of 15 ng/sample but >MDL *pptv at 1 atm and 25°C
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Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m% [ (ng/sample) | (ngim®) | **(pptv)
100 FRS-AM-13 0ri2o s 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
104 HES-AM-13 |02 02 0 23.4 422 | 243E+01 | 5.8E+00 | 1.0E+00
105 SJS-AM-13 Origo2 i 236 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
106 THS-AM-13 07129702 s 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
107 CES-AM-13 07/29/2 el 23.7 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
108 WRS-AM-13 |20 ooz 23.9 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
109 FRS-AM-14 orsone oo 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
110 | FRs-AM-4C |—O73002 s 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
111 HES-AM-14 U8 oras 23.8 428 | 220E+01 | 5.1E+00 | 8.9E-01
112 | HES-AM-14C [—O/3002 o7 23.8 428 | 220E+01 | 5.3E+00 | 9.3E-01
113 SISAM-14  —0TSB2 L BT 23.7 427 | 1.76E+01 | 4.1E+00 | 7.1E-01
114 SIS-AM-14-C 0713002 T 23.7 427 | 2.06E+01 | 4.8E+00 | 8.3E-01
15 | THs-Amas 003082 L OO 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
16 | THS-AM-4C |3 3002 o 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
7 CES-AM-14 | 073072 iast 238 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
118 | CES-AMA4C [ 073002 et 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
119 WRS-AM-14  [—O/3002 e 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
120 | WRS-AM-14-C [0 3002 e 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -28- *pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos

# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m®) | (ng/sample) | (ng/m’) | =(pptv)
121 FRS-AM-15 |11 02 oozt 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
122 HES-AM-15  [—0031/02 o7 24.0 4.31 2.32E+01 | 5.4E+00 | 9.3E-01
123 SUs-AM-15 (00102 e 23.9 4.31 6.87E+01 | 1.6E+01 | 2.8E+00
124 | THs-AMas [ —O7312 ucstd 23.9 430 | 278E+01 | 6.5E+00 | 1.1E+00
125 CES-AM-15 [0l 3102 ousl 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
126 WRS-AM-15 003102 o 237 4.27 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
127 FRS-AM-16 u Lo 0oz 23.6 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
128 HES-AM-16 it o 23.6 424 | 290E+01 | 6.8E+00 | 1.2E+00
129 SJS-AM-16 Loy 273 235 422 | 2.38E+01 | 5.6E+00 | 9.7E-01
130 THS-AM-16 |00/ 02 0758 23.4 4.22 DET DET DET
131 CES-AM-16  [—Oor0102 gt 23.4 4.21 227E+01 | 5.4E+00 | 9.4E-01
132 WRS-AM-16 oo 0132 0853 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
133 FRS-AM-17 82;82;85 g;gf 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL <MDL
135 HES-AM-17 | —O0US02 Dol 237 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
136 SJS-AM-17 e ks 237 4.27 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
137 THS-AM-17 |00/ 02 ol 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
138 CES-AM-17 |00/ L 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
139 WRS-AM-17 | 005702 T 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *“Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -29- **pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m® [ (ng/sample)| (ng/m’) | **(pptv)
142 FRS-AM-18 e oo 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
143 FRS-AM-18-C o002 o 235 4.23 <MDL <MDL <MDL
144 HES-AM-18 L 7ot 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
145 | HESAM-18-C [ —O000R2 e 23.5 4.22 DET DET DET
146 SJS-AM-18 il ooz 236 4.24 DET DET DET
147 | SiS-AM18C | So00R2 oz 23.6 4.24 DET DET DET
148 THS-AM-18 08,0002 e 237 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
149 | THS-AM-8C [ —D300R2 oz 23.7 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
150 CES-18-AM il Core 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
151 CES-18-AM-C | — 00002 e 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
152 WRS-AM-18  |—poo/02 e 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL <MDL
153 | WRS-AM-18C [—J000%2 o 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
154 FRS-AM-19 |~ 0007102 doos 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
155 HES-AM-19  [—OOm702 o 23.5 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
156 SJS-AM-19 Os Tz ores 23.3 4.20 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
157 THS-AM-19 OBmrz Doz 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
158 CES-AM-19 O e 23.2 4.17 <MDL <MDL <MDL
159 WRS-AM-19 [ J8/07/02 o 23.1 4.17 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -30- **pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m% | (ng/sample) | (ng/m’) | **(pptv)
160 FRS-AM-20 82;88;83 8233 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL <MDL
161 HES-AM-20 Dame g o 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
162 SJS-AM-20 04700102 ara 23.2 4.17 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
163 THS-AM-20 gLt orat 23.1 4.16 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
164 CES-AM-20 050802 2802 23.1 4.16 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
165 WRS-AM-20  |—Oore2 s 23.0 415 | 268E+01 | B.5E+00 | 1.1E+00
166 FRS-AM-21 oanzie s 235 4.24 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
170 HES-AM-21 oz ores 235 4.22 <MDL <MpL | <MmDL
171 SJS-AM-21 DRz o 23.5 4.23 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
172 THS-AM-21 U ks 23.5 4.24 <MDL <MDL <MDL
173 CES-AM-21 ok s Do 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
174 WRS-AM-21 oozl o2 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
175 FRS-AM-22 LA o 23.7 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
176 | FRSAM22C | —oorioioZ st 23.7 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <mDL
177 HES-AM-22 0813102 grzf 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
178 | HES-AM-22-C | —Oon132 e 238 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
179 SJS-AM-22 Ooan2 o7 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL
180 SIS-AM-22.C | —oori 302 e 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
-31- *pptv at 1 atm and 25°C

DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m% | (ngisample) | (ng/m®) | *(pptv)
181 THS-AM-22 U S 0808 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
182 THS-AM-22-C 82;1 Zgg 2508 23.8 428 <MDL <MDL <MDL
183 CES-AM-22 A 2as 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
184 | CES-AM-22C ggﬂi;gg gggg 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL
185 WRS-AM-22 |9 1902 o 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
186 | WRS-AM22-C o2 et 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
187 FRS-AM-23 201402 Joat 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
188 HES-AM-23 LAl oris 23.7 4.27 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
189 SJS-AM-23 s e 23.7 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
190 THS-AM-23 A o7 23.6 4.26 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
191 CES-AM23 |00 402 oozt 23.6 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
192 | WRS-AM23 [—ondoZ = 236 4.25 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
193 FRS-AM-24 AL o0 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MpL | <MDL
194 HES-AM24 | —Sorion2 Joos 23.9 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
195 SJS-AM-24 s o 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
196 THS-AM-24 ooz o7 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
197 CES-AM-24 ik g L 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL <MDL
198 WRS-AM-24 {9102 sl 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL <MDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -32- **pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m’) (ng/sample) | (ng/m®) | **(pptv)
200 FRS-AM-25 O ores 23.8 4.28 DET DET DET
203 HES-AM-25 |00/ 902 it 23.8 4.29 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
204 SJS-AM-25 LAl ooes 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
205 THS-AM-25 A oo 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
206 CES-AM-25 gl o _ 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
207 WRS-AM-25 |00 02 o 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
208 FRS-AM-26 gb20m o 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL <MDL
200 | FRS-AM26-C |—o02002 s 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL <MDL
210 HES-AM-26 | — 0120702 0805 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
211 HES-AM-26-C [ —oo/20'02 oo 23.0 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
212 SJS-AM-26 020 Doad 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
213 | sisAM26C |—O020M2 oo 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
214 THS-AM-26  |— 002002 ooss 23.1 4.15 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
215 | THS-AM-26-C | 002902 og5s 23.1 415 DET DET DET
216 CES-AM-26 8255‘1’533 oz 23.2 4.18 DET DET DET
217 | CES-AM26.C | 002002 e 23.2 4.18 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
218 WRS-AM-26 | — 00 2902 oo 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL <MDL
219 | WRs-AM26-C | Qo202 o8 235 4.22 <MDL <MDL | <MDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -33- **pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 3. Methamidophos Ambient Monitoring Results for Fresno County 2002

Log Sample Date On Time On Time* Volume Methamidophos
# ID Date Off | Time Off | (hours) (m) (ng/sample) | (ng/m®) | **(pptv)

220 FRS-AM-27 AL oo 24.1 4.34 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

221 HES-AM-27 U s LA 24.1 4.34 <MDL <MDL | <mDL

222 SJS-AM-27 ALY orss 24.2 4.35 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

223 THS-AM27  [—O92172 o 24.1 4.34 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

224 CES-AM27 | —0021/02 0as> 24.0 4.32 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

225 WRS-AM-27  [—O212 092 23.8 4.28 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

226 FRS-AM-28 Ohione oot 24.1 4.33 <MDL <MDL | <mDL

227 HES-AM-28 Obrzane ol 24.0 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

228 SJS-AM-28 s o 23.9 4.30 <MDL <MDL | <mDL

229 THS-AM-28 | —O22n2 g 23.9 4.31 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

230 CES-AM-28 0/2o2 oo 24.2 4.36 <MDL <MDL | <MDL

231 WRS-AM-28 | o222 U 24.2 4.36 <MDL <MDL | <MmDL
MDL=3.68 ng/sample for Methamidophos. *Time was calculated from ETM reading.
DET=Value was below the reported EQL of 15 ng/sample but >MDL -34- **pptv at 1 atm and 25°C



Table 4. Summary of Acephate Results
for Fresno County 2002 (ng/m°)

Start Date FRS HES SJs THS CES WRS
07/08/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/09/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/10/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/11/02 <MDL <MDL | <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/15/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/16/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/17/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/18/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/22/02 DET <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/23/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/24/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/25/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/29/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/30/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/31/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/01/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/05/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/06/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/07/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/08/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/12/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/13/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL DET
08/14/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL ‘| <MDL
08/15/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/19/02 DET <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/20/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL 1.5E+01 DET <MDL
08/21/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/22/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL | <MDL <MDL <MDL

Maximum DET <MDL <MDL 1.5E+01| DET DET
Average 1.5E+00 1.1E+00{ 1.1E+00| 1.6E+00| 1.3E+00| 1.3E+00
# Sample 28 28 28 28 28 28

# >EQL 0 0 0 1 0 0
|# DET 2 0 0 0 1 1

# <MDL 26 28 28 27 27 27

Only the higher value of each collocated pair was listed in the table.

<MDL results were factored in as MDL/2= 1.11 ng/m®

DET resuits were factored in as (EQL+MDL)/2=6.32 ng/m®
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Table 5. Summary of Methamidophos Results

for Fresno County 2002 (ng/m®)

Start Date FRS HES SJS THS CES WRS
07/08/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/09/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/10/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/11/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/15/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/16/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/17/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/18/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/22/02 DET <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/23/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/24/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/25/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/29/02 <MDL 5.8E+00 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/30/02 <MDL 5.3e+00 4.8E+00 <MDL <MDL <MDL
07/31/02 <MDL 5.4E+00 1.6E+01 6.5E+00 <MDL <MDL
08/01/02 <MDL 6.8E+00 5.6E+00 DET 5.4E+00 <MDL
08/05/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/06/02 <MDL DET DET <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/07/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/08/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL 6.5E+00
08/12/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/13/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/14/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/15/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/19/02 DET <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/20/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL DET DET <MDL
08/21/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL
08/22/02 <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL <MDL

Maximum DET 6.8E+00 | 1.6E+01 | 6.5E+00 | 5.4E+00 | 6.5E+00
Average 5.5E-01 | 1.3E+00 | 1.4E+00 | 7.7E-01 | 6.7E-01 | 6.4E-01
# Sample 28 28 28 28 28 28
#>EQL 0 4 3 1 1 1
#DET 2 1 1 2 1 0

# <MDL 26 23 24 25 26 27

Only the higher value of each collocated pair was listed in the table.
<MDL results were factored in as MDL/2= 0.428 ng/m®
DET results were factored in as (EQL+MDL)/2= 2.17 ng/m®
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Table 6. Acephate Collocated Results

for Fresno County 2002

Sample Acephate Sample Acephate

D (ng/m3) Ave. |Rel % D ID (nglm3) Ave. (Rel %D
rroaus s [ awor] | M | Fsawrc]evor] VOt | M
reshnos ool O | M| Fefreeawor ] 0| M
Ssanes ol ] MO | M | wRsawire] b VOt | M
e 2 o | | e T o |
C%ESSA':/[Mzzo ngt <MDL | NA H:i-\?r;;?c ngt <MDL | NA
wRsAmzc | wor] P | M | Fesamme b ] 0t | M
rrsamec T i | 0 | M | rsawmelMpr] MOt | M
resamec vt ] O | M| eieiameewpr] MOt | M
ssamec Tl ] | M | Fmsamise]avpr] MOt | M
e e oo | v | e B |
R g A ey
stoo | o | v | e o] o | w
e T o | | e T
Esaoc] ol MO | M| eecime] e | M
seanmc ] O | M | WRsaume] per ] °ET | M
rsAoE] L] U | M | [Frsusee] v M- M
seoais ] P | M | [eEsamsec] ot MOt | M
Ll S :mgt <MDL - NA S5 AM26C ngt Mot o™
et wo | w | e LBl |
LT T e I | N e
ems Lo oo | v | fmaes faoc oo |
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Table 7. Methamidophos Collocated Results

for Fresno County 2002

Sample Methamidophos Sample Methamidophos

ID (ng/m*) | Ave. [Rel % D ID (ng/m*)| Ave. |Rel % D
Prstiae o] oL | MA | e avpE] oL | M
e T O] MO | NA | eemeeTSMoE oL | ma
Seawac Wi ] M | M| [wesawreel <wpr] M| M
e wbi] ML | M| rrsameeT Wb MOt | M
cesomec o] M | M| esawee ] per | P | M
Rsaae e M0t | M| Feaiiee T oer] DT | M
e T L e T e B
resamse o] M | M | Foesteawe b 0t | M
S o] M | M| FiRsaiee<MpL] MPL | M
e i B v T B
seoamec Tl M | M | Figsawsec T aMBL] MOt | M
Rees T oM MOt | M| Fersansee bl Pt | M
e NBE] MOt | MA | e WD MR | MA
el i ] MO | M| et avor] 0t | M
SooeT o] MO | M| IRsamemeT v Pt | M
Ao E T oMBET] ML | NA | Remaee T aMBE] Mo | M
st oMb Mt | M| FEsanmeeTevDE] MRt | M
e Mo MR | M | e aMBE] MRt | MA
S AMTECT WD MOL | NA | et pEr| DET | NA
AT S sEsor| 52E00| 4% | |ttt DET | N
S e TAsero] +0| 157% | FiRsamaee]SMBL] MPL | N
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Table 8. Acephate and Methamidophos Lab Spike Results

Acephate Methamidophos
Expected Actual Percent Expected Actual Percent
Sample ID (ngisample) | (ng/sample) | Recovery | (ng/sample) | (ng/sample) | Recovery
Laboratory Spike#1 300 255 85% 210 169 80%
Laboratory Spike#2 300 302 101% 210 196 93%
Laboratory Spike#3 300 328 109% 210 192 91%
Laboratory Spike#4 300 301 100% 210 170 81%
Laboratory Spike#5 300 242 81% 210 199 95%
Laboratory Spike#6 300 384 128% 210 203 96%
Laboratory Spike#7 300 357 119% 210 201 96%
Ave.= 103% Ave.= 90%
Table 9. Acephate and Methamidophos Trip Spike Results
N Acephate Methamidophos
Expected Actual Percent Expected Actual Percent
Sample 1D (ng/sample) | (ng/sample) | Recovery | (ng/sample) | (ng/sample) | Recovery
FRS-AM-2-TS 300 316 105% 210 181 86%,
FRS-AM-5-TS 300 279 93% 210 195 93%
FRS-AM-9-TS 300 299 100% 210 198 94%
FRS-AM-13-TS 300 278 93% 210 182 87%
FRS-AM-17-TS 300 295 98% 210 188 90%
FRS-AM-21-TS 300 329 110% 210 188 90%
FRS-AM-25-TS 300 353 118% 210 201 96%
Ave.= 102%| Ave.= 91%
Table 10. Acephate and Methamidophos Field Spike Resulits
Acephate Methamidophos
Expected Actual Percent Expected Actual Percent
Sample ID (ng/sample) | (ng/sample)* | Recovery | (ng/sample) | (ng/sample)* | Recovery
FRS-AM-1-FS 300 257 86% 210 117 56%
FRS-AM-5-FS 300 144 48% 210 122 58%
FRS-AM-9-FS 300 277 92% 210 121 57%
FRS-AM-13-FS 300 332 111% 210 125 59%
FRS-AM-17-FS 300 318 106% 210 152 72%
FRS-AM-21-FS 300 377 126% 210 122 58%
FRS-AM-25-FS 300 489 163% 210 160 76%
Ave.= 105% Ave.= 62%

*No Correction was made because all corresponding collocated sample results were below EQL.
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